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2 « » 10,64 2 « » 10,42 
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»
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Chygyryn T.O. The system of values a factor of self-presentation of future 
psychologists .The article represents results of empirical research of the system of values 
as a factor of self-presentation in the group of future psychologists. The average index of 
the system of values in the groups of future psychologists with an effective, enough and 
ineffective self-presentation is compared. It was diagnosed that terminal value – the 
"health", and instrumental – "honesty" has the highest average rank in the group of subjects 
with an effective self-presentation. Terminal value - the "health", and instrumental – 
«buoyancy» has the highest average rank in the group with enough level of self-
presentation. We found that the highest average rank in the group with ineffective self-
presentation has among terminal value – "active life", and among instrumental - 
"education". The lowest indicators of terminal and instrumental values in all three groups 
are also different. In the first group, "the happiness of others" among terminal values and 
"tolerance" among the instrumental values takes the last place. In the second group last 
places are taken by the following values: among terminal – "the happiness of others," 
among instrumental - "intolerance to deficiencies in themselves and in other people."  In the 
third group, last place among terminal values is taken by "knowledge", and among 
instrumental – “efficiency in the affairs”. Notable is the fact that such values as "the 
happiness of others," "knowledge," "intolerance to deficiencies in themselves and in other 
people" as well as "efficiency in the affairs" are in the last positions in all three groups of 
students-psychologists. So, in studied groups with different levels of efficiency the average 
range of self-values is different.


