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tures has only a few features of manifestation, in process of development it gets all large number 

of characteristic signs. This regulator defines individual specifics of actions, requirements and 

emotions of a baby, it defines process of creation by the child of own experience and knowledge, 

and finally, it defines all process of intellectual development. It is possible to call this regulator 

the strategy of intellectual development. It is explained by existence of such regulator the indi-

vidual distinctions of development of kids, even those who are brought up and trained in one 

environment, at twins. Use of concept of "strategy of intellectual development" gives possibili-

ties of a new explanation and studying of illegibility reasons of borders of psychological age, 

subjective specifics of manifestation of the leading activity and temporary difference of emer-

gence of psychological new growths during the lytic and crisis periods at children of one age. 

Indicators of strategy of intellectual development of early age children are: existence of one or 

several kinds of activity to which a child gives preference before others during this period of the 

development; choice of the preferred subjects by means of what this activity is carried out; spe-

cifics of the preferred experimental actions thanks to which the preferred activity always pro-

ceeds as experimental; transfer features of a favourite kind of activity in new situations; com-

plexity and variability of new tasks which a child gives to himself. 

Keywords: the steam of consciousness, strategy of creative activity, the strategy of finding out 

of new decision, the strategy of mental development. 
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Gusiev A. I. DEVELOPMENT OF TOLERANCE FOR AMBIGUITY AT STUDENTS 

PSYCHOLOGISTS. This article argues that contemporary conditions of existence can be 

characterized as a "new daily", the defining characteristic of which is the high level of both 

external and domestic uncertainties in any social or personal system. In this regard, the 

development and formation of tolerance for ambiguity among professionals whose work 

involves working in a high level of uncertainty is extremely important and promising area of 

research. Whereby there are new requirements for training of psychologists as professionals able 

to accompany the formation of the person in the uncertain environment. It is noted that the 

foreign and domestic scientists made numerous attempts to conceptualize and develop practical 

methods tolerance of uncertainty. The article provided an overview of international and domestic 

experience in the practical training of professionals whose work involves working in a high level 

of uncertainty. Contains a detailed description of the training program of tolerance for ambiguity 

based on the principles of personality-oriented approach to teaching future psychologists, 

principles of ekofacilitation interaction by PV Lushin and "Open Space" technology by Harrison 

Owen. The paper presents the theoretical and methodological basis of the program, and offers a 

means of psychodiagnostic control of the results. 

Keywords: development of tolerance for ambiguity, teaching students of psychology, 

personality-oriented approach. 
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