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The article presents the investigation of the characteristics of the personality and emotional sphere of parents having problem children
and identify the relationship of these features with respect to children. The scientifically based material presented in the article provides
statistical analysis of the data obtained during the factorization of the source empirical data obtained with the help of standardized
assessment means. The subject of statistical analysis at this stage was to test the hypothesis of significant differences in the level of
severity of personality factors of the subjects, grouped in different categories based on gender, age, family status and family functioning.
In particular, reliable differences in the level of personality factors in the subjects of different sexes were found in relation to
«constructive educational protection», «indulgently indifferent personal disposition», «passive-protective personal disposition» and
«psychosthenic personal dispositiony. Statistically significant differences in the level of personality factors in the subjects with different
family status were detected in relation to «extroverted personality disposition», «the indulgent educational disposition» and
«constructive educational support». According to the results of the statistical analysis of age characteristics of the expressiveness of
the personal factors of the parents of the problem children, statistically significant differences were identified according to the factor
of «constructive educational protection», «introverted-pedantic personal disposition» and «indulgent educational disposition». The
statistical analysis of the indicators of the severity of personality factors in the subjects with different types of family functioning
allowed to reveal statistically significant differences in a number of factors: «major educational disposition», «constructive educational
protection», and «Introverted-pedantic personal disposition».
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CratrTs IpHUCBSIUCHA JOCTIPKCHHIO XapaKTEPUCTHUK OCOOMCTOCTI Ta eMOILiHHOI cdepu O0aThbKiB, sKi MarOTh MPOOIEMHHX AiTeH, Ta
BU3HAYa€ B3a€MO3B 530K IIMX OCOOJIMBOCTEH 3 iThbMH. Ha OCHOBI HaykoBO OOIpYHTOBAaHOrO Marepiaily, MPEICTAaBICHOrO B CTATTI,
CTAaTUCTUYHUI aHalli3 JAaHUX, OTPUMAHHUX MiJ Yac (pakTopu3alii BUXIAHOTO EMIiPUYHOTO (DaKTaKy, OTPUMAHOTO 3a JOTIOMOTOH
CTaH/IapPTH30BaHKUX MCHUXOIarHOCTHYHUX 3ac00iB. [IpeMeToM CTaTMCTUYHOrO aHalli3y Ha IbOMY eTari OyJI0 TeCTyBaHHS TillOTEe3H
CYTTEBHX BIJIMIHHOCTEHl y CTyIeHi BHpaKeHOCTI (pakTopiB 0cOOMCTOCTI Cy0’€KTiB, 3rpyMOBaHUX Yy PI3HUX KaTEropisx 3a o3HaKaMH
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YUHHHUKIB y Cy0’€KTIB Pi3HHMX CTaTel MO0 «KOHCTPYKTUBHOTO 3aXUCTY», «IIOOJAXIIUBO iHIU(EPEHTHOT0 0COOMCTOr0 CTaBICHHS»,
«IIACUBHO-3aXUCHOI 0OCOOHMCTICHOT AUCIIO3UIIIT» Ta «IICHXOCTOHIYHOTO OCOOMCTOrO CTABJICHHS». BCTAaHOBICHO CTATHCTHYHO 3HAUYIII
BiZIMIHHOCTI B PiBHi (p)akTOpiB OCOOUCTOCTI y CyO€’KTiB 3 PI3HUM CIMEHHHM CTAaTyCOM Y 3B’SI3KY 3 «EKCTPAaBEPTOBAHHM PO3IIOIIIOM
0COOHMCTOCTI», «IOOTAXKIMBUM BUXOBHUM CTaHOBHUIIEM) Ta «KOHCTPYKTUBHUM BHXOBHHUM 3a0€3NeUeHHsIM». 3TiTHO 3 pe3ybTaTaMu
CTaTHCTHYHOTO aHANI3y BIKOBUX XapaKTEPUCTHUK BHUPA3HOCTI 0coOMCTUX (hakTOpiB OGATHKIB MPOOIEMH JiTeil BUSBIEHO CTATHCTUYHO
3HaYyIIi BIAMIHHOCTI 3a ()aKTOPOM «KOHCTPYKTHBHOI'O BUXOBHOT'O 3aXUCTY», «IHTPOBEPTHO-NEAHTHYHOTO OCOOMCTOrO CTABIICHHSD)
Ta «MOOJIAKINBOIO BUXOBHOTO po3TainyBaHHs». CTaTUCTUUHMI aHaJi3 MOKA3HHKIB TSHKKOCTI (paKkTOpiB 0COOMCTOCTI Y CyO’€KTIB 3
pi3HEMH THIIAMU (QYHKLIOHYBaHHs CiM’1 I03BOJIMB BUSIBUTH CTATUCTUYHO 3HAYYIIl BIAMIHHOCTI B psili ()akTOPiB: «OCHOBHE BUXOBHE
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CTAaTHCTUYECKOTO aHAM3a HA JAHHOM JTame OBbUIO TPOBEPUTH THUIOTE3y O 3HAYUTENBbHBIX PA3TMYMAX B YPOBHE BBIPAKEHOCTH
JTMYHOCTHBIX (PaKTOPOB CyOBEKTOB, CTPYIIHUPOBAHHBIX B Pa3HBIE KATETOPUH MO MPU3HAKY I10J1a, BO3PACTa, CEMEHHOTO MOJI0KEHUS 1
(YHKIIMOHHPOBAHUS ceMbU. BbLTH 00HAPY>KEHBI TOCTOBEPHBIE PA3IHUHA B yPOBHE TUIHOCTHBIX (PAKTOPOB y CyOBEKTOB Pa3HBIX MOJIOB
B OTHOIIEHUH «KOHCTPYKTUBHOI BOCTINTATEIbHOH 3aIIUThD), CHUCXOIUTENLHOTO HHAN((HEPEHTHOTO TMIHOCTHOTO PACTIONOKEHHSD,
«TMACCHBHO-3AIIUTHOTO JIMYHOTO PACTIONOKEHHUD» M IICHXOCTEHHYECKOTO JIMYHOTO PAacHoNoKeHus». CTaTHCTHYeCKH 3HAUYHUMBbIE
pa3nuuMs B ypOBHE JMYHOCTHBIX (PAKTOPOB y CyOBEKTOB C Pa3lIMYHBIM CEMEHHBIM CTAaTyCOM ObIIM OOHAapy»KeHbI B CBS3H C
«OKCTPAaBEPTUPOBAHHONW MHAMBHUIYAIbHOCTBIO JTUYHOCTHY, CHHUCXOAUTENbHBIM BOCIHUTATENBHBIM YKIAJA0M» U «KOHCTPYKTUBHOM
BOCIMTATENbHON mojjepskkoi». Ilo pesymbraTaMm CTaTHCTHYECKOTO AaHAIN3a BO3PACTHBIX XaPAKTEPHCTHK BBIPA3UTEIBHOCTH
JMYHOCTHBIX (DAKTOPOB poxuTesneil MPOOIEMHBIX JIETeH CTATUCTHYECKH 3HAYMMBIC PA3jIM4us ObUIM BBISABICHBI B COOTBETCTBHH C
(haKTOPOM «KOHCTPYKTUBHOM 00pa30BaTeNbHON 3aIUTHI», K HHTPOBEPTHO-MEAAHTCKUM JTUYHBIM XapaKTePOM» U «CHUCXOJHUTEIBHOE
BocnuTaHue». CTaTUCTHUECKMH aHaNW3 IOKasaTeNneidl TSKECTH JIUYHOCTHBIX (PAKTOPOB Yy CyOBEKTOB C Pa3NIUYHBIMU THIAMU
(YHKIMOHMPOBAHUS CEMbHU MO3BOJIMII BBIIBUTH CTATHCTUYECKH 3HAYMMBIC PA3JIMYMS 110 psiay (aKTOPOB: «OCHOBHASI BOCIIUTATEIbHAS
JUCIIOKAIHA», «KOHCTPYKTHBHOE 3aIIUTHOE BOCIIUTAHUE» U «MHTPOBEPTHO-TEAHTHYHbIHM JTUYHBIH HACTPOM».

KJIFOUEBBIE CJIOBA: cemeiinoe moyioxkeHne, CeMEeHHbI cTaTyc, MpoOJieMHbIe ACTH, JTMYHbIE (PAaKTOPBI, CTATUCTUYECKUN aHAJIH3.

Introduction. A number of negative factors influence the socio-psychological state of modern
Ukrainian society. Those are: the economic and ecological crisis, natural disasters, as well as related migration,
changing living conditions, revaluation of social and individual values, which in turn reflects on the situation
of the family, the purpose and objectives of the upbringing and development of children, parent-child
relationships, parenting styles. In the plan of our study, these characteristics relate to families with problem
children. The Ukrainian tradition of helping families with problematic children is concentrated primarily on
the child himself, when the family — both nuclear and expanded — remains only a resource, a condition or an
obstacle. This approach to family B. Schmidt calls instrumental [8]. The works of Ukrainian and foreign
researchers (M. Boryshevsky; Varga, 2000; Garbuzov, 2013; T. Govorun; Eidemiller, 2009; Zakharov, 2010;
A. Shargan; Yatsenko, 2015) and others convincingly depict the dependence of the formation of the child's
personality from the style of parenting in the family, parental attitude to the child, ways of family
communication. The peculiarities of families with a problematic child were considered by (Bogdanova, 2012),
(Mayramyan, Mamaychuk 2006), (Mastyukova, Semago, 2000) and others in their works. However, these
studies were limited only to the need to develop special measures aimed at rehabilitating this category of
children, as well as offering correction and further counseling for the parents by the experts of various profiles
(psychologists, educators, doctors). The urgency of the problem of this study is, first of all, in the need to
determine the characteristics of the personality and emotional sphere of parents having problem children and
to identify the relationship of these features with respect to children. In our investigation «problem child» is
one that creates inconveniences for the functioning of adults (parents, grandparents, educators, teachers,
others), as it is characterized by such features as shamefulness, activeness, aggressiveness, disrespectfulness,
disobedient, impulsiveness, irresponsibleness, etc. (aged 5 to 9 years).

The aim of scientifically based material presented in the article provides statistical analysis of the data
obtained during the factorization of the source of such empirical data as character accentuations, a parental
attitude, and family relationships in the families that have a problem child.

Materials and Methods. The research was conducted on the basis of the Psychological Consulting

Center at the Practical and Clinical Psychology Department of Lesya Ukrainka East European National
University. The sample consisted of 450 parents aged from 27 to 56 years, among them women - 60.7%, men
39.3%. All parents turned for psychological help.
The empirical investigation was obtained with the help of such standardized psychodiagnostic means as a test
questionnaire for the study of character accentuations (A. Egides in the modification of I. Slobodyanyuk,
0. Kholodova, O. Oleksenko), a test-questionnaire for the study of parental attitude (A. Varga, V. Stolin), a
test-questionnaire for the analysis of family relationships (E. Eidemiller, V. Yustitsky), Freiburg’s Personality
Inventory (FPI).
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The subject of statistical analysis at this stage was to test the hypothesis of significant differences in the
level of severity of personality factors of the subjects, grouped in different categories based on gender, age,
family status and family functioning. In particular, the following statistical methods were used in our study: a)
for comparison of average values of personality factors in the studied different groups — a method of comparing
mean values (Compare Means) (Nasledov A.D. (2004); b) to determine the true differences in the mean values
of the individual factors of the subjects studied, differentiated according to the criterion of «sex» (wife-
husband) and «family status» (incomplete, complete family), — nonparametric criterion for differences for
independent Mann-Whitney samples (Mann-Whitney Test) (Nasledov, 2005); c¢) to determine the true
differences in the mean values of the individual factors of the subjects, differentiated according to the age
criterion, is a nonparametric criterion for differences for directed (ordered) alternatives Jonckheere-Terpstra
Test (Nasledov, 2004; Nasledov, 2005). The argument in favor of the choice of this statistical method is that
it allows not only to compare the samples among themselves in order to determine the true differences between
the measured features, but also to identify certain tendencies (trends) in the results, which are the result of the
actions of any orderly in their gradation factor. Actually, such factor in our study is the indicator of age of the
subjects; d) for the determination of statistically significant differences in the mean values of personal factors
of the subjects, differentiated by the level of family functioning (pseudo-functional, dysfunctional, functional
family), — non-parametric criterion of differences for non-directed (disordered) Kruskal-Wallis alternatives
(Kruskal-Wallist Test) (Nasledov, 2004; Nasledov, 2005).

Note that when comparing the average values of personality factors of the subjects, the average values
of their factor estimates pre-calculated at the final stage of the factorization of empirical data were used. In
this case, factor estimation is a quantitative measure of the severity of the personal factor presented in units of
standard deviation, so the average value of the factor will range from -3 to +3.

Results. Comparison of average values of personal factors of parents having problem children, on the
subject of gender-specific differences has revealed a number of important trends. So, depending on gender,
the average values of their personal factors were distributed as follows (Table 1).

Table 1
The average values of the personality factors of the subjects in accordance with sex
Personality factors
— o~ ™ < o © ~ © o S
Sex - — — — — — — - - o
2 2 2 2 =) = 2 = =) S
Q Q Q Q [S] [S] Q Q Q 3
© © © © © © © © © bS]
LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL
Average -0.037 | 0.013 | 0.137 | -0.079 | -0.033 | 0.079 |-0.068 | 0.063 | 0.020 | 0.070
Female
St. deviation. 0.995 | 0.887 | 0.978 | 1.01 1.01 1.01 | 0.955 | 0.940 | 0.951 0.884
Average 0.049 |-0.017|-0.184 | 0.107 | 0.045 | -0.107 | 0.091 | -0.085 | -0.028 | -0.094
Male
St. deviation. 1.00 1.13 1.00 | 0.978 | 0.974 | 0.964 | 1.05 1.07 1.06 1.13

Factor 1 — «authoritarian educational disposition». Factor 2 - «the most powerful educational disposition». Factor 3 -
«constructive educational support». Factor 4 - «psychasthenic personal disposition». Factor 5 - «ambivalent personality
disposition». Factor 6 - «indulgent-indifferent personal disposition». Factor 7 - «dominantly aggressive personal
disposition». Factor 8 - «extravagant personality disposition». Factor 9 - «introverted pedantic personal dispositiony.
Factor 10 - «passive-protective personality disposition».

For the sake of the correctness of further interpretation of the revealed trends, ignore the detailed analysis
of those differences in the mean values of personality factors of the subjects who are not statistically
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significant. Also, taking into account the nature of the results obtained, the generalization of tabular data will
be correctly conducted using the results of studying the significant differences in the level of severity of
personality factors of the subjects (Table 2).
Table 2
Statistical importance of the differences in the level of expression of personal factors of the subjects in
accordance with the sex

Personality factors

Factor 1
Factor 2
Factor 3
Factor 4
Factor 5
Factor 6
Factor 7
Factor 8
Factor 9
Factor 10

P 0.541 0.653 0.000 0.044 0.404 0.018 0.082 0.271 0.558

)
S

.034

Table 2 data suggests that reliable differences in the level of expressiveness of personality factors in the
subjects of different sexes were found in relation to «constructive educational support» (Factor 3) (p<0.001),
«indulgent-indifferent personal disposition» (Factor 6) (p<0.05), «passive-protective personality disposition»
(Factor 10) (p<0.05) and «psychasthenic personal disposition» (Factor 4) (p<0.05). Referring to the data in
Table 1, it becomes apparent that women’s mean values of personal factors of «constructive educational
support» were significantly higher than men’s (Factor 3), «condescendingly indifferent personal disposition»
(Factor 6), «passive-protective personal disposition» (Factor 10). Instead, in male representatives, the higher
average values were found to be due to the psychasthenic personality disposition (Factor 4).

Taking into account the meaningful characteristics of the first significant factor — «constructive
educational patronage» (Factor 3) (Tables 1, 2), then it becomes apparent that female parents are more likely
than male to be inclined to a high level of parental protection in the upbringing of the child. They have a more
expressed desire to take an active part in the upbringing of the child; they give it more time, strength and
attention; the education of such a child became for them a matter of life. Women are more likely than men to
have a positive attitude towards the child, to accept the child as it is, to respect and recognize its personality,
to approve its interests, to support its plans, and to be willing to spend a lot of time with it. Also, female parents
are more likely to show a keen interest in what interests the child, highly appreciate its abilities, encourage its
autonomy and initiative, and seek to be equal with it. In this case, women tend to reduce the psychological
distance between themselves and the child as much as possible, always try to be closer to it, satisfy its basic
intelligent needs, and protect it from troubles. Women will also be more likely to show hypochondriac
guidelines for their children than men. Therefore, their «weakness» often leis in increased insecurity, fear of
error, exaggerated perceptions about the pain of a child.

In general, it can be argued that female parents are more inclined to show a constructive and responsible
parental attitude not only to parental responsibilities, but above all to the child: its needs, interests, hobbies,
etc. In general, this «educational» pattern reflects the personal disposition of parents towards the upbringing
of such quality in a child as: humanity, empathy, that is, those character traits that determine the moral
development of the individual.

Another important factor was the «indulgent-indifferent personality disposition» (Factor 6)
(Tables 1, 2). Its average values were significantly higher in women than in men. Let’s turn to psychological
analysis and interpretation of the revealed patterns.

Taking into account the meaningful characteristics of this personality factor, we can state that of female
parents, to a greater extent than male, expressed personal tendencies towards indulgent-indifferent and non-
demanding parent’s attitude to the child. Usually this manifests itself in minimizing the responsibilities of
children in the family. Women more often use such «educational» pattern, in which paternal education
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provides for child permissiveness, lack of requirements-prohibitions, requirements-responsibilities. For female
parents a type of upbringing, in which the child is considered a small loser is more acceptable, often times
treating it as an ignorant creature. The interests, hobbies, thoughts and feelings of the child seem, in this case,
not serious, worthless attention, and therefore often ignored.

In general, it can be argued that female parents, in greater extent than male, showcase more of the
«educative» pattern of infantile, indiscriminate, indulgent and indifferent parental attitude towards the child.
Its characteristic features are often permissiveness, insufficiency of requirements-prohibitions and
requirements-responsibilities.

The personal factor of the «passive-protective personal disposition» (Factor 10) was the next in terms
of significance of the revealed tendencies (see Table 1-2). As in the previous case, its average values were
significantly higher in women than in men. Taking into account the meaningful characteristics of this factor,
then it becomes apparent that women to a greater extent than men, are characterized by a lower level of
manifestation of social activity, a high level of personal neuroticism, a tendency to stress response to normal
life situations, lower level of protection from exposure to stress factors. Also, female representatives show
lower level of the existing need for communication and readiness to meet this need, the higher level of
individual neuroticism is inherent in a greater extent. In some, unfavorable circumstances, it can be
transformed into a pronounced neurotic syndrome of asthenic type with significant psychosomatic disorders.
Also women, to a greater extent than men, are characterized by the tendency to stress response to normal life
situations, occurring on the passive-protective type; the presence of anxiety, stiffness, uncertainty, resulting in
difficulties in social contact; lower level of stress resistance, poorer protection from the stress factors of
ordinary life situations, based on self-doubt and pessimism. On the basis of the abovementioned, it can be
argued that women are more likely to have a passive-protective character in their personality than men.

If we take into account the meaningful characteristics of this factor 4 - «psychasthenic personal
dispositiony, it becomes obvious that male representatives, in contrast to women, are characterized by a higher
level of fearfulness, sensitivity, vulnerability, shyness, higher internal discipline, sense of duty, responsibility,
self-criticism, sociability, kindness, responsiveness, and affection. In men, in comparison with women, there
is also a higher level of moderation, isolation, inclination to self-deprecation, confusion in difficult situations,
increased abusiveness and conflict on the grounds of offences sustained. To the line of personally significant
features of the male sex, which are significantly more pronounced in comparison with women, one can include
communicativeness, kindness, sensitivity, affection and sincerity. Also it is highly characteristic for them to
possess a greater extent of variability of mood, the change of two opposite states — hyperthyroid, hypothymic,
cyclic changes in emotional background; in the period of elevated mood - initiative, cheerfulness, sociability,
or in the periods of decline mood — thoughtfulness, self-criticism. Men are also different from women in a
number of other characteristic features: conscientiousness and sharp critical sight; in unfavorable
circumstances, they are more abusive, vulnerable, constantly bored, display a tendency to look for
manifestations of various diseases, almost complete absence of interests and hobbies. Also, men differ from
women in the higher level of discretion, self-criticism, reliability, loyalty to the word, neatness, seriousness,
and conscientiousness. Sometimes male representatives may show a greater degree of insecurity and anxiety,
indecision, certain formalism, lack of initiative, a tendency toward endless reflections, self-examination,
obsessive ideas and fears. On the basis of the abovementioned, it can be argued that males are more likely than
females to have a personality symptom-complex of domination of disturbing tendencies with a manifestation
of constant insecurity, indecision, fear, and vulnerability.

Turn to the definition of reliable differences in the mean values of personal factors of the subjects,
differentiated according to the criterion of family status (incomplete-complete). Comparison of average values
of personal factors of parents having problem children, on the status of family differences revealed a number
of important trends. So, depending on the family status (incomplete-complete), the average values of their
personal factors were distributed as follows (Table 3).
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Table 3
The average values of the personal factors of the subjects in accordance with the marital status
Family status Personal factors
— N ™ < Lo [{e] M~ o0] D a
| 1. j— | j . | j . j . [ j .
e 2 = e = = 2 = 2 =
[&] [S] Q [&] [S] (&S] [S] [S] [&] [S]
o © © (48] © (4} © © © ©
LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL LL
Average -0.035 | 0.212 | 0.236 | 0.236 | -0.078 | 0.025 | 0.041 | 0.328 | -0.016 | 0.054
Incomple | St. 1.06 0.857 10933 | 0.925 | 1.11 1.17 0.940 | 1.01 0.975 | 0.857
Complete | Average 0.005 | -0.035 | -0.039 | -0.039 | 0.013 | -0.004 | -0.006 | -0.054 | 0.002 | -0.009
St. 0.990 | 1.01 1.00 1.00 0.980 | 0.968 | 1.01 0.987 | 1.00 1.02

As in the previous case, let's ignore the detailed analysis of the differences in mean values of personal
factors of the subjects who are not statistically significant. Taking into account the nature of the results, we
will summarize the tabular data based on the results of studying the significant differences in the level of
personality factors of the subjects (Table 4).

Table 4
The statistical importance of the difference in the level of expression of personal factors of the subjects
in accordance with their marital status

Personal factors
— N o <t Lo © N~ [o0) (o)) 8
- - - - - - - - - ’5
o o o o o o o o o -
g g g g g g g g g &
L L L L L L L L L L
P 0.880 0.016 0.050 0.059 0.720 0.953 0.678 0.014 0.994 0.532

Taking into account the table data, it can be argued that reliable differences in the level of personality
factors in the subjects with different family status were detected in relation to the «extravagant personality
disposition» (Factor 8) (p<0.05), «the most powerful educational disposition» (Factor 2) (p<0.05) and
«constructive educational support» (Factor 3) (p<0.05). Hardly falls into the zone of statistical significance of
the factor «psychasthenic personal disposition» (Factor 4) (p=0.059), so in this case, one can restrict only to a
general analysis of trends relevant to him.

Detailed analysis of data Table 3 reveals that in the study of single-parent families the average values
of the factor of «extroverted personal disposition» (Factor 8) were significantly higher than those of the full
families. In fact, the same pattern is characteristic of the factors of «indulgent educational disposition» (Factor
2) and «constructive educational patronage» (Factor 3). At the level of tendencies one can mention the factor
of «psychasthenic personality disposition» (Factor 4), the average values of which were significantly more
pronounced in the subjects from single-parent families.

If we take into account the meaningful characteristics of the first significant factor - the «extrovert
personality disposition» (Factor 8) (Tables 3, 4), it becomes apparent that subjects from incomplete families
are more likely than those surveyed from complete families to exhibit high degree of purposefulness, energy,
independence, demonstration, egocentrism, openness for communication with people, extraversion. Such
respondents in certain unfavorable circumstances are characterized by irritability, anger, authoritarianism,
indifference to other people’s grief, lack of empathy towards people, and others like that. Representatives of
single-parent families to a greater extent than representatives of the complete ones, are characterized by
perseverance and initiative, communicativeness and purposefulness, intelligence and activity, pronounced
organizational skills, independence and willingness to take leadership; sociability, frankness, speed of
switching in business and communication, benevolence. However, such subjects are characterized, to a greater
extent than complete family members, by superficiality, inability to focus on a particular case or opinion,
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constant hustle, switching from one cause to another, disorganization, frivolity, readiness for unconscious risk;
the complete irregularity of manifestations, dependence on others, and the lack of volitional control in the
regulation of their own behavior. In general, it can be argued that investigated, representatives of single-parent
families, are more oriented towards external aspects of reality compared to those surveyed from complete
families (focus on social relationships, communication, etc.).

Next among the significant personal factors is «a powerful educational disposition» (Factor 2). Taking
into account its meaningful characteristics (Tables 3, 4), it is obvious that representatives of single-parent
families, as opposed to representatives of complete families, demonstrate a personalized guideline for the
implementation of the strategy of intense protection in the field of child upbringing, primarily due to the
expansion of the sphere of parental feelings. Such subjects are more prone to adoption and promotion in the
family of the child’s cult. They want the child to become more than just a child for them; so that it meets at
least part of the needs that the complete family can provide in the psychological relationship of the spouses —
the needs for mutual extraordinary attachment. Hence — the risk of increased intense or dominant protection.
Also, subject from single-parent families are more and more inclined towards maximal and uncritical
satisfaction of any needs of the child — both material and spiritual and first of all in emotional contact with
parents, communication with them, their love and attention; either do not use any forms of punishment at all,
or they do so extremely rarely. Doubting the effectiveness of any punishment, such parents in the educational
process are more likely to favor various forms of child promotion and stimulation. In general, it can be argued
that the subjects — representatives of single-parent families — in comparison with those surveyed from complete
families, are more likely to profess a sweeping strategy for raising the child with elements of increased
protection. This «educational» pattern reflects the personal disposition of the studied from single-parent
families for the upbringing of the child’s qualities of uncritical permissiveness and availability of the object of
desires and needs.

If we take into account the content characteristics of factor 3 - «constructive educational patronagey, it
becomes obvious that representatives of single-parent families, in contrast to the full ones, are characterized
by a more pronounced level of parental protection in the upbringing of the child. For them, to a greater extent
than for representatives of complete families, a positive attitude towards the child is typical, a desire to take
an active part in the upbringing of the child, to devote a lot of time, strength and attention, to make the
upbringing of the child a sense of all life; to accept the child as it is, to respect and recognize its personality,
to approve its interests, to support its plans, to spend enough time with it. Such parents are more likely to show
a tendency to cooperate with the child, to encourage its autonomy and initiative; the desire to be equal with it,
to reduce as much as possible the psychological distance between themselves and the child, to be closer to it,
to satisfy its basic intelligent needs, to protect from troubles, etc. However, parents — representatives of single-
parent families, as opposed to representatives of complete families, with a higher risk of occurrence, will show
hypochondria in relation to the child. The «weak spots» of such parents are increased insecurity, fear of error,
exaggerated perceptions about the sickliness of a child. On the basis of the abovementioned, it can be assumed
that the subjects — representatives of single-parent families - are more oriented towards a constructive and
responsible parental attitude not only to their duties as parents but first and foremost to the child: its needs,
interests, hobbies, etc. Such «educational» disposition reflects the personal approach of parents to the child’s
upbringing of humanity, empathy, compassion that is, those character traits that determine the moral
development of the individual. In order to complete this research block by a general analysis of the revealed
tendencies in relation to the factor of psychasthenic personal disposition (Factor 4), for which the level of
reliability almost reached the zone of statistical significance, we can note that its average values were
significantly more pronounced in the subjects from incomplete families. In terms of meaningful interpretation,
we should note that the subjects from the incomplete families were observed with the dominant worry-
thoughtful tendencies with the manifestation of constant insecurity, indecision, timidity and vulnerability.
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The next step in our analysis was to compare the average values of the personal factors of parents with
problem children for their age differences. This allowed us to identify a number of trends important for our
study. So, depending on the age, the average values of their personal factors were distributed as follows
(Table 5).

Table 5
The average values of personal factors of the subjects depending on the age
Age level Personal factors
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With further interpretation of the revealed trends, ignore the detailed analysis of the differences in the
mean values of the individual factors of the subjects who are not statistically significant. Also, given the nature
of the results obtained, the average values of the factor estimates presented in the units of the standard
deviation, — the compilation of the table data correctly will be carried out using the results of studying the
significant differences in the level of severity of personal factors of the subjects (Table 6).

Table 6
Statistical importance of the differences in the level of the expression of the personal factors depending
on the age
Personal factors
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P 0.619 0.013 0.000 0.592 0.279 0.890 0.063 0.106 0.000 0.377

According to the tabular data, the significant differences in the level of severity of personality factors in
the subjects of different ages were found regarding «constructive educational support» (Factor 3) (p <0.001),
«introverted pedantic personal disposition» (Factor 9) (p<0.001), and «Indulgent educational disposition»
(Factor 2) (p<0.05). Also, the level of statistical significance is possessed by the factor of «dominantly
aggressive personal disposition» (Factor 7) was quite close to the zone of significant indicators (p=0.063).
Summarizing the data of Table 5, we can state that the age dynamics of changes in average values of
personality factors studied, which turned out to be statistically significant, has different character — both linear
and nonlinear. Thus, it is obvious that the factor of «constructive educational support» (Factor 3) reaches the
highest average values in the oldest age category of subjects (51-60 years old), receiving the peak of the lowest
average values in the studied age group of 41-50 years old. According to the data, the representatives of the
oldest age group of parents (51-60 years old), compared with representatives of younger age groups, especially
the age group 41-50 years old (the lowest average factor of the factor), show a more pronounced level of
parental protection in the upbringing of the child. They, to a greater extent than for representatives of other
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age groups of parents, are characterized by a positive attitude towards the child, the desire to take an active
part in the upbringing of the child, to devote a lot of time, strength and attention; to accept the child as it is, to
respect and recognize its personality, to approve its interests, to support its plans, to spend enough time with
it.

Parents of the oldest age group (51-60 years old), unlike the representatives of younger age groups,
especially the category of 41-50 years old, are more likely to show a desire to cooperate with the child, to
encourage its independence and initiative; the desire to be equal with it, to reduce as much as possible the
psychological distance between themselves and the child, to be closer to it, to satisfy its basic intelligent needs,
to protect from troubles, etc. However, the elderly parents, unlike the younger ones, will have hypochondriac
guidelines in relation to the child, with a higher risk. «Weak spot» of such parents — increased insecurity, fear
of error, exaggerated perceptions about the pain of a child. On the basis of this it can be argued that parents of
the oldest age group in comparison with parents of younger age groups are more oriented towards a
constructive and responsible parental attitude not only to their duties as parents but, first of all, to the child: its
needs, interests, hobbies, etc.

With regards to the factor of «introverted-pedantic personal disposition» (Factor 9), we observe a
pronounced linear character of age dynamics — the peak of the highest average values of the factor reaches the
youngest age category of parents (20-30 years old), gradually moving to the level of the lowest average values
of the factor in the oldest age group of subjects (51-60 years old). Given the strict linear character of the age
dynamics of this personality factor, we can assume that the change in its content characteristics with age is
subject to the logic of age-related development of man, and is to a greater extent a natural than socially
deterministic process. However, the refinement of this hypothesis requires a larger base of empirical evidence
and is not the direct object of our study. Given the essential characteristics that identify the content of this
factor, it can be found that the representatives of the youngest category of parents (20-30 years) show a high
level of conservative pedantism based on personal introverted orientation. In particular, the youngest parents
show love for order, conservatism (do not recognize what has not yet been accepted by others); high energy,
diligence, cleanliness, serviceability, care, reliability, punctuality, attentiveness to their health. Their dominant
characteristics are cleanliness, discipline, modesty, complacency, diligence, friendliness, no maliciousness. At
the same time, they are more likely than representatives of other age groups of parents to have such
characteristics as: high degree of isolation, restraint, fixation of interests on the phenomena of their inner world,
increased fatigability, irritability, predisposition to hypochondria; often closed, fencing, low empathy,
seriousness, impenetrability, lack of words, stability of interests, continuity of occupations; often impartiality,
1solation, emotional coldness, etc.

The change in the average values of the personal factor of the «indulgent educational disposition»
(Factor 2) is quite linear in its character, since the highest level of its average values is observed in the youngest
age group of the subjects (20-30 year olds), and the peak of the lowest average values is observed among
representatives of the oldest age category (51-60 year olds), and at the level of two intermediate age groups
(31-40 and 41-50), we observe the change in the mean values of the factor that is inappropriate to the general
age-old trend. Given the meaningful characteristics, it is obvious that the representatives of the youngest age
group of the subjects (20-30 year olds), in contrast to representatives of older age groups, demonstrate some
personal tendencies towards the implementation of the strategy of intense protection in the field of child
upbringing, primarily due to the expansion of the sphere of parental feelings. Parents of the youngest age group
are, to a greater extent than parents of other age groups, prone to the adoption and promotion of «cult of a
child»; they want the child to become more than just a child for them; so that it meets the need for mutually
exclusive attachment. Hence — the risk of increased intense or dominant protection. Also, the youngest ones
are more likely to seek maximum and uncritical satisfaction of any needs of the child — both material and
spiritual, first of all, in emotional contact with parents, communication with them, their love and attention;
they either do not use any forms of punishment at all, or they do so extremely rarely. Concerned with the
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effectiveness of any punishment, young parents in the educational process are more likely to favor a variety of
forms of child promotion and stimulation. In general, it can be argued that representatives of the youngest age
group of parents compared with older parents are more likely to profess the indulgent strategy for raising the
child with elements of increased protection; often the «educational» pattern of the youngest parent sample
involves raising the child’s qualities of uncritical permissiveness and availability of the object of desires and
needs.

The next stage of our study was related to the definition of statistically significant differences in the
level of personality factors of the subjects being differentiated according to the criterion of family functioning
(pseudo-functional, dysfunctional, functional family). This allowed us to identify a number of important
patterns for our analysis. Thus, depending on the level of family functioning, the average values of personality
factors of the subjects were distributed as follows (Table 7).

Table 7

The average values of the personal factors of the subjects depending on the level of family functioning
The level of family Personal factors
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With further interpretation of the revealed trends, let’s ignore the detailed analysis of the differences in
the mean values of the individual factors of the subjects who are not statistically significant. Also, given that
the average values of factor estimates are presented in standard deviation units, we will generalize the data of
the table using the results of statistical analysis (Table 8).

Table 8
Statistical significance of the difference in the levels of expression of personal factors of the subjects in
accordance with the level of family functioning

Personal factors
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According to the data in the table, statistically significant differences in the level of expressiveness of
personality factors in the subjects with different levels of family functioning were detected in relation to the
«major educational disposition» (Factor 2) (p<0.01), «constructive educational support» (Factor 3) (p<0.05)
and «introverted-pedantic personal disposition» (Factor 9) (p<0.05). According to tabular data, the personal
factor of the «major educational disposition» (Factor 2) was the most pronounced in the representatives of
dysfunctional and pseudo-functional families. In this case, representatives of these types of family functioning
demonstrate a personalized guideline for the implementation of a comprehensive protection strategy in the
field of child upbringing. They are more likely than the representatives of the functional family, tend to adopt
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and promote the cult of the child; They want the child to become more than just a child for them; so that it
meets the need for mutual adherence; strive for maximum and uncritical satisfaction of any needs of the child
— both material and spiritual, first of all, in emotional contact, communication, love and attention; Do not use
any forms of child punishment, or they do it extremely rarely. In general, it can be argued that representatives
of dysfunctional and pseudo-functional types of family functioning in comparison with representatives of a
normally functioning family are more likely to profess the indulgent strategy of raising a child with elements
of increased protection, which may lead to the child’s development of a sense of uncritical permissiveness and
the availability of any object of desires and needs.

The next among significant personal factors is «constructive educational patronage» (Factor 3).
According to the data in the table, this personality factor was most pronounced in the representatives of a
normally functioning family. In such subjects compared with other types of family functioning, especially the
dysfunctional family, a more pronounced level of parental protection in the upbringing of the child is
manifested. For them, to a greater extent than for representatives of other types of family functioning, a positive
attitude towards the child is characteristic, the desire to take an active part in the upbringing of the child, spend
a lot of strength and attention on it; to accept the child as it is, to respect and recognize its personality, to
approve its interests, to support its plans, to spend enough time with it.

Such parents have a greater tendency to cooperate with the child, to encourage its autonomy and
initiative; the desire to be equal with it, optimize the psychological distance between themselves and the child,
be closer to it, satisfy its basic intelligent needs, protect from troubles, etc. This suggests that in a normally
functioning family compared with pseudo- and dysfunctional, parents are more oriented towards a constructive
and responsible attitude not only to their duties as parents but, first of all, to the child itself: its needs, interests,
hobbies, etc.

The next level of significance is the personal factor of «introverted-pedantic personal dispositiony
(Factor 9). According to table data (see Table 7-8) and taking into account its informative characteristics, it is
obvious that representatives of normally functioning families, in contrast to dysfunctional ones, demonstrate a
higher level of conservative pedantry on the basis of personal introverted orientation. Particularly, parents with
this type of family functioning demonstrate love for order, conservatism (do not recognize what has not yet
been accepted by others); are characterized by high energy intensity, diligence, punctuality, reliability, and
attention to their health. Their dominant characteristics are cleanliness, discipline, modesty, complacency,
diligence, friendliness, lack of maliciousness. At the same time, they have more characteristics than those of
other types of family functioning, such as: high degree of isolation, restraint, fixation of interests on the
phenomena of their inner world, increased fatigability, irritability, tendency to hypochondria; often closed,
isolation, low empathy, seriousness, impenetrability, lack of words, stability of interests, continuity of
occupations; often impartiality, emotional coldness, etc.

5. Conclusions. Summarizing the interim results, we note that:

1. The statistical analysis of differences in the level of personality factors in the subjects of different sex
and age, as well as with different family status (incomplete, complete family) and type of family functioning
(pseudo-functional, dysfunctional, functional family), allowed to reveal important patterns.

2. In particular, reliable differences in the level of personality factors in the subjects of different sexes
were found in relation to «constructive educational protection» (p<<0.001), «indulgently indifferent personal
disposition» (p<0.05), «passive-protective personal disposition» (p<0.05) and «psychosthenic personal
disposition» (p<0.05).

3. Also, statistically significant differences in the level of personality factors in the subjects with
different family status were detected in relation to «extroverted personality disposition» (p<0.05), «the
indulgent educational disposition» (p<0.05) and «constructive educational support» (p<0.05).

4. According to the results of the statistical analysis of age characteristics of the expressiveness of the
personal factors of the parents of the problem children, statistically significant differences were identified
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according to the factor of «constructive educational protection» (p<0.001), «introverted-pedantic personal
disposition» (p<0.001) and «indulgent educational disposition» (p<0.05).

5. Finally, the statistical analysis of the indicators of the severity of personality factors in the subjects
with different types of family functioning allowed to reveal statistically significant differences in a number of
factors: «major educational disposition» (p<0.01), «constructive educational protection» (p <0.05), and
«introverted-pedantic personal disposition» (p<0.05).
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