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The article contains the research of values’ hierarchy of first year students girls and boys due to
mother’s and father’s bringing up style. It’s revealed that the most significant values are hedonism, self-direction
and security; Culture Specific values have the least significance. Girls and youths see the prevailing mother’s
bringing up style is positive interest, but father’s bringing up styles combines positive interest and autonomy.
Correlations between values and family bringing up styles were obtained for girls and boys separately.
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Crarbs IIOCBsILIIEHA BOIIPOCY UEPAPXHUHU LICHHOCTEH Y CTYAEHTOB-IIEPBOKYPCHHUKOB IOHOLIEH U JIEBYLIEK
B 3aBHCHUMOCTH OT CTWJIS BOCIHTaHWS MaTepHW M OTHA. BeIABIEHO, 4TO Hamboiee 3HAYNMBIMU SIBIISTFOTCS
HIEHHOCTH TeJOHM3Ma, CAMOCTOSITEIILHOCTH M OE30MaCHOCTH, HAaMMEHee — IIEHHOCTh COIMaIbHON KYJBTYpPHI.
[IpeobnamaronmM CTHIEM MaTEPHHCKOTO BOCIHTAHUS SBISACTCS MO3UTHBHBIN MHTEPEC, OTIOBCKHH CTHIIb
00beIMHACT TO3UTHBHBINA UHTEPEC U aBTOHOMUIO. [10myueHbl KOPPEISIIMOHHbIE CBSI3H MEKAY LIEHHOCTSIMHU U
CTHJISIMH CEMEHHOTO BOCIIUTAHHMs, crielinUYHbIC sl AEBYIICK 1 IOHOIICH.

KirogeBbie ciioBa: mepapxmsi EHHOCTEH, CTHIb BOCHHUTAHMS, CTYACHT-TIEPBOKYPCHHK, FOHOIIECKUI
BO3pAacT, KOPPEIALHU.

CTarTio NPUCBSYCHO MUTAHHIO lepapXii LIHHOCTEH y CTYACHTIB-IIEPLIIOKYPCHUKIB IiBYAT i XIIOIMILIIB
3aJIe)KHO BIJI CTHIIIO BUXOBaHHS MaTepi i 6aTbKa. 3’sCOBaHO, 110 HAWOIIBIIT 3HATY MU € IIIHHOCTI Te/IOHI3MY,
CaMOCTIHHOCTI i O€31eKH, HalfMEHII — IIHHICTh COMiANBHOI KyIbTypH [lepeBakHIM CTHIIEM BUXOBAaHHS MaTepi
€ NO3UTHUBHHUI IHTEpEC, CTHJIb BUXOBaHHs Oarbka MOEJHYE [O3UTHBHUK iHTepec il aBroHomioo. OTpuMaHi
KOPEJISILiiHI 3B’S13KM MK IIIHHOCTSAMH I CTWIISIMU CIMEHHOTO BUXOBaHHSI, ClIeUU(ivHI sl JIBYAT Ta XJIOIMIIIB.

KimrouoBi croBa: iepapXisi IMIHHOCTEH, CTHIIb BHXOBAaHHS, CTYACHT-TIEPIIOKYPCHHK, IOHAIBKAN BIK,
KOPECIIAILiS.

Personal development is a diversified and heterochronic process because each period acquires certain
line relevance. The full personality functioning is impossible without the prevailing world outlook, which,
in turn, needs a stable values system. This causes impotence of studying of values system features and its
formation factors.

The most intense regulatory and valuable aspects of personality develop in adolescence and are the
prerequisite for such important achievements as of life perspective birth and personal self-determination [3].
It is clear that the primary terms of socialization, such as intrafamily relationships, play important role in the
development of personal values system [4], but concerning youth age they are still not fully explored.

So the aim of our research has been to study value orientations hierarchy in youth age boys and girls
first year students depending on the family bringing up style.

To achieve the aim we have set out the following tasks: 1) study of value orientations hierarchy in youth
age boys and girls first year students; 2) study of father and mother bringing up styles, how boys and girls
identify them; 3) find interconnections between father and mother bringing up styles and value orientations
hierarchy in youth age boys and girls first year students.

The subjects were students of first year of Economic, Mechanics and Mathematics and the Faculty of
Psychology of Kharkiv National University. Age of subjects was 17-18 years, the number of subjects: 37 boys
and 37 girls.

To collect data, we used such psychodiagnostic methods: value questionnaire by S.Schwartz,
questionnaire «Parents behavior and attitudes of adolescents to them» in adaptation by L.I.Vassermana,
I.A.Horkovoyi, Ye.Ye.Romitsynoyi. Student’s t-criterion of significance differences and Pearson correlation
coefficient were used for statistical analysis.

According to the S. Schwartz questionnaire there were considered such scales as: Hedonism (sense
pleasure), Achievement (personal success according to social standards), Social Power (social status,
dominance over people and resources), Self-Direction (independence of thought and action), Stimulation (desire
excitement and novelty), Conformity (actions and motives restriction that may make harm to others and do
not meet social expectations), Sociality (Universalism') (understanding, tolerance and protection of the welfare
of all people and nature), Security (stability of society, relationship and yourself), Spirituality (Benevolence')
(preserve and improve the welfare of loved ones), Traditions Maintenance (respect and responsibility for
cultural and religious customs), Culture Specific values- (adequate perception of own environment cultural
norms), Maturity? (abilities development, constructive dialogue, adequate perception of reality, the needs of
socially acceptable way).

Questionnaire «Parents behavior and attitudes of adolescents to them» studies attitudes, behavior and
methods of bringing up separately by mother and father as they see teens: style positive interest (scale POZ,
psychological child adoption, warm friendships, consistency in requirements), style hostility (scale HOS,

1 - values that are not in Karandashev’s adaptation
2 - values that are not in Karandashev’s adaptation
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aggression and excessive severity in a relationship with a child), style autonomy (scale AUT, full parents
dictation), style directivity (scale DIR, control and correction of the child’s behavior in that case despotism),
style inconsistency HenocuinoBHocti (scale NED, alternation of display of strength and ambitions, then
obedience; delicacy and superaltruism, then disbelief and suspicion. If the scale amounts 1-2 standardized
points, this style is weak, 3 points — expressed medium degree, in case of 4-5 points — the style is expressed
largely distinctly.

This article provided empirical data obtained in the diploma investigation of Psychological department
student Novytska Y.O., which was carried out under our direction.

Summary data, obtained in groups of girls and boys first course students by S. Schwartz’s questionnaire,
are presented in table 1.

Table 1
Average data on S. Schwartz’s questionnaire indicators of value orientation
Values Girls Boys P
Hedonism 5,20 5,31
Achievement 4,12 4,58 <0,05
Social Power 3,45 4,11 <0,05
Self-Direction 5,10 493
Stimulation 4,64 4,20
Conformity 3,56 3,57
Traditions Maintenance 415 3,72
Sociality 4,46 3,98
Security 5,03 4,97
Spirituality 4,24 3,97
Maturity 4,89 4,49 <0,05
Culture Specific values 3,18 3,19

On the assumption of the obtained data we can note, that in values system both girls and boys the
most important was Hedonism, pleasure. Then in girls there are arranged values of Self-Direction, Security
and Maturity, but in boys there are disposed values of Security and Self-Direction. These values are significant
on above average level. Average in importance for girls are values of Stimulation, Sociality (Universalism),
Spirituality (Benevolence), Traditions Support and Achievement, for boys — values of Achievement, Maturity,
Stimulation, Social Power, Sociality, Spirituality and Traditions Maintenance. For girls relatively weak
importance have values of Conformity and Social Power, for boys — Conformity. In both groups Culture Specific
values were the least significant.

Thus the value orientation of Hedonism in boys and girls in adolescence is expressed most strongly.
This means that they are aimed at getting joy from life, saturation of positive emotions and experiences that
bring them pleasure: «and hurry to live, both hasten to feel». Values of Self-Direction and Security are very
important too. Note, values of Hedonism and Security recall lower levels of Maslow’s pyramid, and their
strong expression means dominating correspondence needs, which is natural for early stages of personality
development. As to value of Self-Direction that significance is displayed in young wishing for independent
thinking and choice of action modes associated with age task to emancipate from parents. Self-Direction as
self-determination is also connected with another age task to find own identity. In their turn value of Security
is connected with identity functioning because it consists of own stability aspect.

However, the trio of values that the young put on the first three positions — Hedonism, Security and
Self-Direction — testifies about tendency towards consumer-type existence. Boys and girls tend to consume life
benefits, for having easy, secure life, to possibility to act at their own discretion without following anyone
else’s rules, and at the same time they want to be protected from all adverse consequences of their actions.
Instead, in girls that tendency slightly softens Maturity location in the hierarchy of values in a fairly signified
position.

Along with this, lower average importance value of Conformity is quite characteristic: youth doesn’t
care about the matter of social expectations and the consequences of own actions to others very much. There
are also model in terms of gender that girls are relatively little measure oriented to dominance, then boys — to
support the traditions and customs.

It is important, that youth are not interested in social culture, and it is not an essential element in their
system of values. This is evident that young people are not very concerned about the problems of culture and
society understanding norms. Nowadays more attraction is drawn to focus only on themselves and detachment
in socio-cultural terms. On the one side, this trend of our time was still discussed by E.Fromm, on the other
side this coincides with the position of Conformity and Traditions Maintenance values, and youth tendency to
negativism.

For Student’s t-criterion in girls, compared with boys, value of Maturity is significantly more important,
and values of Achievement and Social Power are more important for boys. That is a girl is more focused on
self-development, openness to experience, partnership, and social acceptability. Boys are more interested
in personal success, opportunity to conquer people and circumstances, high social status. It seems that this
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difference coincides with certain gender institutions: young men focused on the image of an ambitious and
dominant masculine man, and girls - in the image of sociable and versatile advanced androgynous woman.
Summary data, obtained in groups of girls and boys first course students by questionnaire «Parents
behavior and attitudes of adolescents to themy, are presented in table 2.
Table 2
Average data on questionnaire «Parents behavior
and attitudes of adolescents to them» scales

Scales PZO DIR HOS AUT NED
Girls father 3,713 2 1,4 3,7 2
mother 43! 2,3 1,4 3,4 1,9
Boys father 3,123 2,3 1,5 3,1 1,9
mother 39?2 2,5 1,6 3,4 1,7

— 23 —indices displays between which parameters are significant differences.

For Student’s t-criterion girls perceive mother’s bringing up style as significantly more positive, than
in father (p<0,05), boys also feel significantly more interest and warm care from mother, than from father
(p<0,05). However, if to compare boys with girls, the girls appreciate the father’s style of positive interest
as expressed significantly more (p<0,05), than boys. That father shows more kindness and tenderness to a
daughter, but to a son — more severity and demands. This may be caused by gender attitudes in bringing up:
boy should follow his father and be a role model in any situation, therefore he feels more pressure.

On a scale of autonomy girls feel more of such style of relation from father, than from mother. Boys, on
the contrary, see more autonomy from mother, than from father, although this difference is not significant. As
to directivity, both boys, and girls again see declining to this style of bringing up in mother more, than in father.
Inconsistent bringing up style both in girls, and boys is marked more in father, than in mother. Regarding the
scale of hostility, both girls, and boys note this bringing up style as weakly expressed from both parents. More
detail parenting styles are discussed in our other materials [1].

Data of correlation analysis of relations between father’s and mother’s bringing up styles and values
that support girls and boys are presented in table 3 i 4.

Table 3
Significant correlations between scales of bringing up styles
father and mother and values in girls’ group

Scales Mother’s Mother’s Mother’s Father’s | Father’s | Father’s
DIR HOS NED HOS DIR NED

Social ,481 ,532 479 ,532 ,481 ,479

Power p<0,01 p< 0,001 p< 0,01 p<0,001 | p<0,01 p<0,01

In girls, as it appeared, value of Social Power is connected with parents bringing up styles only (table
3). That girls’ orientation on dominance over people and material resources, on achievement of certain social
position is formed in connection with hostile, directive and inconsistent styles both of mother, and father. The
strongest aspiration of the authorities is associated with the hostility of both parents. Probably that severe
restrictions, punishments, authoritarian demands are combined with cold estrangement of daughter, which also
alternated with flashes of indulgence, lay the basis for a similar model of girls interaction with the world. The
second, it causes problems with control function, because the behavior and attitude of parents in some respects
appear unpredictable, while the others which a child can not influence them, due to which a girl can form an
exaggerated compensatory desire to dominate, manage all other people and other circumstances of her life.

In boys correlations appeared somewhat different (table 4). Value of Social Power is connected with
hostile, directive and inconsistent styles of a mother, as in girls, but it is connected inversely with hostile style
of a father. That is, unlike girls, father’s restrictions and punishments suppress aspiration to dominate in boys.

Table 4
Significant correlations between scales of bringing up styles

father and mother and values in boys’ group

Scales Mother’s Mother’s Mother’s Mother’s | Mother’s Father’s Father’s
POZ DIR HOS AUT NED NED HOS

Hedonism ,340%* ,382%* LA479%*
Achievement LS15%* ,659%**
Social Power 532k k LA450%* LA67%* -,408*
Stimulation ,514%* 555k
Conformity LA22%* ,385% 410% ,409%*
Sociality -,335% - 424%% - 419%%
Security -,327%* -, 431%**
Maturity ,328%*
Spirituality -,446%* -, 476%*

—* 0,05, T p<0,01, FFF 0,001
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In boys value of Achievement is directly connected, but value of Security and Spirituality is connected
inversely with hostility and inconsistency of a mother. Value of Sociality is connected inversely with
inconsistency of a mother and with inconsistency and hostility of a father. Value of Stimulation is connected
with positive interest and directivity of a mother, value of Conformity — with positive interest, directivity,
hostility and autonomy of a mother. Value of Hedonism in boys is connected with hostility of a mother and
hostility and inconsistency of a father. Finally, value of Maturity is correlated with positive interest of a mother.

Actually, most of the correlations in this structure are rather predictable and understandable, and only
some require comments. Thus mother’s excessive tendency to command over the son (style of directivity)
simultaneously forms connections with the desire of power, novelty and conformism, for which control
function can be an integrating factor. Only in some cases, control is directed outward (to power), in the
others — by himself (conformism), but in the third case control serves as superfluous (novelty). The positive
interest from the mother correlates simultaneously with attitudes on the maturity, conformity and excitement
and novelty, which combines sensitivity to different aspects of life: or to relations, social expectations, or
something unusual.

But the most interesting is that, in boys connections value orientations with mother’s bringing up styles
is three and a half times greater, than that of the father. This makes us suggest that mother, even in adolescence,
not only loses her influence, but possibly also enhances its in comparison with father. That is boys are a lot
more, in sense of assimilation of values and formation of attitudes, related (if not dependent) with mother.

Conclusions.

1. In values system of first year students the most important is Hedonism, followed by values of Security
and Self-Direction, which are significant on above average level. On the one side, such set of more expressed
values characterizes early stages of personality development and corresponds to age task of youth: emancipating
from parents, determination own identity and rooting in life. But it means that there is a tendency of somewhat
infantile, consumer-type existence in modern youth. This tendency is more inherent for boys, because in girls
Maturity in the hierarchy of values is expressed fairly significantly too.

Values of Stimulation, Achievement, Sociality, Spirituality and Traditions Maintenance appeared to be
moderately important for both groups first year students, besides values of Maturity and Power have moderate
importance for boys. Value of Conformity is relatively little important for first year students, in addition values
of Social Power is relatively low important for girls. The least important values for both groups are Culture
Specific values.

Girls are significantly more oriented on value of Maturity, and boys more oriented on values of
Achievement and Social Power, which obviously coincides with modern attitudes according to androgyny and
masculinity.

2. In relation both girls and boys leading mother’s bringing up style is positive interest. Mother’s style
autonomy is expressed at a lesser extent, but quite markedly. Mother’s style directivity is expressed lower then
at average level; styles inconsistency and hostility are expressed weakly.

There are some contradictions in the relationship with father both in girls and boys, because his style
combines autonomy with positive interest.

It is revealed that both girls and boys see significantly more positive interest from mother than from
father. However, girls perceive the expressiveness of father’s positive interest as more significant than boys.
As to the others styles, both on a father, as in a mother, style directivity is expressed below average, but styles
inconsistency and hostility are expressed weakly.

3. In girls value of Social Power as dominance in position of a certain social status is connected with
hostile, directive and inconsistent styles both mother, and father, that is, most likely, based on the mechanism
of compensation.

In boys structure connections values with family bringing up styles are much more diverse. So mothers’
bringing up styles appeared to be more significant, forming more numerous and stronger connections,
comparatively with father’s styles.

Thus, we have shown that system of values of first year students is connected rather clearly with styles
of family bringing up, that offers the prospect of further study of this issue.

References

1. Gimayeva Y.A., Novytska Y.O. Spryynyattya politychnoyi vlady u yunats’komu vitsi u zv’yazku zi
stylem simeynoho vykhovannya/Y.A. Gimayeva, Y.O. Novytska / Visnyk KhNU imeni V.N.Karazina. Seriya
«Psykholohiya». —2013. — Ne 1065. — S. 206-211.

2. Karandashev V.N. Metodyka Shvartsa dlya yzuchenyya tsennostey lychnosty: kontseptsyya y
metodycheskoe rukovodstvo / V.N.Karandashev. — SPb.: Rech’, 2004. — 70 s

3. Orlova A.M. Vzayemozv’yazok tsinnostey osobystosti zi stavlennyam do vlasnoho vyboru / A.M.
Orlova // Visnyk KhNU imeni V.N.Karazina. — 2012.—Ne 1009. — S. 45-48.

4. Shtryhol’ D.V. Vzayemozv’yazok tsinnisnykh oriyentatsiy bat’kiv ta ditey / D.V. Shtryhol’ // Visnyk
KhNU imeni V.N.Karazina. —2011. — Ne 937.— S. 319-322.

Hapiitnia go pegakuii 20.04.2016



