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Chayka G.V. Features of value orientations of computer game abusers. The article pre-

sents the dynamics of value orientations of today's youth under influence of new information tech-

nologies. A system of value orientations is formed and developed with growth and development of 

an individual. Prerequisites for actual execution by a system of value orientations of all its regula-

tory functions are formed ultimately only in adolescence. The paper shows that, in addition to age 

factors, changes in the socio-cultural environment affect onto changes of a sustainable of value ori-

entation system. Information society and development of new computer technologies contribute to 

formation of a number of new subculture phenomena, which is reflected in the system of value ori-

entations of gamers. Major participants of the “gamers” subculture are teens and students. This is 

the age, when choices of subjectively important values, building of value systems become domi-

nant. A system of principles built around values becomes later a life strategy. An experimental 

study is described that compared the systems of value orientations of individuals who abuse com-

puter games, and those who play games safely. The findings of the conducted study are: people who 

abuse computer games relate to life a little "relaxed". They want to spend their lives for fun, in a 

pleasant environment, do not like taking on responsibilities. On the other hand, studied student who 

take easy with computer games are more targeted. They value a good education, health, more fo-

cused on the intellectual and personal development and self in general. 

Keywords: system of values, self-organized systems, gamers, computer games 
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Shmarhun V.M. Intellectual competence of personality. The development of intellectual 

abilities and talents in educational systems appears as a strategic resource of Ukrainian society. That 

is why there is an urgent need to move from describing the nature of intelligence theories to 

practical design content of school and university education. Thus, at present the main lines of 

research skills should be focused on the study of general cognitive ability (intelligence, intellectual 

competence, creativity, navchalnosti) and their expressions in terms of educational, professional 

activity, interpersonal interaction. 

Study of intelligent personality traits is motivated by attempts to fill the existing gap between 

intellectual and personal aspects.The content of intellectual and personal unity is coursed by the 

unity of their psychological mechanism, in which impersonal intelligence and non-intelligent person 

does not exist. Any intellectual quality of the individual as a complex integrated formation with 

characteristic multilevel relations - is a monosystem, which is a substructure of such systematic 

formation, as a person.  

Ontological theory of intelligence gives the opportunity to explore and explain human 

intellectual achievement, because it would facilitate the analysis of the new phenomenology of 

intelligence - intellectual competence as a form of general abilities in the context of the peculiarities 

of individual mental experience of the individual. 

Key words: mental experience, intellect, intellectual competence, complex psychodiagnostics 

of abilities. 


