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Kochkurova Olha. Spiritual development of personality: social and philosophical analysis.
Nowadays scientists of different branches of science are connected by the common desire for deeper investigation of

the processes and conditions of formation of spiritual-moral personality. Modern philosophy, pedagogy and psychology give
the significant meaning to the question of development of spirituality and formation of spiritual world of personality in the
process of its professional training. One of the most important problems of modern science is the problem of spiritual
development of personality that in conditions of economical crisis and achievements of technical progress became
especially acute. That’s why, in this article there is a profound theoretical-methodological analysis of researches dedicated to
the problem of peculiarities of spiritual development of personality.

To the most scale direction of spirituality investigation belongs the philosophy-religious one. It should be emphasized
that for a long time spirituality was identified mainly with religiousness and the roots of this are hidden in the system of
education of the previous centuries, when moral norms and principles were inextricably connected with learning of religious
basis.

In psychology the notion of spirituality is pretty often connected with the quality of intellectual sphere of human, in
particular with wisdom and savvy. Spirituality of a human in linked by the peculiarities of its perception, directness of thinking
but is not drawn out by the influence only on these processes. Quite often spirituality is considered beside with aesthetic
qualities of personality, its leaning towards beauty, aesthetic like art. Some authors connect spirituality of personality with
heroism, ability of self-sacrifice, desire for protection of people, nature.

In particular, the analysis of scientific works reveals that scientists in their researchers reflect, as a rule, only one aspect
of spirituality. Such situation points out a big amount of variants of definition of the notion of “spirituality” and also  difficulties
of its investigation.

It is pointed out that formation of spirituality is inextricably connected with self-development and the unit of spirituality
analysis is value orientation of personality.

The author carried out the theoretical-methodological analysis of research, dedicated to the problem of peculiarities of
spiritual development of personality, proved that spirituality is a polyhedral phenomenon. The need in spiritual development
is native for the human by nature. Spirituality ensures complete development and self development, it is a mean of self-
realization of personality, universal mean of expression of its inner world. The process of spiritual development of personality
should be understood as the one that happens by means of cognition of self and own potentials.

There are defined the problems and perspectives of further researches of spiritual personality development.
Key words: personality, spirituality, spiritual development of personality, spiritual culture, value orientations.

     
’      

    
-  . 

,    
    

    
    . 
     

   , 
     

    .

  -    
   

    .
      

     
     .
      
     
   . ,
   

. , . , . , . 
 .  . , . ,



VERSUS

46

. , . , . ,
. , .   

  . 
     

 ,  . , . ,
. , . , . , . ,
. , . , . , . ,
.   .    

  . ,
. , . , . ,
.   .

, .    
 , ,  

 .   ,    
  , ,
    .

      
     

    ,     
, ,  . 

,    
  ,  ,   .

      ,
    
 [2, . 319].

  
    -

 ,  
  . ,    

     
     :
- , ,

, - , -
   [4, . 48–49].

    
- .   

,    
   , 

     
 ,   

    ’
   , «

» [13, . 22]. .   
 «  , ’  
   » [17, . 80–98].
,     

  ,   
 , ,  
  , 

    
 .

    ’
    ,

    .  
    , 

    
, , ’ , , .
  

   , 
,     

  .    
    ,

  ,
, .   

   ,
  [13, . 23].
   

   ,  
 , , 
 .   « » 

 « » (  ),    
    
      .
    
    ,  

    
,     . 

    ,  
, , , ,
 .

    
   ,  , ,

 ,      
  ,   
     

   .    
   ,   

      
     , 
 . ,  
    

    , 
     

    
  .

  
-    

    . 
 ,   
,     ,

  
.   , 

     
: ,   
 ,   

, , , 
  ,   

 ,   ,  
 ,  

   ,
,    [13, . 24].
  ’   

 ,   ,
   , .  

. ,   ,  ,
  ,   



 1(9), 2017

47

   ,   
 ,     
    
  ,   
    ,

  ,  ,
      

.
     ,  
    

 , , ,
, ,   

 ,      
. ,   
  ,     

,  ,   
.   

   
« »,     

.     
-   ,
   

 .
    

 « ». ,  ,
   

  . 
 . ,  – «  

 ,   
   ,  

  ,   
  – , , ,

, ,   
   » [11, . 87].

   .  – 
 ,   

     
,     
 , , , 

  ,   ,
  ,   ’  

 .    – 
,    ,  

   , ,
   [5, .401].

.    
«   ,  
    , 

,  
  , .  
 ,   

.   
 –    :

, ,   » [13,
. 28]. .  ,  «

     ,
     
 » [3, . 124].  

. ,  –   
,     

    ,    ,
 ,   
  .   
       

 [14]. .  , 
«  –    
   , 

   -
, -   

,    
     
     ,

   
,   

 » [19, . 125].
  . , «  – 
 ,     -

, -  
       
-      « »

» [18, . 7]. .   
    , ,

.  ,  
,  ,   
 , , , 

    « »,  
    [16, . 28–29].

.  ,  «  –  ,
  ,  

       
 ,     
    , 

   » [20, . 400].  
    . .

     
  ,  

   ,  
     
  ,    [15].

.     [5; 6;
7]   ,  

    
 ,    .

 , 
  – ,

 ’   . 
,  –   

,     :
 , , ,   

, ,   
 , 

,    
  [7, . 28].  

.     
  ,  «

   »,



VERSUS

48

«   », «   
  », «    

   », «    
   », « »,
« »  [5, . 407].

    
,    

’   .  
    ,

     
     . 

 ’    
 ,     ’
  , ,  
   .  , 
 ’  

  [5, . 403]. . 
   

 ,    
  : , , 

, , , ,
, , , , ,

, , , 
,  ’ , , ,

   ’
  [9, . 125].   
    
 .  ,  

 , , ,
, ,  

,    . 
 ,    , 
  ,

, 
 [9, . 127].

  . ,  
,    
, ,  , 

  .   
  :  ,

   ; 
     

, ;    ;
    ;

, , ,
,  . 

     
     
   

      -
 [12, . 354].

   
,    .  ,    

  ,   
,   ,    

.     
   ,   

,    « »,

.   ,   
   , ,
    « » 

 «  » [1, . 132].
 ,     –  
  ,    
    -

 ;   
   

;    
 .  ,  

,     
(     

),    – 
,   ,
    

,   . . 
   «   

,    
     » [10,

. 4].    
  :  

 ;  , , ;
 , , , ;
 , ;  ,
, , ;  ,

.
  . ,   

 .  
     

  .  
  –    

 (   )
  (  ) .

     
 ,    ,
   ,
 ,  .  
 .   

     
,    
    , 
     

 , , , 
   [20, . 400].

   
   ,  « »,

« », «   
 ».      

   -
   ,
    

   
 [20].

 -
 ,  

   ,
,   –  



 1(9), 2017

49

.     
  .   

   ,  
 , 

    . 
     

,     
  .

  
    « »,

    
    

     
 .

  References
1. . .  

 . 2-  . .:
, 1992. 204 .

2.  . .   . .:
, 1994. 480 .

3.  . .  : 
. , 1991. 216 .

4.  . .   
   

(  ).  
  : . . 

   . . 
  . ., 2011. . XIII. . 4.

. 47–53.
5.  .   :  

’    : . .:
, 2010. 416 .

6.  . .  :
-  , 
  .  

  : . . 
  . . .  

. ., 2007. . IX. . 5. . 25–32.
7.  . .   

 .  
  :  .  -
  . . .   . .,

2006. . VIII. . 6. . 26–31.
8.  . .,  . .,

 . .  .   
    

-  : .
: -   . . ,

2015. 188 .
9.  .  . .: -

 , 1996. 213 .
10.  . .    
   . , 2001. 234 .

11.   .  . .
. . , . . .  / .:

, 1999. 512 .
12.  . .  

 .  
 :   .

 :   . ., 2012. . 352–
356.

13.  . .   
: . .:  , 2007. 280 .

14.  . .   . -
, 2001. 203 .

15.  . .   
 .  .

1990.  12. . 100–104.

1. Aleshina, Yu. Ye. (1992). Individualnoie i semeinoie
psikhologicheskoie konsultirovaniie. Moscow:
Klass [in Russian].

2. Berdiaev, N. A. (1994). Filosofiia svobodnogo dukha.
Moscow: Respublika [in Russian].

3. Bekh, I. D. (1991). Nravstvennost' lichnosti: strategiia
stanovleniia. Rovno [in Russian].

4. Bodnar, M. B. (2011). Vyiavy dukhovnoho potentsialu
osobystosti u students'komu seredovyshchi
(etnopsykholohichnyi aspekt). Problemy zahalnoii ta
pedahohichnoii psykholohii: zb. nauk. prats' –
Problems of general and pedagogical psychology:
coll. of scientific works. Vol. XIII, Ch. 4, 47–
53 [in Ukrainian].

5. Boryshevs'kyi, M. (2010). Doroha do sebe: vid osnov
subiektnosti do vershyn dukhovnosti: monografiia.
Kyiv: Akademvydav [in Ukrainian].

6. Boryshevs'kyi, M. Y. (2007). Dukhovnist' osobystosti:
sotsial'no-psykolohichna sutnist', determinanty
stanovlennia ta rozvytku. Problemy zahalnoii ta
pedahohichnoii psykholohii: zb. nauk. prats' –
Problems of general and pedagogical psychology:
coll. of scientific works. Vol. IX, Part 5, 25–
32 [in Ukrainian].

7. Boryshevs'kyi, M. Y. (2006). Dukhovnist' yak mira
dovershenosti osobystosti. Problemy zahalnoii ta
pedahohichnoii psykholohii: zb. nauk. prats' –
Problems of general and pedagogical psychology:
coll. of scientific works. Vol. VIII, Issue 6, 26–
31 [in Ukrainian].

8. Dobrovols'ka, L. P., Tretiakova, I. S.,
Fedorova, O. V. (2015). Dukhovnyi svit osobystosti
maibutnioho pedahoha v umovakh ekolohizatsii
kul'turno-osvitnioho prostoru: monografiia. MelItopol:
Vyd-vo MDPU im. B. Khmelnytskoho [in Ukrainian].

9. Zelinchenko, A. (1996). Psikholohiia dukhovnosti.
Moscow: Izd-vo Transpersonalnogo
instituta [in Russian].

10. Koriakina, N. A. (2001). Ot dukhovnoi kul'tury
predkov k dukhovnoi kul'ture uchitelia.
Yakutsk [in Russian].

11. Kratkii psikhologicheskii slovar' (1999).
A. V. Petrovskii, M. G. Yaroshevskii (Ed.). Rostov
n/D: Feniks [in Russian].

12. Nechyporenko, A. O. (2012). Psykolohichni aspekty
dukhovnosti osobystosti. Aktual'ni problemy
praktychnoii psykholohii. Zbirnyk naukovykh prats' –
Important problems of practical psychology. Coll.
of scientific works, 352––356 [in Ukrainian].

13. Pomytkin, E. O. (2007). Psykolohiia dukhovnoho
rozvytku osobystosti: monohrafiia. Kyiv: Nash
chas [in Ukrainian].

14. Savchyn, M. V. (2001). Dukhovnyi potentsial liudiny.



VERSUS

50

16. . .   
. , 2005. 106 .

17.  . .   . .:
, 1992. 511 .

18.  . .   .
 . 1989.  8. . 7.

19.  . .   :
, ,  .

 -  : 
 .  .: -  

«  », 1999. . 14. . 123–129.
20.  . .    

   .
     

. .    .  .
. . . ., 2012. . XIV. . 1. . 397–

404.

Ivano-Frankivsk [in Ukrainian].
15. Syluianova, N. V. (1990). Dukhovnost' kak sposob

zhiznedeiatel'nosti cheloveka. Filosofskiie nauki –
Philosophical sciences, 12, 100–104 [in Russian].

16. Tiurina, T. H. (2005). Shliakhy dukhovnoho
formuvannia osobystosti. Lviv [in Ukrainian].

17. Frank, S. L. (1992). Dukhovnyie osnovy obshchestva.
Moscow: Respublika [in Russian].

18. Shevchenko, G. P. (1989). Dukhovnoie razvitie
uchashchihsia. Sovetskaia pedagogika – Soviet
pedagogy, 8, 7 [in Russian].

19. Yuzvak, Zh. M. (1999). Dukhovnyi rozvytok
osobystosti: problemy, hipotezy, teoretychna model.
Dukhovnistl i khudozhnio-estetychna kul'tura –
Spirituality and artistic-aesthetic culture. Vol. 14,
123–129 [in Ukrainian].

20. Yaremchuk, S. V. (2012). Problema dukhovnosti
v protsesi profesiinoii pidhotovky maibutnik
pedahohiv. Zbirnyk naukovykh prats' Instytutu
psykholohii imeni H. S. Kostiuka – Collection
of scientific works of the Institute of Psychology named
after H. S. Kostiuk. Vol. XIV, Ch. 1, 397–
404 [in Ukrainian].

 : Information about the author:
  

oliakochkurova55@gmail.com
  

   
. , 20, . ,

 ., 72312, 

Kochkurova Olha Volodymyrivna
oliakochkurova55@gmail.com

Melitopol Bohdan Khmelnytsky
State Pedagogical University

20 Hetmans'ka St., Melitopol,
Zaporizhia region, 72312, Ukraine

doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.7905/vers.v0i9.1965 doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.7905/vers.v0i9.1965

 : 16.05.2016 .
  : 28.06.2017 .

Received at the editorial office: 16.05.2016.
Accepted for publishing: 28.06.2017.

: Reviewer:
  ,

  . .
Doctor of Philosophical Sciences, Professor

Troits'ka T. S.


	ДУХОВНИЙ РОЗВИТОК ОСОБИСТОСТІ: СОЦІАЛЬНО-ФІЛОСОФСЬКИЙ АНАЛІЗ

