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AHOTANIA
KBaJi(ikaniitHoi podoTn 3100yBaya
I'aparyni Anau BosiogumupiBau
Ha TeMy: «/[MHAMIYHI Ta CTPYKTYPHi 0CO0JMBOCTI NCUXOJIOTTYHIX MEK
0COOMCTOCTI y Pi3HMX KOMYHIKATUBHUX KOHTEKCTAX)

Kranidikamiitna pobora 3100yBaua 2-ro Kypcey, cremianbHocTi 053 «Ilcuxomoris»
(y dopmati marictp) (YHiBepcurer imeHi Anbdppena HoGens, m. Jlninpo, xadenpu
IHHOBAIIMHUX TEXHOJIOTIN 3 MEeIaroriKu, TICUXO0JIOTIi Ta COIiaTbHOI pOOOTH) IPHUCBIYCHA
po0sIeMi TMHAMIYHHAX Ta CTPYKTYPHUX 0COOIMBOCTEN TICUXOJIOTIYHUX MEXK 0COOMCTOCTI
y PI3HUX KOMYHIKATUBHUX KOHTEKCTAaX.

TeopeTuuHMit aHaAI3 TOCTIIKEHHS I03BOJIUB BCTAHOBUTH, 1110 TICUXOJIOTTUYHI MEXI1
0COOMCTOCTI IHTEPIPETOBAHO SIK NICUXIYHE YTBOPEHHS, MIPEICTABICHE Y KOMYHIKAI[li Ha
JBOX pIBHAX (YHKIIOHYBAaHHSA, Ha KOXXHOMY 3 KOTPHX BOHO BHMKOHY€ crenu(iuHi
byHK1i{, a came: KPUTUYHO-PO3MEKYBaIbHY, CUTHAJIBHY 1 TPaH3UTOPHY (PYHKIT Ha
IHTpanepcoHaIbHOMY Ta HOPMATUBHO-PETIAMEHTYIOUY byHKIIIO Ha
IHTEepIEPCOHATLHOMY PI1BHSX.

BusiBneHo pecnoHCHBHMII Ta IHINIATUBHUM THUIKA I[LOTO MPOIIECY, MEepPUIUi
O0OyMOBJICHHI 30BHIIIHRO MOTHBOBAHOIO aKTUBHICTIO Cy0’€KTa, KM 3aXHIlae€ BIacHI
MICUXOJIOTIYHI MEXI1 ¥ MPOCTOPHU 32 YMOB iXHBOTO MOPYIICHHS 3 00Ky 1HIIMX; APYTHA —
BHYTPIIIHBO MOTHBOBAHOIO AaKTHBHICTIO Cy0’€KTa, SIKM JOBUIBHO BCTAaHOBJIIOE Ta
PEryJIo€e MCUXOJIOTIYHI MEXI, peani3yloud y KOMyHiKallii notpedu, 6axaHHs il Hamipu,
CIPUYMHEHI aKTyaJIlbHUMU Ae(IIUTaMH BIACHOTO MICUXOJOTTYHOTO IPOCTOPY.

3a pe3yibTaTaMd TEOPETUYHOTO aHaJi3y BHUCBITJIIOIOTHCS  OCOOJIMBOCTI
(YHKILIOHYBaHHS TICUXOJOTIYHUX MEX OCOOMCTOCTI MiJi BILUIMBOM OCOOMCTICHUX Ta
CEpEIOBUIIHUX I€TEPMIHAHT.

3’sCOBaHO, IO PO3YMIHHSI TICUXOJIOTIYHUX MEX OCOOUCTOCTI $IK TMOJIBIIHO
JETEPMIHOBAaHUX TMOTpeOye BBEACHHS Y PO3TISA] JUCIO3MINNHOI Ta CHUTYaliiHOI
HE3aJIC)KHUX 3MIHHHUX, a caMme: 1) 1moJie3aiekHOCTI/ MOJeHe3aIeKHOCTI OCOOMCTOCTI SIK
BJIACTUBOCTI, IIO0O MAa€ BHUCOKHM CTYyMiHb TPaHC-CUTYaTUBHOi CTaOUIBHOCTI Ta €
pEJNIEBaHTHOIO IIOJI0 AOCTIHPKYBAHOTO MPOIIECY, 2) YOTUPHOX MOJYCIB MI>KOCOOUCTICHUX
CTOCYHKIB (JOMIHYBaHHS, MIAKOPEHHSI, TUCTAHTHOCTI, OJM3BKOCTI), IO BiAMOBIIAIOTH
PI3HUM KOMYHIKQTUBHUM KOHTEKCTaM.

OCHOBHOIO 3arpo3010 BHYTPIIIHBOI BaiTHOCTI TOCTA€ HEEKBIBAJICHTHICTh
BUOIPKOBHUX CYKYMHOCTEH, IO CJIiI KOHTPOJIOBATH 3aCTOCYBAHHSIM E€KCIIEPUMEHTAITBLHOT
CXEMH person-xX-environment i3 paHJI0MI30BaHUMU «3PYUYHUMHU IPOCTUMU» BUOIpKaMu, a
TaKOX METOJaMU MEPBUHHOTO KOHTPOJIIO BHYTPIIIHHOIPYIIOBOTO PO3MOALTY MOOIYHUX
3MIHHUX.

3a3HaueHO, M0 KOHQIrypallisi TCUXOJIOTTYHUX MEX OCOOMCTOCTI BHU3HAYAIACsH
yepe3 BHUMIPIOBaHHA (YHKUIOHAIBHUX TNapaMmeTpiB (CepeloBUIHA 1 OpraHi3MiuHa
Yy TIWBICTh, PEAKTHBHA 1 MPOAKTUBHA KEPOBAHICTh, IPOHUKHICTH).

BusiBneHo HU3KY KOHTEKCTyaIbHUX OCOOJUBOCTEN TMHAMIKH TICUXOJIOTTYHUX MEXK
OCOOHMCTOCTI: CEpEeNOBHINHA YYTIHMBICTh € HAWBUIIOK 3a YMOB JHCTAHTHOCTI,
HAHIKYOI0 — 32 YMOB OJIM3bKOCTI; pEaKTHBHA KEPOBAHICTh Ma€ HAaWBUIIl TOKa3HUKU MTPU
JIOMiIHYBaHH1, HAWHWK41 — MIPH MIAKOPEHH1; OpraHi3MiuyHa Yy TIUBICTh € HAHBUIIOKO MPU



JIOMiHYBaHH1, HAWHM)KYOIO — MPU JTUCTAHTHOCTI; MPOAKTUBHA KEPOBAHICTh € HAMBHILIOIO
Ipy JIOMIHYBaHHI, HaWHM)XYOI — TIPU IMIJAKOPEHHI; MPOHUKHICTh € HAWBUIIOK IIPHU
JIOMIHYBaHH1, HAWHIKYOIO — IIPH JUCTAHTHOCTI.

JloBesieHo, 1110 W cepeloBUIIHA, i OpraHi3MiYHa YYTIMBICTh MCUXOJIOTTYHUX MEX
3aJIeKaTh BIJ CHUIBHOI J1i JWUCIO3UIIAHMX 1 CHUTYalllMHUX JETEPMIHAHT, IIPOTE
KEPOBAHICTh  3QJICKUTh TMEPEBAXXHO  BIJ  CUTYallIMHUX  JeTepMIHAaHT (TOOTO
KOMYHIKaTUBHOTO KOHTEKCTY).

Moayc  MDKOCOOHMCTICHMX  CTOCYHKIB 3  KOMYHIKQaTUBHMM  TIapTHEPOM
(ToMiHYBaHHS, TIAKOPEHHS, JHWCTAHTHOCTI, OJHM3BKOCTI) BHU3HAYA€ aKTyaJbHY
KOHQITYpaIilo TCUXOJOTIYHUX MEX, KOTpa XapaKTepu3yeThCs (PYHKIIOHATHHOIO
CIPSIMOBAHICTIO 1 CUTYAaI[I{HOIO BIMOBIHICTIO.

[TepcnekTuBy MO TAJIBLIINX JOCIIIKEHD BOavaemMo y JTOCJIIIKEHH]
KOMILJIEMEHTAaPHOCTI/HEY3TO/DKEHOCTI  KOH(Irypamiii MNCUXOJOrIYHUX MEX AlaJHHUX
NapTHEPIB, a TAKOK, Y BUBUECHHI 1HIIMX KOHTEKCTYaJIbHUX 1 0COOMCTICHUX (haKTOPIB, K1
O0OyMOBJIIOIOTh KOH(ITYpPATHUBHI MPOIIECH.

Ilepesik KIHOYOBUX CJIIB. KOMYHIKaIlis, TICUXOJIOTIYHI MEX1, KOMyHIKATUBHUHN
KOHTEKCT, OCOOMCTICTb.



SUMMARY
Dynamic and Structural Features of Psychological Boundaries of Personality
in Different Communicative Contexts

Master’s Degree Project of the 2-th year student, speciality «Psychology» (Alfred
Nobel University, Dnipro, Ukraine, Department of Innovative Technologies in Pedagogy,
Psychology and Social Work) is devoted to the problem of dynamic and structural
features of the psychological boundaries of the individual in various communicative
contexts

The theoretical analysis of the research made it possible to establish that the
psychological boundaries of the individual are interpreted as a mental formation
presented in communication at two levels of functioning, at each of which it performs
specific functions, namely: critical-delimitation, signaling and transitory functions on the
intrapersonal and normative-regulatory function on interpersonal levels.

Responsive and proactive types of this process have been identified, the first is due
to the externally motivated activity of the subject who protects his own psychological
boundaries and spaces under the conditions of their violation by others; the second - by
the internally motivated activity of the subject, who arbitrarily establishes and regulates
psychological boundaries, realizing in communication the needs, desires and intentions
caused by actual deficits of one's own psychological space.

Based on the results of the theoretical analysis, the peculiarities of the functioning
of the psychological boundaries of the individual under the influence of personal and
environmental determinants are highlighted.

It was found that the understanding of the psychological boundaries of the
personality as doubly determined requires the introduction into consideration of
dispositional and situational independent variables, namely: 1) field dependence/field
independence of the individual as a property that has a high degree of trans-situational
stability and is relevant to the process under study, 2 ) of four modes of interpersonal
relations (dominance, submission, distance, closeness) corresponding to different
communicative contexts.

The main threat to internal validity is the non-equivalence of sample populations,
which should be controlled by the use of the person-x-environment experimental scheme
with randomized "convenient simple" samples, as well as methods of primary control of
intragroup distribution of secondary variables.

It is noted that the configuration of the psychological boundaries of the individual
was determined by measuring functional parameters (environmental and organismal
sensitivity, reactive and proactive controllability, permeability).

A number of contextual features of the dynamics of the psychological boundaries
of the personality were revealed: environmental sensitivity is the highest under conditions
of distance, the lowest - under conditions of closeness; reactive controllability has the
highest indicators during dominance, the lowest - during submission; organismic
sensitivity is the highest in dominance, the lowest in distance; proactive controllability is
the highest in dominance, the lowest in submission; permeability is highest in dominance,
lowest in distance.



It has been proven that both environmental and organismic sensitivity of
psychological boundaries depend on the joint action of dispositional and situational
determinants, but controllability depends mainly on situational determinants (ie, the
communicative context).

The mode of interpersonal relations with the communicative partner (dominance,
submission, distance, closeness) determines the actual configuration of psychological
boundaries, which is characterized by functional orientation and situational
correspondence.

We see the prospect of further research in the study of the
complementarity/inconsistency of the configurations of the psychological boundaries of
dyadic partners, as well as in the study of other contextual and personal factors that
determine the configurational processes.

Key words list: communication, psychological boundaries, communicative
context, personality
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