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SOCIAL AND PSYCHOLOGICAL DETERMINATION OF PERSONAL
SENSE OF OWNERSHIP FORMATION IN ONTOGENESIS

The paper deals with the phenomenon of sense of ownership as a socially
determined entity, which appears on the basis of an instinctive need for ownership.
Sense of ownership is defined as an emotional state of an individual, reflecting
subjective evaluative attitudes towards real or abstract ownership targets. Sense of
ownership has a number of levels, ranging from feelings to a particular object to
more advanced social forms related to social values, ideals and personal attitudes.
Sense of ownership is formed, actualized or deactivated during a human life under
the influence of various social and psychological factors. The peculiarities of
manifestation and stages of sense of ownership formation at different age periods
are described in the article. Sociopsychological and political and psychological
determinants of formation, actualization or deactivation, leveling or weakening of
sense of ownership in ontogenesis are determined. They are motivation of
psychological appropriation, group attitude towards ownership, group social and
economic identity, development of value-semantic sphere of personality, as well
as group values and meanings, collective emotional states, feeling of domination
or dependence, intergroup and ingroup comparison, threat of loss of ownership,
self-investing, psychological legitimization of ownership possession, and social
competition. Sense of ownership can vary phenomenologically depending on the
impact of various social and psychological factors, and can play both stimulating
and hindering roles in individual identity formation. It can have different
modalities, intensity, duration, depth, level of awareness, complexity, substantive
content, and various conditions of occurrence, functions performed depending on
the situation, different influence on a person, forms and conditions of its
development. These determinants can operate in different ways and cause sense of
ownership actualization or deactivation depending on the circumstances and stage
of life, individual psychological features and his/her social environment. The
influence of social and political conflicts on sense of ownership
actualization/deactivation is analyzed using the example of internally displaced
persons.

Key words: sense of ownership, psychological ownership, social and
psychological determination, sense of ownership formation, ontogenesis.

Formulation of the problem. The basis of social relations, which
determines their features, is psychological ownership (according to J. L. Pierce,
T. Kostova, & K. T. Dirks, 2002). It conditions the human economic subjectivity
formation, its experiences, and values. Property is in fact a continuation of a
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person, and a sense of ownership becomes part of the person's identity. In turn it
determines the social and psychological context of the subjects of ownership
interaction, which is realized in their social practices. The scholars continue
discussing the nature of sense of ownership, whether it has an instinctive nature
or, whether it is determined by the individual social environment and is formed
in the process of socialization. Nevertheless, they agree that sense of ownership
formation takes place throughout human life. Sense of ownership like any feeling
is a lasting emotional experience of a person and community. It arises in the
process of their relations with the out world. It is formed and manifested in the
course of human development.

Socio-economic and political and legal conditions affect people and are
perceived by them ambiguously, differentially and selectively, because they are
mediated and transformed through a number of social and psychological
phenomena. However, the problem of sense of ownership emergence and
formation in ontogenesis still needs to be studied in details.

At the same time, sense of ownership transformation of internally
displaced persons, which is particularly acutely affected not only material assets,
but also the break of close relations and the actual loss of most spheres of
psychological ownership, becomes relevant.

Analysis of the recent research and publications, determination of
unresolved issues of the general problem. The analysis of psychological
literature has shown that sense of ownership is traditionally considered by
scientists as a social and psychological phenomenon based on the main instinctive
need for property, whose satisfaction is closely related to the person’s group
consciousness formation and functioning. It is a psychological attribute of
personality that distinguishes it from others and forms the basis for categorization
and differentiation, which is possible only in the process of social interaction
(Beaglehole, 1931; bBypmenko, & Kapusrmes, 2003; J[xeiimc, 1991; Xasparoga,
& Jlynenko, 2011; IMaitric, 2008; Xaszparosa, 2009).

Sense of ownership is defined as a specifically subjective form of the need
for property existence which is based on the experience of belonging to a person
certain attributes of property (targets, things or objects), i.e. the experience of
ownership. It is based on the peculiarities of an individual to extend their Selves
to all that at least belong to them, what he has the right on, and may say “mine”
(Xasparosa, & JIymenxo, 2011).

As a construct of person's self-awareness sense of ownership is realized in
social practices and acts simultaneously as a factor and result, or consequence of
interpersonal interaction is a multidimensional entity. Its specificity is determined
by the organization of its constituents and heterogeneity of its manifestations.
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Sense of ownership has a meaningful character. Ownership is like a basis
of human being, where things and relations become a symbol of human stability
in the social and cultural space. That is, ownership is a certain bound which
separates the Self from all others’ Selves. Property is a place of their own world
and power, talent and freedom (Psruxos, p. 114).

Ownership, as N. Khazratova and M. Lutsenko rightly observe, gives man
not only material resources for life and development, but also, through experience
sense of ownership, belonging certain thing to him, contributes to an individual’s
inner world formation, his/her system of values and self-esteem, faith in own
forces, in the ability to achieve a certain result. It helps a person to manifest
him/herself in the outside world, self-identify him/herself in relationships with
others. Therefore, ownership is an important source of psychological resources
for individual formation and development (Xa3partosa, & Jyuenko, 2011).

In general, scholars agree on the instinctive, innate nature of the need for
property (Beaglehole, 1931; Jlxeiimc, 1991; Ilaiinc, 2008; Xasparosa, &
JIynenko, 2011, etc.). But sense of ownership is already formed on its basis, and
depending on various social psychological factors can vary in levels, forms and
methods of manifestation at various stages of human ontogenesis.

Belonging something to the person are experienced subjective significant
connection with the target, the ability to control and influence on it. This target
bears an imprint of our own Self, and its loss or damage will be equally harm to
our Self. Property plays an important role in everyday life, in ways of perceiving
and evaluating a person himself and others, forming a complex system of social
symbols bearing information about their owners. For example, property
symbolizes not only personal qualities of the individual, but also the group to
which it belongs, its general social and economic status. People not only express
their personal and social qualities through ownership, but also make conclusions
about the identity of other people based on their one.

However, unexamined remains an issue of sense of ownership formation,
as well as possibility for its modification or transformation in ontogenesis. It is
important to determine the regularities of this process, as well as the possibilities
for influence on lifestyle quality of people who have insufficient or vice versa
overestimated sense of ownership.

The purpose of the paper is to define the main determinants of individual’s
sense of ownership formation during his/her lifetime.

Presentation of the main research material. Sense of ownership we
understand as an emotional state of an individual, reflecting subjective evaluative
attitudes towards real or abstract ownership targets. These are the processes of
internal regulation of human activity, reflecting the content and meaning which
they have real or abstract, concrete or generalized targets of ownership, or, in
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other words, the attitude of a subject towards them. Like any feeling, it must have
a conscious component in the form of subjective experience.

Feelings reflect not objective, but subjective, usually unconscious
estimation of a target. Emergence and development of sense of ownership leads
to the formation of stable emotional connections. It is based on the experience of
interaction with a target of ownership. Due to the fact that this experience may
be controversial, to have both positive and negative episodes, feelings in relation
to many targets of ownership have an ambivalent nature.

Depending on the stage of individual development, sense of ownership
may vary in the form of generalization of a target of feelings, and therefore may
have different levels of concreteness — from feelings on a real object to feelings
relating on social values and ideals. So, it's important for a preschooler to own
specific things, toys and identify themselves in a group through them. But it is
important for an adult person to have their own guides and value judgments.

A working algorithm for sense of ownership forming is to compare a
person with ones who have succeeded in the domains and values (material or
spiritual) subjectively important for him/her, the desire to be in their place.
However, one and the same feeling can reside and manifest in different ways,
depending on what emotional state the person is at the moment. So, sense of
ownership can accompany the emotions of joy, interest, envy, insults, shame, and
anger at different times.

Undoubtedly, every person has sense of ownership in their own way,
because they have own set of individual traits and personal qualities that
influence the formation and manifestation of this feeling.

One of the features of sense of ownership is that it has a number of levels
of manifestation, ranging from direct feelings to a particular object and more
advanced social forms related to social values, ideals and personality guides.
Social institutions, in particular, social symbols supporting their resilience, some
traditions, norms and social practices, play an essential role in sense of ownership
formation and development as one of the highest human feelings. As an
emotional process, sense of ownership develops and, although it has its own
biologically deterministic grounds, is the product of individual's life in society,
their communication and education.

Experience of privacy is genetically associated with such an ancient, basic
form of emotional sphere as the need for property. Possessive aspirations have a
deep, instinctive nature. However, under the influence of education and social
influence, they are transformed into sense of ownership, are modified in
ontogenesis, acquire prosocial forms, but do not disappear, changing only their
intensity.
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The trait to appropriation, according to R. Pipes, is inherent in everything
and means much more than just the desire to possess physically perceptible
objects, since it is firmly connected with the personality, and develops one’s
sense of dignity and self-confidence (ITaiirc, 2008).

At the same time, it should be emphasized that sense of ownership cannot
be concentrated exclusively on the economic-material objects of ownership, such
as money, property, expensive things, etc. It applies to the entire psychological
space of individuals (Haprosa-bouasep, 2008), which combines a complex of
physical, social and purely psychological phenomena which people identify
themselves with (body, territory, private things, time planning, social relations,
attitudes). These phenomena can be especially significant in accordance with the
psychological situation, gaining for the subject a personal meaning, and begins
to be protected by all physical and psychological means.

Sense of ownership begins to originate very early and psychologists
believe that its first signs in ontogenesis can be recorded already in 2-3 months,
due to the experience of their own corporeality (Kempapy, 1992; Xasparosa,
2009). Newborn children gradually begin to realize that parts of their body belong
to them. They are an organic extension of their own, and therefore only they can
manage them. Gradual study and discovery of their body as a target of ownership
begin from this moment. Children firstly start to separate themselves from others.

The next stage in forming sense of ownership is transfer of children’
attention to toys and certain things. Babies often draw all the things that they are
interested in, in the mouth, thus trying not only to know a subject, but also to
psychologically appropriate it. Kids consider everything they can afford,
including their mother. Children of early age still do not differentiate where they
are, and where “they are not”. They do not separate themselves from mother, and
therefore frequent displays of jealousy to her are also a sign of sense of ownership
emergence towards social relationships. And parents are the first and most
important targets of ownership.

Representatives of psychoanalysis believe that feeling of ownership arises
as a consequence of unknown processes of accumulation, which begin at the same
stage of development. Later feeling changes to more socio-significant objects:
sand, pebbles, toys, and significant adults. Children, starting from a year and a
half, fall asleep easier, if their favorite toy or coverlets are next to them. At this
period the threat of ownership loss as one of the key determinants of sense of
ownership is already actualized.

Awareness of boundaries of the Self occurs gradually and begins at about
three years. By this age children can consider everything that falls into their
eyeshot, and it is almost impossible to convince them in opposite. This
phenomenon in psychology is known as egocentrism, which prevents children
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from understanding that others may also have their own feelings, desires and
needs. This means that it's difficult for child to understand that not everything is
around him/her. There are toys and things that have other owners, and some of
them belong to several people. This is clearly expressed in the notion of
indivisibility of the world and his/her own self. Later, egocentrism is being
overcome by the socialization of child and the acquisition of social experience by
him/her (I'y6enamze, 2013).

It should be emphasized that in the preschool age the relations of
affiliation relate, first of all, to inanimate, material targets (“my toy”), which are
often transferred to living targets (“my mother”). At the same time possession of
intangible objects is not typical for preschoolers. The visual, effective and
visualfigurative thinking of preschool children does not make it possible to feel
ownership of intangible objects. All that they define as “theirs” can be felt, it can
be touched.

Other researchers point out that sense of ownership arises along with the
emergence and development of self-consciousness that is formed at the age of 1-
2 years (ITaiinic, 2008; Bettelheim, 1969; Furby, 1980).

The child becomes cumbersome and demanding in defending his right to
property. No one has no right to touch his/her mom or take his/her toy. According
to R. Pipes, 1,5-2 years children are characterized by a high level of aggression
against other children in the struggle for the right to own certain things. At the
same time, there are not only possessive aspirations for the desired subjects, but
also envious attitude towards the peers’ affairs (ITaiiric, 2009). It is the period
when the possession of the subject emerges as a criterion for categorization,
differentiation and self-affirmation of the child in the social world.

According to B. Bethelheim, M. Spiro, and L. Furby, individual sense of
ownership is inextricably linked with his/her personal feelings (Bettelheim, 1969;
Furby, 1980; Spiro, 1958). Common using of some things, absence of personal
targets of ownership contributes to sense of general unity, indivisibility
formation, but emotional connection is lost. It leads to the emergence of intimacy
feelings, experience of their features and peculiarities, uniqueness, focus only on
one thing.

Researchers on the problems of economic socialization determine that
awareness of property takes place at the boundary between early and pre-school
age (Jlembunpka, 2008; Mockanenko, 2013; ®ensko, 2000). Children change the
concept of “mine” from material things to social objects, which are often
considered parents and the closest environment. Behavior of a small owner in
communicating with peers acquires social characteristics, including interpersonal
control of ownership. At this stage, one of the key factors in sense of ownership
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forming is group attitudes towards ownership, as well as intergroup and in-group
comparison.

So sense of ownership is one of the most important phenomena that
characterizes the economic socialization of a preschooler. Even before the basic
knowledge of children about money, valuable things, and economic phenomena,
before they are taught to carry out elementary financial transactions and to plan
expenses, the main thing, sense of ownership, arises in this process of education.
It is interpreted as a basic feeling that in the future will determine the peculiarities
of the way children’ will construct their social relationships, their self-
determination in the society, development of their self-esteem, etc. Sense of
ownership emergence and formation is an important and inevitable stage of
children development.

However, like most of the economic concepts, understanding the
ownership in the preschool age is still slightly differentiated and autonomous.
And only at the primary school age, with the expansion of the outlook, knowledge
and experience of the child's economic behavior, the understanding of property
begins to differentiate, and its connection with such concepts as “money”,
“value”, “social inequality”, etc., appears.

Mastering or personalization of own territory is one of the stages of sense
of ownership creating. The area of sovereign, inaccessible control on the part of
other territories determines a degree of individual’s confidence in him/herself.
Children who have their own space better build their subjectivity. According to
D. Rychkov “Somebody can become someone only in his own place” (Pbrukos,
2007, p. 37). On the other hand, children deprived of such territory, on the one
hand, have more blurred own boundaries, but an acute need for their own territory
they may appears with their age (Haprosa-Bouagep, 2008, p.12).

One of the components of the psychological space is everyday habits and
personal ability to independently determine their own mode (Haprosabouasep,
2008). Ownership at one's own time, the right to structure their lives at their own
discretion is also a kind of sense of ownership, which is, in fact, a leak experience
of privacy. Habits and schedule have a particular importance for children, since
they still have unformed subjectivity and therefore cannot control their lives to
the extent that they would like. If they cannot make a decision, then at least they
have information about what happens and when.

Sense of ownership refers to many aspects of the child's mental
development. Personal property often forms part of the self-image and determines
the motivation of human behavior, its efficiency and competence. The ownership
problem often appears as central to the development of relationships with peers
and social environment.
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Sense of ownership is closely linked to the experience of privacy and
intimacy (HaproBa-Bouaeep, 2008; Tarenko, 2013) since it provides the
opportunity to distinguish from others, personification, awareness of the
membership of something only one person. Ability to provide privacy is an
important psychological feature of ownership. Existence of individual is
impossible without it.

Along with the emergence of feeling of “own” sense of “stranger” appears.
Often the appearance and breeding of these concepts do not coincide in time.
Children first define, separate and defend their own, and later begin to realize that
others also have their own, and, therefore, it is “alien” for them, something that
can not be taken without permission, and something that does not apply to his
property right. As a rule, this feeling is formed under the influence of adults, who
are actively trying to control and direct the process of understanding by child of
the concepts of “his/her own”, to teach the child to share. Sense of ownership
formation in this period is associated with the formation of group social and
economic identity, as well as with the development of value-semantic sphere of
personality.

The individual psychological space and sense of ownership develops in
ontogenesis due to the emergence of new dimensions, the transfer of their
boundaries within a framework of existing dimensions, and filling them with
various content in accordance with the experience and objectives of maturation
(Haproa-Bouasep, 2008, p. 138). Awareness of you as a subject of ownership
relations through the personal self-identity formation becomes the central core of
human economic and social identity.

It cannot be argued that sense of ownership is a stable and inert entity,
which is formed at certain age period and is still static. It is always in the process
of forming, re-designing, reducing or increasing valence, etc. depending on
specific social circumstances. Sense of ownership can vary phenomenologically,
saturated with various social and psychological factors and play both stimulating
and inhibiting role in personal identity formation. It can have different modalities,
intensity, duration, depth, level of consciousness, complexity, substantive
content, and different conditions of occurrence, functions performed depending
on the situation, different influence on an individual, forms and conditions of its
development.

In stable periods of human life and society, sense of ownership aspires to
balance, using already developed forms of expression. During critical events, life
situations, sense of ownership can destabilize, and a person regresses to the past,
for example, to the impulsive mastering of property.

With age, formed in childhood proprietary patterns of behavior will
determine the particular person's attitude towards money, property, ways of
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appropriating, the level of its responsibility and effectiveness. In general,
speaking about existing sense of ownership is already possible closer to
adolescence, when personal self-consciousness and self-concept formation
occurs, and the experience of psychological ownership and privacy become an
integral component of self-consciousness. However, it does not mean that during
the subsequent life sense of ownership remains constant and not flexible. On the
contrary, it undergoes changes depending on a number of social and
psychological factors.

They include group attitudes towards ownership, group social and
economic identity, the development of the personal value-semantic sphere,
experience of collective emotional states, which are related, inter alia, to
individual activities and its realization in community. Individuals’ dependence
on one or another community involves their identification with the values and
attitudes of other members. Consequently, affirmative or negative attitudes of the
community towards ownership and various methods of appropriation will affect
the individual attitude. The higher is the level of identification with one or another
community, the stronger is the impact of their collective attitudes.

Motivation of psychological appropriation is one of the other factors in
sense of ownership formation and transformation in ontogenesis. Among the
main motives of psychological appropriation, researchers determine
effectiveness, self-identification, stimulation and need to take place (Pierce,
Kostova, & Dirks, 2002).

Self-investing increases the level of sense of ownership to one or another
target, through the embedded power, energy, and effort. The more person has
invested both moral and material resources to acquire, increase and preserve this
psychological ownership, the higher is the level of its manifestation. This
determinant should appear in preschool age, when the children firstly get the right
to dispose of their own things and toys, and independently organize their own
space. Success of this stage in the preschool age leads to the success of sense of
ownership formation and realization in adulthood.

Personal self-identification in the field of economic and social relations is
based on intergroup and in-group comparison. Individual's belonging to one or
another community stipulates his/her self-determination, including sense of
ownership actualization to any spheres of individual psychological space.
Accordingly, the change of community or his/her status in it certainly affects
sense of ownership revaluation and transformation, its valence and intensity of
manifestation.

Threat (real or imaginary) to loss of ownership or control over certain
areas of their psychological space is an important factor of sense of ownership
actualizing. Individuals begin to actively defend their limits by protecting their
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psychological ownership. It can also be manifested in the intensified use of
appropriate markers to personalize their space, aggressive behavior, categorical
rejection of another position, etc. As an example, feeling and sense of ownership
of internally displaced persons may be investigated and brightly described in this
case. They lost most of their property, home, and value things. Their relations,
time planning, and normal life were damaged, and their bodies and life were
under the threat. During the in-depth interviews, IDPs talked about deep feeling
of disturbance of sense of ownership. They described it as feeling of loss of
foundation, security, and trust. Such experience is a significant determinant of
their possibility adaptation in a new environment.

For the successful sense of ownership realization in social practices it is
important to recognize by other people rights of a person or community to such
psychological ownership or psychological legitimization of ownership
possession. It can be realized not only with the help of legal rights, but also
through oral agreements and even through non-interference in individual
psychological space.

Sense of ownership formation and transformation in ontogenesis is
explained by the interconnection and interdependence of individual-typological,
emotional-volitional, value-semantic, demand-motivational, subjective social
and economic factors that dominate on the various stages of the personality
formation.

Belonging to a person certain object of ownership is experienced as a
subjectively significant connection with this thing, the ability to control it and
exercise influence on it. The thing carries the imprint of our self, and its loss or
damage is equivalent to the damage to our self. Persons perceiving the objects of
their property as an extension of their Selves seek for their continual increase and
accumulation.

Sense of ownership does not always play only an adaptive or motivational
role in human life. Apparently, it is closely related to the personality, his/her
attitudes towards life, to people, with his/her beliefs and views. Sense of
ownership is one of the types of moral feelings, in which the persistent personal
attitude towards the social reality, other people and himself is manifested. It is
formed in the social interaction and joint activities of people in the process of
their communication and is an important tool for assessing acts and behavior, as
well as the regulation of individual relationship.

Multidimensional nature of sense of ownership is determined by its
multicomponents structure, the existence of different types of sense of ownership
manifestation and its actual forms. The level of sense of ownership formation
affects the level of individual social activity and the choice of his appropriate
strategies for life-creation.
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Conclusions and perspectives for further research. Sense of ownership
is in the process of formation, re-design, actualization / deactivation depending
on specific social circumstances. The main social and psychological determinants
of sense of ownership formation, actualization or deactivation, leveling or
weakening in ontogenesis are motivation of psychological appropriation, the
group attitudes towards property, the group social and economic identity, the
development of individual value-semantic sphere, as well as group values and
meanings, collective emotional states, feeling of dominance or dependence,
intergroup and in-group comparisons, threat of loss of ownership, self-investing,
psychological legitimization of ownership the property, and social competition.
These determinants can function differently depending on the life circumstances,
stage of the life and individual psychological features, or remain stable. Sense of
ownership can be various in form of generalization of the object of feelings and
have different levels of specificity - from feelings to a real object, to feelings
relating to social values and ideals. If for a preschooler is important to collect
specific things, toys and self-identify in a group through them, then for an adult
man is actually relevant material institutions and valuable judgments.
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I'y6enanse I. I'. ConiaabHo-nicuxosoriuna gerepminamis popmyBaHHs
MOYYTTS BJIACHOCTI 0COOMCTOCTI B OHTOTeHe3i

@DeHOMEH TIOYYTTSI BJIACHOCTI PO3IJISJAETHCS SIK COLIANBHO JETepPMiHOBaHE
YTBOPEHHS, 110 BUHHKAE HA OCHOBI IHCTHHKTHUBHOI MOTPEOM Yy BJIACHOCTi, & MPOTATOM
JKUTTS JIFOJIMHU TiJT BILTMBOM Pi3HHUX COLIAIBHO-TICUXOJIOTIYHIX YHHHHUKIB (OPMYETHCH,
AKTyali3y€eThCsl M JeakTyanmidyerbes. [IouyTTsl BIACHOCTI TIyMAUunThCs K eMOL[HHHUH
CTaH JIOJWHY, IO BifoOpakae Cy0’€KTHBHE, OIIIHHE CTaBJCHHSI JO pealbHHX abo
abcTpakTHUX 00’ €KTiB BinacHOCTi. OOIpyHTOBAHO, 1110 TIOYYTTS BIACHOCTI Ma€ Pi3Hi piBHI
BUSIBY, — BiJ Oe3mocepenHiX MOYYTTIB IIOJO KOHKPETHOro 00’€KTa 1 /0 BHIIUX
couianbHUX (OpM, IO HAJIEKATh JO COLIATBHUX IIHHOCTEH, ifeaniB i HACTaHOBIICHBb
ocobu. OnucaHo 0coOIMBOCTI MPOSIBY Ta €TANHICTh (POPMYBAHHS MOYYTTS BIACHOCTI Y
pi3Hi BiKOBi mepioau. Bu3HaueHO COIiaNbHO-TICHXOJOTIYHI Ta IMONITUKO-TICHXOJIOT19HI
JeTepMiHAaHTH (QOpMyBaHHs, aKkTyadi3alil YM JeakTyanmizallii, HIBEJIIOBaHHI YU
MOCJa0JIeHHs MOYYTTS BIACHOCTI B OHTOI'€HE31, cepell IKUX MOTHBALIis IICUXOJIOr YHOTO
MPUBJIACHEHHS], TPYIIOBE CTAaBJCHHS O BJIACHOCTI, IPYIOBa COLiajibHA Ta EKOHOMiYHA
iICHTHYHICTh, PO3BUTOK L[IHHICHO-CMHUCJIOBOI chepd OCOOMCTOCTI, a TaKOXK IPYHNOBUX
LiHHOCTeW 1 CMHCIIB, KOJCKTHUBHI E€MOLIWHHI CTaHW, BIAYYTTS [OMIHYBaHHS a0o
3aJI©KHOCTi, MDKIPYIOBE Ta IHIPYNOBE MOPIBHSHHS, 3arpo3a BTpPAaTH BIACHOCTI,
CaMOIHBECTYBaHHs, IICHXOJIOTiYHA JIETITUMI3allisi BOJOMIHHA 00 €KTOM BIACHOCTI,
colianbHa KOHKYpEHIls. 3’SCOBaHO, IO IOYYTTS BJIACHOCTI MOXeE BapiloBaTu
(hEeHOMEHOJIOTIYHO, 3aJIe)KHO BiJ BIUIMBY Pi3HHUX COLIAIBHO-TICUXOIOTIYHIX YMHHHUKIB, 1
BiJirpaBaTé SK CTHMYJIOBAJIbHY, TaK 1 TaJbMiBHY POJIb Y CTAHOBJICHHI iJEHTUYHOCTI
0c00U; BOHO MOKE MaTH Pi3HYy MOJAJIBHICTh, IHTCHCUBHICTh, TPUBAJIICTh, TTHOMHY, PIBEHb
YCBiJJOMJICHOCTI, CKIIQJHICTh, MPEAMETHHI 3MICT, pi3HI YMOBH BHHHKHEHHs, (QYHKIIT
3aJIeXKHO BiJl CHTYyallii, pi3HMI BIUIUB Ha 0co0y, (GOpMH Ta YMOBH CBOIO PO3BHUTKY.
3ayBakeHO, MO O3HAYCHI [ETEPMIHAHTH MOXYTh MO-Pi3HOMY (YHKIIOHYBAaTH 1
3YMOBIIOBATH aKTyali3allil0 Yd [eaKTyasi3alfil0 MOYYTTsS BIACHOCTI 3aJeXKHO Bil
KUTTEBUX OOCTABHH, €Tally JKUTTEBOTO IUIAXY, iHIMBINyalbHO-TICHXOJOTIYHUX DPHC
0co0uCTOCTI Ta ii comianpHOro oToueHHs. [IpoananizoBaHO BILIHB COIiaTbHOMIOMI THYHIX
KOH(JIKTIB Ha aKTyati3amiio/JeakTyari3aliio MouyTTs BJIACHOCTI 0COOM Ha TPHKIIA
BHYTPIIIHBO TEPEMIIIEHHX OCi0.
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