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PHILOSOPHICAL AND PSYCHOLOGICAL DIMENSIONS OF SOCIAL
EXPECTATIONS OF PERSONALITY

Purpose. To analyse the philosophical and psychological contexts of social expectations of personality, to form
general scientific provisions, to reveal the properties, patterns of formation, development and functioning of social
expectations as a process, result of reflection and construction of social reality. Theoretical basis of the study is
based on the phenomenology of E. Husserl, the social constructivism philosophy of L. S. Vygotskiy, P. Berger,
T. Luckmann, K. J. Gergen, ideas of constructive alternativeism of G. Kelly, psychology of social expectations of a
personality as the unity of the mental process, mental state and properties of expectations. Originality. Social ex-
pectations of personality are considered as philosophical and psychological dimensions of the study, presented by
analysing expectations in social constructivism, externalizing, building a model of the expected future. The authors
clarified some theoretical and methodological aspects of the study of patterns of social expectations in the reflection
and construction of social reality. The role of social institutions in the formation of expectations is outlined. The
poly-aspect of the investigated problems is shown. It is substantiated that formation, realization of social expecta-
tions in organization of interaction of personality and social environment is possible in the presence of subject, ob-
ject and content of activity. Conclusions. Social expectations influence social behaviour and determine the behav-
iour of an individual, small contact group, community, or large mass of people. Social expectations are able to set
specific requirements, norms, sanctions, ideals that participants of the process must follow or must not violate. The
philosophical dimension of the study integrates the ontological, epistemological, axiological preconditions for the
formation and realization of the social ideal, represented by the study of the expected future in the forms of utopia,
eschatology and thanatology. Psychological dimension of the study has a sufficiently developed content orientation
from the psychological content parameters of social expectations to the role of expectations in social institutions and
various spheres of human life. Systematic, actionable, self-regulatory, and subjective approaches have constituted a
verified system of interpreting the social expectations of personality as a process, a result of the reflection and con-
struction of social reality. The topic of social expectations of personality is far from being completed, in our opinion
it is promising to create a deeper philosophical concept of social expectations of the personality. The specific topics
are of particular relevance in the context of socio-political uncertainty, domination of the mass consciousness, loss
of national and cultural identity.
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Introduction

The topics covered are of particular relevance due to socio-political uncertainty, the domina-
tion of the mass consciousness and the construction of a social ideal. Over the past decades, in
connection with the increased social expectations of Ukrainians as a dreamy and passionate na-
tion, sociologists and political scientists have come up with new approaches to understanding the
psychological characteristics that include the notion of social expectations. The new orientation
of theoretical thought was directed at inflated social expectations for significant socio-economic
shifts.
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The problem of social expectations is a particular phenomenon affecting every person,
any contact small group, community or large mass of people. These problems affect a signif-
icant list of philosophical, psychological, sociological, political, educational and other spe-
cial issues. Scientific analysis of contemporary literature on various aspects of the study of
the social expectation problem, suggests that nowadays social expectations are a complex,
interdisciplinary field of knowledge, and the role of philosophy and psychology is not only
in the formation of universal definitions, outlining the starting points, although it is also
quite relevant, but in the creation of common scientific ideas and systems of knowledge
about this phenomenon at the philosophical, psychological and theoretical-methodological
levels. The need to analyse the philosophical and psychological underpinnings of social ex-
pectations is conditioned by the fact that it will allow to form general scientific provisions
about the complex social phenomenon, which is the expectations, in particular the social ex-
pectations of personality. It is very necessary to disclose the general properties, patterns of
formation, development, functioning of social expectations as a process, the result of reflec-
tion and construction of social reality.

Purpose

The purpose of the study is to analyse social expectations from the standpoint of metaphysical
anthropology.

Statement of basic materials

Despite the fact that there are a large number of theoretical works on social expectations that
do not go beyond the simplified approaches, they do not reach their goal. Today is characterized
by the complex and increased intensity of social processes, higher importance of social inquiry in
order to determine the forms and directions of self-realization of the individual. Social expecta-
tions are able to act as a regulator of human social behaviour. Inconsistency of the demands of
the social environment actualizes the need for permanent prognostic activity of the subject of
life, not only in relation to natural object relations, but also in the sphere of social interaction in
the form of peculiar social expectations. We hope that the solution of the problematic philosoph-
ical and psychological issues from the standpoint of anthropological approach will allow us to
clarify the theoretical and methodological regularities of the phenomenon under study as a pro-
cess, result of reflection and construction of social reality, to outline the scientific dimensions of
the formation, realization of social expectations in organizing the interaction of personality and
social environment.

In his time, the famous philosopher, psychologist and methodologist L. S. Vygotskiy (2005)
in his concept "History of the development of higher mental functions™ attempts to present the
idea of social constructivism, the general essence of which is outlined by the following starting
points: interaction between people is an integral factor in successful personal development,
since in training the area of immediate development is determined by communication with
those who have greater experience, knowledge and skills; the development of higher mental
functions of a person is the actual transfer inside, that is, the interiorization of social relations
between people; the system of signs is a decisive factor in the development of consciousness
and awareness of the world; the psyche acts as a kind of "sieve™ through which the social sur-
rounding reality is sifted. The human psyche has the ability to distort, that is, to construct
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(authors’ italics and refinement — V. Kh., I. P.) social reality so that a person could orient one-
self and start acting, outline new ways of achieving the stated goal.

In the constructivist concepts of H. Maturana, F. N. Heinz von Foerster, who outline one of
the directions of the theory of communication, philosophers analyse the influence of ideas on the
movement of history, highlighting the mechanisms of formation of ontological foundations of
change in social relations (Rouet, & Usiak, 2017). The authors’ attention is focused on building of
political and social models by the subjects on the basis of individual and social value ideas need-
ed for social transformation. Such ideas act as a suprapersonal creation of individuals, become
social projects, giving meaning to being.

The peculiarity of this concept is the correlation of knowledge of our ideas about reality, and
the very social reality, the central theme of which is social hopes and expectations.

The logical continuation of scientific analysis is the theory of social construction (Berger, &
Luckmann, 1995), which shows that our social environment is perceived by humans as initial
and objective data, actively constructed by humans during their social activities, and at the
same time happens unconsciously for them. The purpose of social constructivism is to identify
the ways in which individuals and groups of people participate in the construction of perceived
reality. Ways of creating social phenomena by humans are institutionalized and transformed
into traditions. The authors believe that everyday life has its intersubjective disposable stand-
ard time. Standard time can be understood as the intersection of space time and the calendar
existing in a society based on time cycles of nature and internal time with the above differ-
ences. Social expectations in this context indicate that there is no complete simultaneity of the-
se different levels of temporality. Temporal issues become key ones, because, according to re-
searchers, both the organism and society impose on the internal time a certain sequence of
events, combined with expectations. Social expectations assume the ability to combine a cer-
tain sequence of events.

Social expectations of reforms often do not reach their goal, and their guesswork is worth-
less, and in contrast, the mechanism of their formation becomes an important multidisciplinary
problem due to the internalization and externalization necessary to construct social reality.
Such psychological mechanisms are capable of ordering social reality. Social order is a human
product, or rather, continuous human production, it is created by man in the process of constant
externalization. P. Berger and T. Luckmann believe that the sources of the symbolic universe
are rooted in the constitution of man and state:

If man in society is a world-constructor, this is made possible by his
constitutionally given world-openness, which already implies the con-
flict between order and chaos. Human existence is, ab initio (non-
empirical), an ongoing externalization. As man externalizes himself, he
constructs the world into which he externalizes himself. (Berger, &

Luckmann, 1995, p. 170)
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Researchers say that society exists in the form of objective and subjective realities. These as-
pects are recognized when society is understood as a continuous dialectical process combining
externalization, objectification and internalization. Under objectification, researchers understand
the reproduction of an object in the products of human activity available to both its creators and
other people as elements of the general world. Objectifications are stable indicators of the sub-
jective processes inherent in their creators, and allow them to bring these processes beyond the
ordinariness, in which they could be observed directly. One can agree with K. J. Gergen’s (1997)
view that social constructivism actually eliminates the question of the relationship between the
social and the individual, in other words, "sociality”" in constructionism means "relations™ rather
than the norms and rules of social interaction or the ways of their elaboration in individual com-
munication. We conclude that the social expectations of personality do not so much contribute to
the reflection of the objectively existing world as to its construction.

Researcher G. Kelly, in relation to the idea of constructive alternativeism as a philosophical
direction, argued that reality is a process of cognition and is interpreted by each person on a
permanent and individual basis; successful interpretations, that is, models of the expected future
(authors’ italics and refinement — V. Kh., I. P.) are assimilated, while the unsuccessful ones are
rejected. Interpretation of reality occurs through the special tools of our psyche — separate “scales
of assessment” of the surrounding reality, which G. Kelly (2000) calls "personal constructs";
human activity is directed by the best variant-model, which is suggested by a complex system of
constructs; human interaction is a kind of mutual adjustment of their cognitive systems. Actual
confirmation of constructive alternativeism is the results of Michael Minkov’s World Values
Survey (WVS). Using a typology of cultural dimensions of Geert Hofstede, the researcher has
shown that different cultures exhibit different prevailing personal and cultural constructs
(Minkov, 2018). We conclude that a person defines, reflects, anticipates and ultimately con-
structs his future. G. Kelly was the first to discover the different levels of realization of the mod-
el of the expected future, and it turns out that he also outlined the transcendental spheres of hu-
man being.

Most constructivist models have the disadvantage of being incapable to conduct a deep social
analysis because of the limitations of the conceptual apparatus, which does not touch the mecha-
nism of creation of human meanings. Such an important area is not addressed in either social
psychology or sociology, which explores the mean values of social life, with both sciences striv-
ing for the status of scientific nature and for such a goal where reality is able to take mental
form. The vast majority of works refer to the issue of underestimation of metaphysical anthro-
pology, the subject of analysis of which is the transcendental level of human understanding, but
this level cannot be measured by psychological, sociological or political science tools. For the
first time, transcendentalism was sufficiently well understood by I. Kant, in the epistemological
realm of his philosophy.

Let us dwell on another theoretical position, which is seen in constructivism, — the social pas-
sivity of the subject, which has its old philosophical history, connected with the Copernican rev-
olution, which led a person out of the system and turned him into an outside observer. Soon there
came the objectivist formation conception of Hegel and Marx, directed at the inevitability of the
positive movement of history, which the person is not able to accelerate, because the society is
dominated by powerful social forces that use a man as a means for their perceived existence.
However, Kantian transcendentalism puts an end to objectivism as meaningless goal-setting: on-
ly we make our own history and no one else.
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At all times, humanity was interested in what "the future” would bring them. Interest in the
future is gained during periods of social change and turmoil. In social philosophy, in particular,
the problem of expectations is relevant in the coordinates of the study and realization of the so-
cial ideal.

Expectations of the community are able to transform into a powerful mechanism of social
interaction, realized through social representations, ideas capable of outlining the social norm
and social ideal, taking to the top of the struggle sometimes illogical participants, whom no
one knew "yesterday". Such participants are a kind of objectification of complex social pro-
cesses that are embodied through social expectations. Thus, social expectations are able to in-
tegrate ontological, epistemological, axiological preconditions for the formation and realiza-
tion of the social ideal. Confirmation of this idea is found in the study of I. V. Zheltikova and
D. V. Gusev (2011) "Expectations for the future: utopia, eschatology, thanatology". Philoso-
phers focused on the most common forms of expectations for the future, emphasizing the
unigue social expectations in specific phylogenetic situations. Reflecting on the future, the re-
searchers outline three perspectives of social expectations: utopia as the hope for the improve-
ment of social life, eschatology as a reflection of particular problems of the world existence
and the image of death as an idea of the boundary of an individual transition to the future. Hu-
man interest in predicting future events takes both passive and active forms. An active form
can be the implementation of a plan, a project, a design and a model of the expected future.

Let us turn to the pointed remark of W. Briining (1997), who has justifiably noted: "Man is
infinite freedom and therefore his behaviour arises from "nothing” because it is not determinis-
tic" (p. 270). The remark is interesting, but overall this kind of absolutist approach does not
reach its goal. It would be imprudent to accept such a thesis as the main one. Existentialism may
agree with such categoricalness, but in our study such categoricalness is superfluous. Social life
cannot be conceived outside of external determination. We will not go to conceptual extremes, as
is the case in empiricism regarding the absolutization of social determinism, without which man
does not exist. On the other hand, there is often a mistake of underestimating the external deter-
minants that affect a person and dissolving it within themselves, eradicating the traits of individ-
uality, neglecting the fact that the individual shapes himself. The person is in a dual state because
of the ideal modelling of reality and the very "inflexible" reality: he counteracts the socio-
political environment because he cannot accept it, hoping for social changes that may or may not
happen. Ignoring such provisions, we thereby rob a person, deprive him of the fullness of con-
tent, turn a person into an abstraction. In fact, the mechanism of influence of external and inter-
nal factors is quite complex, especially when it comes to social expectations.

An interesting philosophical dimension in the scientific field remains the phenomenological
approach to the study of social expectations of personality, a striking representative of which was
and remains E. Husserl. The object of realization is an intentional object that can arise in the hu-
man mind in any way: as hope, expectation or anticipation. In the field of psychological science
there is a trend — phenomenological psychology, which is closely linked to the humanistic and
existential psychology. An adult expects a specific phenomenon, event, object that he imagines
in advance in the form of an accomplished fact, that is, constructs a model of the expected future.
Thus, the expectations of an adult outline the perspective lines of his development, shape the life,
project his future. Expectation is existence. Existence is life.

Let us dwell on another theoretical position, which is seen in constructivism — the social pas-
sivity of the subject, which has its old history associated with the Copernican revolution, turning
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a person into an outside observer; soon there came the objectivist formation conception of Hegel
and Marx, directed at the inevitability of the positive movement of history, which the person is
not able to accelerate, because the society is dominated by powerful social forces that use a man
as a means for their perceived existence. However, Kantian transcendentalism puts an end to ob-
jectivism as meaningless goal-setting: only we make our own history and no one else.

There is no apparent reason for the existence of the transcendental, for it is contained in the
imagination of the individual and gives a person the meaning, overcoming own limitations,
which is formed within the empirical experience, transcends our mental principles, finding
common sense by virtue of its sacredness and conception of absolute being, which is characteris-
tic of human nature.

Here, we can fully agree with M. Scheler (1988), that the transcendent, as desirable, gives or-
der to life, even myths, religions, ideologies give a person the order of his thinking and aspira-
tions, which are "formed by man himself for the protection of his nature™ (p. 59). Transcenden-
talism, as a philosophical cognitive phenomenon, is inherent in the human, which enables
through ideas and images to glue the world into integrity, plan the activities and anticipate social
changes. Without taking into account this factor, a researcher always impoverishes human na-
ture, and the analysis of relationships as social expectations becomes artificial.

Social expectations are the basic component of the system of regulation of social predicted
human behaviour, which is a set of interrelated components of a single socio-cultural space.
However, human social behaviour is not always guided by social expectations, social and legal
norms and other regulators. There are also internal attitudes, beliefs, own projects unrealized due
to personal beliefs that can bring them closer, or detach them from the desired social ideal. There
is such a sphere of human life that does not obey the laws of the ontological world. The notions
of justice, freedom of religion, belong to superhistoric values; they are transcendental in origin,
which influence the expectations of man, constituting the polyphony of his inner world, giving
orderliness to being (Bazaluk, 2017). Therefore, internal determinants can approximate or dis-
tance people’s social ideals, freeing us from the narrowness of comprehension of the material
world.

It should be borne in mind that social expectations are directly dependent on the prerequisites
for the existence of collective identity. They may depend on the aggregate historical, community
experience, the demands of power, party ideology or religious faith — how we experience the
world and how we conceive it.

It is established that social expectations can be fulfilled in the presence of subject, object and
content of activity. An element of reality that focuses on an individual’s hopeful or expecting
activity is an object of social expectations. The object gives rise to expectations. The presence of
an object is the first stage of formation, which is a low level of expectations. The transformation
of the object of social expectations into a real object, that is objectification, is the formation of
social expectations of personality. Social expectations can be realized in any activity that acti-
vates the personality and has a value-meaning for him. Thus, the object of social expectations,
the subject and content of the activity are the necessary conditions that can ensure the formation
and realization of social expectations of personality, which are accompanied by the construction
of a personal model of the expected future.

On the other hand, one can mention another theoretical proposition expressed in the concept
of intersubjectivity — as the co-ordination of a large number of people with respect to any princi-
ples, laws, moral norms that no one can change. This order is based on the reconciliation of col-
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lective illusions that create certain boundaries for people’s consciousness. We cannot but men-
tion the intersubjective notions of "people’s soul”, "spirit”, "nation™, which underpin the mentali-
ty of people, identity, the idea of happiness, through which the intuitive sense of trust in the
world is visible, which creates meaningful life directions.

The proposed concept of the "desirable lifestyle” is the basic construct of the personal struc-
ture of social space. The general trajectory of the subject’s life-realization acquires in the picture
of the world a certain integrity which can be distinguished by the application of certain categori-
cal constructs.

Noteworthy is the variety of theoretical and methodological aspects of the study of social
expectations. Some theoretical and methodological problems are addressed in the context of
the study of teaching and educational processes. A. I. Boyko (2015), outlining the expecta-
tions and challenges of society for education in the information space, draws attention to the
philosophical content of the problem under study, the formation of innovative people, to the
fact that education emerges as a sound basis for self-affirmation of personality in life and
ceases to be a means of forming the average "mass individuals™. Research on psychological
content parameters, their role in various social institutions is presented in a number of studies.
A. Proskurina (2015) draws attention to the experimentally established repetition of the con-
nection of expectations with a number of social processes, which prompts the need to manage
people’s expectations. Herewith, the person is engaged in an interesting mental space: he
strives to confront the socio-political environment and at the same time does not seek to ig-
nore the traditions and customs that are associated with the social expectations that keep him
from radicalism.

Certainly the normative interpretation of social expectations is now dominant in the social
sciences. The researcher views the state as an element of the expectations system, which itself
is capable of meeting expectations and can be the object of expectations. The state is able to
establish a system of expectations for society and, if necessary, change it. Legislation is a
public tool for shaping expectations (Proskurina, 2015). In accordance with the described
trends, social expectations of personality can be considered as a system-dynamic phenome-
non, accompanied by the activity of the subject, from the simplest form — the reproduction of
social reality to the most complex form — the construction of the model of the expected future.

Originality

Social expectations of personality are considered at different levels. The philosophical
dimension is considered through social constructivism, externalization, construction of the
model of the expected future. The psychological dimension of the studied phenomenon is
analysed, the content of expectation theory is deepened. There are clarified some theoretical
and methodological aspects of the study of patterns of social expectations as a process, result
of reflection and construction of social reality. The role of social institutes in the formation
of the expectations system is outlined, the poly-aspect of the investigated problems is shown.
From the standpoint of metaphysical anthropology, it is substantiated that the formation and
realization of social expectations in the organization of interaction between personality and
social environment are possible in the presence of subject, object and content of activity. To
address the problem of social expectations of personality, the authors applied systematic, ac-
tionable, self-regulatory and subjective approaches.
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Conclusions

Social expectations of personality are the subject of research by scientists of different scienc-
es. Expectations influence social behaviour and determine the behaviour of an individual, small
contact group, community, or large mass of people. The work of social expectations is condi-
tioned by the variability of the requirements of the social environment, which actualize the need
for permanent prognostic activity of the subject of vital activity in the sphere of social interaction
processes. Theoretical and methodological study of the phenomenon asserts that social expecta-
tions are capable of establishing peculiar requirements, norms, sanctions, ideals that the partici-
pants of the process must follow or must not violate. The philosophical dimension of the study
integrates the ontological, epistemological, axiological preconditions for the formation and reali-
zation of the social ideal, represented by the study of the expected future in the forms of utopia,
eschatology and thanatology.

We conclude that theoretical analysis requires the involvement of broader philosophical prin-
ciples and the analysis of the capabilities of the personal plan. Therefore, without the anthropol-
ogy of personalism and existentialism, it is impossible to approach the problem of expectations.
The anthropological approach proposed by us, which has not been dominant so far, opens up
new perspectives in the study. In this regard, the analysis of social expectations and anticipations
of people is sufficiently multipolar, colourful and ambiguous, that is why, for their analysis, we
consider important the psychological, sociocultural, philosophical discourses with a bias into the
existential plane.

Psychological dimension of the study has a sufficiently developed content orientation from
the psychological content parameters of social expectations to the role of expectations in social
institutions and various spheres of human life. The existential essence of human expectation,
embodying spiritual and psycho-emotional uniqueness, is outlined. Systematic, actionable, self-
regulatory, and subjective approaches have constituted a verified system of interpreting the so-
cial expectations of personality as a process, a result of the reflection and construction of social
reality.

This publication does not cover the whole range of issues related to understanding the image
of man in the postmodern era. We consider it promising to study in detail the model of the per-
son in different historical periods in the context of interaction with the ideas of the second half of
the XX — the beginning of the XXI century. The topic of social expectations of personality is far
from being completed; in our opinion, the study of the individual in periods of outlined activity
is promising. Also, the research topics are of particular relevance in the context of socio-political
uncertainty, domination of the mass consciousness, loss of national and cultural identity. We see
the prospects for further scientific research in creating a deeper philosophical conception of the
social expectations of personality.
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PIJIOCOPCBHKI TA IICUXOJIOT'TYHI BUMIPH
COLIAJIBHUX OYIKYBAHb OCOBHUCTOCTI

Mera. IIpoanamizyBatu (HiTOCOPCHKHH Ta ICHUXOJOTIYHHUN KOHTCKCTH COLIAJIBHUX OYiKyBaHb OCOOHCTOCTI,
copMyBaTH 3arajibHi HayKOBI ITOJIOXKEHHS, PO3KPHUTH BIACTHUBOCTi, 3aKOHOMIPHOCTI CTAQHOBJICHHS, PO3BHTKY Ta
(YHKI[IOHYBaHHS COLIaJIbHUX OYiKyBaHb SK IPOILIECY, pe3yibTaTy BifoOpa)keHHS W KOHCTPYIOBaHHS COLiajbHOI
niiicHocTi. TeopeTwunnii 6a3uc gociiKeHHs IpyHTYeThes Ha (pernomeHonorii E. ['yceepis, dinocodii comianbHo-
ro koHcTpyktuBiamy JI. C. Burorcekoro, I1. Beprepa, T. Jlykmana, K. . [I>xepmxkena, inesx KOHCTPYKTHBHOTO
anprepHaTHBi3My JIx. Kemi, mcmxosmorii comianbHAX 0YiKyBaHb OCOOMCTOCTI SIK €JHOCTI IICHXIYHOTO MpOIIECY,
MICUXIYHOTO CTaHy i BIacTHBOCTeH ouikyBanb. HaykoBa HoBu3HA. CorliaibHI OYiKyBaHHS OCOOHCTOCTI PO3TIITHYTO
sIK (pimocoChKHif 1 ICHXONOTIYHUN BUMIPH TOCTIHKCHHS, IO MPEICTABICHNN aHANi3yBaHHSIM OYiKyBaHb Y COIlia-
JTHFHOMY KOHCTPYKTHBI3MIi, €KCTEepHaJi3alliero cede, MoOyIoBOI0 MOJENI 0YiKyBaHOTO MaOYTHBROTO. 3’sICOBAHO Jie-
SIKI TEOPETHUKO-METOIOJIOTIUHI aCTeKTH JOCIiIKEHHS 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH COIialbHIX OYiKyBaHb Y BimoOpakeHHI i
KOHCTPYIOBaHHI colianbHOi AiicHOCTI. OKpeciieHO POjb COIialIbHIX IHCTUTYTIB Y CTAHOBIICHHI i OpPMYyBaHHI CHC-
TEeMH OUiKyBaHb. [I0Ka3aHO MOMIACIEKTHICT MOCTIKYBaHOT pobiemaTrku. OOIpyHTOBAHO, 1110 GOPMYyBaHHSI, pe-
anizailis CoIliaJIbHUX OYiKyBaHb B OpraHi3allil B3aeMoIii 0COOMCTOCTI Ta COIIaJbHOIO OTOYCHHS MOJKIIMBA 3a HAsB-
HOCTI 00’€KTa, npeaMeTa i 3MicTy JisuibHOCTI. BucHoBKH. ColliaibHi OUiKyBaHHsI BILUIMBAIOTh Ha COLIaJbHY ITOBE-
JIHKY 1 BU3HAYAIOTh TOBEIIHKY OKpeMOi 0COOMCTOCTI, Maj0l KOHTAKTHOI IpyIH, CHIILHOTH YM BEJIHKOI MacH JII0-
neit. CorrianipHi O4iKyBaHHS 37aTHI BCTAHOBJIIOBATH CBOEPIJHI BUMOTH, HOPMH, CaHKIII, i1eayin, sIKi y4acCHUKaM
npolLecy HeoOXiTHO BUKOHYBATH YU HE mopyiryBatd. Dinocodcbkuil BUMIp JOCIIHKEHHSI IHTETPY€e OHTOJIOTIYHI,
THOCEOJIOTIYHI, aKCIOJIOTI4HI IMepeayMOBH (OPMYBaHHS Ta peaii3alii cOIialbHOTO ifeaiy, IpeACTaBICHUH ITOCTi-
JOKCHHSIM OYiKyBaHOTO MaHOyTHBOTO y (opmax yToIii, ecxaroiorii i taHaroiorii. [Icuxonoridyauii BuMip moci-
JDKEHHS. Ma€ JOCTATHBRO PO3POOJICHY 3MICTOBY CHPSIMOBAHICTh BiJl NMICHXOJOTIYHMNX 3MiCTOBHX HMapaMeTpiB COIliallb-
HUX OYiKyBaHb J0 POJi OYiKyBaHb Yy COLIANBHUX 1HCTUTYTaX Ta pi3HUX chepax OyTTa moauHn. CHCTEMHUHN, HisUThb-
HICHHI, CaMOPETyJILiHHIA, Cy0’ €KTHHH MiIXOAH CKJIAa BepU(IKOBaHY CUCTEMY TIIYMadCHHS COILIATBHUX OUIKY-
BaHb OCOOMCTOCTI SIK TPOIECY, PE3yNbTAaTy BiOOpaKEHHS W KOHCTPYIOBaHHS comialbHOi mificHOCTi. TemaTuka
colLiabHUX O4YiKyBaHb OCOOHMCTOCTI ILe Jajieka BiJl CBOTO 3aBEPILICHHS; MIEPCIIEKTUBHIM Ha HaIll MOTJIS/L € CTBOPEH-
Hs OinbIn TMO0KO01 (himocodehkoi KoHIENT comiadbHUX OYiKyBaHb 0coOMCTOCTI. OKpecieHa TeMaTtnka HaOyBae
0COOJIMBOI aKTyallbHOCTI Y KOHTEKCTI COI[iaJIbHO-TIONITHYHOI HEBU3HAYEHOCTI, JTOMiHYBaHHS MacoBOi CBiJOMOCTI,
BTPATH HAIlIOHATBHOI Ta KyJIbTYPHOI 1IEHTUIHOCTI.

Kniowosi crnosa: moawHa; CyCHUTLCTBO; Cy0’€KT, TPaHCIICHICHTHE; KOHCTPYKINOHI3M; albTePHATHUBI3M; COIlia-
JIBHUM 1ean
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PNJTOCOPCKHUE U MCUXOJTOT'HMYECKUE U3MEPEHUA
COLHUAJIBHBIX O KUJAHUU JIMYHOCTHU

Hens. [Ipoananusuposats GUIOCOGCKUN U MCUXOIOTMICCKHI KOHTEKCTHI COIMAIbHBIX OXUAAHUHN JIMYHOCTH,
chopMupoBaTh OOIIME HAyYHBIE TIOJIOKEHHS, PACKPBITH CBOICTBA, 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH CTAHOBICHUS, PAa3BUTHI M
(YHKIMOHUPOBAHUS COIMATIBHBIX OKHIAHUHM Kak Iporecca, pe3yibTraTa 0TOOpakKeHUsI M KOHCTPYMPOBAHUS COIIH-
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anpHOH peanbHOCTH. TeopeTHuecknii 6a3mc uccine0BaHUs OCHOBBIBaeTCs Ha (eHoMeHosoruu O. I'yccepis, du-
noco¢pun counanbHoro koHcrpykunonusma JI. C. Beirorckoro, I1. beprepa, T. Jlykmana, K. JIx. >xepmxena, nae-
SIX KOHCTPYKTUBHOTO anbTepHaTuBu3Ma Jx. Kemny, ncuxonaoruu conuanbHBIX OXKHMJIAHUHA JIMYHOCTU KaK €JUHCTBA
NICUXUYECKOro Ipoliecca, ICUXUYECKOr0 COCTOSHUS U CBOUCTB oxuaanuil. Hayuynast Hopu3Ha. ColManbHbIe 0XKU-
JIAHUS JINYHOCTH PACCMOTPEHBI KaK (PritocopcKoe U MCHXOIOTHIECKOE H3MEPEHHS NCCIIEIOBAHNSA, YTO MPEACTaBIIC-
HO aHAJIM30M OXKHJAHUH B COIMAIBHOM KOHCTPYKIMOHM3ME, SKCTEpHAIH3AINEH ce0sl, MOCTPOSHHEM MOJIEIH OXKH-
JaeMoro OymyImero. Y CTaHOBJIEHBI HEKOTOPBIE TEOPETHKO-METOI0IOTHIECKHIE aCHIEKTHI UCCIEIOBAHUS 3aKOHOMEP-
HOCTEH CONMAIBHBIX 0KUAAHUH B OTOOPaXEHHH M KOHCTPYHPOBAHUH COIMATBHON peanbHOCTH. O0O3HAUEHa POIh
COLMATBHBIX WHCTUTYTOB B CTAHOBJICHHN M ()OPMHUPOBAHMH CHCTEMBI OXKHAAHUH, MPECTABICHA TTOJNACTICKTHOCTD
ucciaenyemoit npodinemariku. O60CHOBaHO, YTO (HOPMHUPOBAHHUE, peau3alisl COLUAIbHBIX OXKHUAAHUM B OpraHu3a-
I[UHM B3aUMOJICUCTBUS IUIHOCTH U COLIMATBHOTO OKPYXEHHS BO3MOXKHBI NIPH HAJTHMYUHN 00bEKTa, IpeaMeTa U coaep-
KaHUSA JIeSTeTbHOCTH. BhiBoabl. ColranbHble 0’KUAAHUS BIMSIOT Ha COIMAIbHOE MOBEJCHNE U ONPEASISIOT MOBe-
JICHUE OTACIbHON JTMYHOCTH, MAOW KOHTAKTHOMN IPYIIbI, COOOIIeCTBA WK O0JIBIION Macchl Jtoaei. CoruanbHbie
OKHJIaHUS CTIOCOOHBI yCTaHaBJINBATh CBOCOOpa3HbIe TPEeOOBAaHMS, HOPMBI, CAHKIINH, HIEallbl, KOTOPbIe y4aCTHHKaM
nporecca HeoOXOMUMO BBITIOJIHATE WM He HapywaTb. dunocodckoe n3aMepeHne UCCleI0BaHUsT HHTETPUPYET OH-
TOJIOTHYECKHE, THOCEOJIOTHYECKHE W aKCHOJIOTMYECKUE MPEATIOCHUIKH (POPMUPOBAHUS U PEATH3AIMH COLMAIBEHOTO
njeana, MpecTaBIeHO MCCIEIOBAaHUEM OXXKHAAeMOro Oynymiero B opMax yTONHH, 3CXaTOJOTMH M TaHATOJIOTHH.
[Mcuxomnornueckoe M3MEpEHHE HCCIECIOBAHHUS HMMEET JO0CTATOYHO pa3pabOTaHHYIO COJep)KaTelIbHYI0 HAIpaBIICH-
HOCTb OT IICUXOJIOTUYECKUX COJEPKATENbHBIX MapaMeTPOB COLMAIbHBIX OKUAAHUI K PONM OXKHUIAHUHA B COLUAIIb-
HBIX MHCTUTYTaxX M Pa3iIn4HbBIX cepax ObITHs yesnoBeka. CHCTEMHBIN, AEATEIHHOCTHBIN, CAaMOPETryISIMOHHBINA U
CyOBEKTHBIH ITOAXO/BI COCTAaBMIIM BEPUPHUINPYEMYIO CHCTEMY TOJIKOBAHUS COLMAIBHBIX OXKUIAHUH JIMYHOCTH Kak
Ipo1iecca, pe3ysibTaTa 0TOOpakeHHs U KOHCTPYUPOBAHMS COIMAIBHOM peabHOCTH. TeMaTrnKa CONMaNbHBIX OXKHIa-
HUI JIMYHOCTH eIlle JajieKa OT CBOETO 3aBEpIIEHHs; IEPCIIEKTUBHBIM Ha HAIll B3TJIA[ SBJISIETCS CO3/laHue Oojiee Tiry-
60Koit (hrocO(MCKOI KOHIIETIIUH CONMANBHBIX OXKUAAHUN JuuHOCTH. OO03HAUYECHHAss TeMa ImpruobperaeT 0co0yro
aKTyaJbHOCTh B KOHTEKCTE COLHAIBHO-TIOUTHYECKO HEONpeIeIeHHOCTH, JOMUHHPOBAHUS MacCOBOTO CO3HAHUS,
[IOTEPU HALIMOHAIBHON U KYJbTYPHON HIEHTUYHOCTH.

Knroueswie cnosa: 4enoBek; 0OIIECTBO, Cy6’beKT; TPAHCUCHACHTHOEC, KOHCTPYKIIMOHU3M, AJIbTCPHATUBU3M, CO-
LUaJIbHBIN Haean
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