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O6pa3 cemMmbMn y fgeteu

cTapLuero AOLIKOJIbHOro Bo3pacrTa,
BOCMUTbLIBaAIOLLMNXCS B CEMbSIX
pas3siIn4HOro couunanbHO-
3KOHOMMYECKOro craTtyca
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anna.shvedovskaya @ mgppu.ru
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B ctatbe paccmatpuBaeTcs o6pa3 ceMbu y pebeHKa Kak 0auH U3 BaXHeENLMX ak-
TOPOB MNCUXONOrn4eckoro U couuanbHOro pa3BnuTuA ,u,eTe|7| cTapLuero AoLWKOJIbHO-
ro Bo3pacra. OTmMevaercs, YTo, COrnacHo pe3ynbTaTtamMm MOHUTOpWHra HaumoHanb-
HOW cTpartermmn B uHTepecax getent PO (2012-2017 rr.), Heob6xoaMmo pacnpocTpa-
HATb Jy4lUMe coumanbHble NPakTUKM B3aMOAENCTBMA C pe6eHKOM B pamKax pas-
NNYHBIX COLManbHbIX MHCTUTYTOB, B TOM YUCE U CeMbU. AHaNM3VpyeTCsa B3avMo-
CBf3b COLMANbHO-3KOHOMMYECKOrO cTaTyca CeMbW C OCOGEHHOCTAMU obpasa ce-
MbM y peTel. MoguepkmsaeTcs, 4To B3anmocesde COC n o6pasa cemby y pebeHka
HOCWT OnocpefoBaHHbI XxapakTep, a Cy6GbeKTYBHOE S3KOHOMMYECKOe 6narononyyve
onpepenseT OUEHKY W BOCNPUATUE CEMbEel CBOEro COLManbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOro
cTatyca. 310 BNMSIET Ha CEMENHOE (PyHKLMOHMPOBaHUE, YTO, B CBOK O4Yepefp,
onpefenseT xapakrep nepexvsaHus pebeHKOM CeMeriHoOn cutyaumm n obpas ce-
MbUW. AHanNM3vpys B3anMOCBS3b CYOGBLEKTUBHOMO 3KOHOMMUYECKOro 651arononyqms
YNEHOB CEMbU C 06pPa3oM CeMbM y pebeHKa, 0TMeYaeTCs TeHAEHUMS K yBenuye-
HUIO NPU3HAKOB Hebnaronony4us B o6pase cemMbMm y pebeHKa B cryqae HapactaHms
y poauTener Npu3HakoB (hMHAHCOBOMO CTpecca, PMHAHCOBOW AEMPUBUPOBAHHOCTM
1 (hMHAHCOBOW TPEBOXHOCTY. MNpUBOAUTCA IMMUPUHECKAs TUMONOrMs 06pa3os ce-
MbM, KOTOpble (HOPMUPYIOTCA Y AETEN U3 CEMEN Pa3fNyHbIX COLMO-3KOHOMUYECKNX
rpynn: 6narononyyHbln 06pa3 cembk «bnarononyyHas cembs», obpa3 cembh C
anemMeHTamu Hebnaronony4us «Heycrtonumeas cembs», 06pa3 AUCTAHTHOM CEMbU
«[IMCTaHTHasA ceMbsi», KOH(PIMKTHBIN 06pa3 ceMbU «KOHDNMKTHAs ceMbs», Hebna-
ronosyyHbIN 06pa3 ceMbU «Hebnaronony4yHas ceMbs».

KnroyeBble cnoBa: 06pa3 cemMbM, COLMANbHO-9KOHOMUYECKUIA cTaTyc, CyObek-
TUBHOE 6naronor|y'-me, AOETCKO-poanTenbCKkne OTHOLLEHUA.
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BBepeHune

CornacHo COBpPEMEHHbIM MPeACTaBNeHUsM
0 JeTepMUHaHTax MCUXMYECKOro passuTus, 6mu-
Xanlee ceMenHoe OKpYyXeHue SBNAeTCA OQHUM
U3 BaXKHEMLLMX WMHCTUTYTOB couuanu3auum pe-
6eHka [2; 3; 9; 11; 15]. Cneundmka coTpygHuYe-
cTBa C 6NM3KMM B3POCIbIM B CEMbE COCTOUT, B
TOM 4ucrie, B MO3HAHUM U OLEHKE PEGEHKOM apY-
roro n ce6s [2; 9; 12; 21]. NpogykTamn B3anmo-
OENCTBMA CO B3POC/bIM ABMAOTCA 06pa3 cebs u
Opyroro, a Takxe 06pa3 B3aMMOOTHOLLEHWIA, BO3-
HMKatoLLMX B NpoLecce B3anmogencTeums [1; 2; 8;
9; 12; 15]. CopepxxaHnem obpasa cemMbU B AaH-
HOM KOHTEKCTE SBNSETCA CyObEKTMBHASA pernpe-
3eHTauus YacTtm obpasa Mmpa, a UMEHHO — CUCTe-
Mbl 3HA4YMMbIX OTHOLLEHWI B CeMbe, XapakTepu-
3yloLLencs onpegeneHHbIMN CBA3SMU ee YNEeHOB.
O6pa3 cembk NpeacTaBnseT cobon pedynbTar oT-
paXKeHus B MHOMBUOYanbHOM CO3HaHUW peanbHO-
ro onbiTa CeEMeNHOro B3anmopencTeus [7; 8; 10;
16; 19; 20]. Y pebeHKa OH HOCUT perynupyoLLnii,
HanpaBnSAOLLNA, KOHTPONMPYIOLLMIA XapakTep
onpepenseT TakTUKy B3aMMOOENCTBUA C poauTe-
NAMU U OPYrMMU YeHaMM CEMbM, a TaKxe nepe-
JaeT CyObeKTUBHbIA, aKTUBHbIN U LIENOCTHBIV Xa-
pakTep nepexuBaHui pebeHKOM OCOBGEHHOCTEN
BHYTPUCEMENHBIX OTHOLLEHMI. [pn 3TOM BaxHO
Yy4UTbIBATb, YTO CEMbS BKIOYaeTCcs B 6osee LWu-
POKUIA KOHTEKCT — coLmasbHbIA, 3KOHOMUYECKINIA,
KYNbTYPHbIA, NOUTUHECKUA, PACOBO-3THUHECKNIN
[4; 5; 15; 16; 22]. 3apybexHble uccregoBaHus
NnoKasblBaloT, YTO CYLLECTBYIOLLME B COBPEMEH-
HOM 06LLIeCTBE BapnaHTbl COLManNbHOro HepaBeH-
CTBa — reHfepHble, obpa3oBartesibHble, pacoBo-
dTHN4YeckKune, mMaTtepuasibHO-UMyLLleCTBEHHbIe,
TeppuTOopuanbHble M Mp. — OKa3blBalOT Cylle-
CTBEHHOE B/IMSIHME HA peanun3aumtio CEMbeN CBOMX
yHKUMIA [22; 23; 24; 25]. [pu aTOM coumanbHo-
9KOHOMMWYECKUIA CTaTyC CEMbM B3aUMOCBS3aH C
OCOBEHHOCTAMU BHYTPUCEMENHBIX OTHOLLUEHUIA U
HaxoOuT CBOe OTpaxeHwe B obpase ceMbu y pe-
6eHKa. [loag coumanbHO-3KOHOMUYECKMM CTaTy-
COM CeMbM MOHMMAETCA ObLLee MOSIOXEHME ce-
MbW B CWUCTEME COUMaNbHOM CTpaTudmKaumu,
onpegensemMoe ypoBHEM 1 CTPYKTYPOW cpefHeny-
LLEeBbIX JOXOL0B N PaCXOfoB CEMbM, a TakXe OT-
HOLLUEeHUAMMN HJ1ieHOB CeMbU K CBOEMY MaTepualib-
HOMY MOMOXEHWIO (NEPEXMBaHNEM CYObEKTUBHO-
ro 3KOHOMMYeckoro 6naronosny4yms) [18].

84

[Mpobnema nayyeHna obpasa cembmn y pebeH-
Ka B COBPEMEHHbIX YCMOBUAX NPUOBPETaET OCO-
6yl0 aKTyarnbHOCTb NO psgy npuuuH. B ycnosu-
X 0OTMe4Yaemol B 06LLeCTBE TEHAEHLUMN K CMeHe
TPaOVLMOHHBIX CEMENHBbIX LIEHHOCTEN, [OeTCKO-
POAUTENBCKUX, MOSIOPOSIEBBIX, CYMPYXECKMUX Po-
new copmupoBaHve obpasa cembW y pebeHka
TpebyeT oThAeNnbHOro aHanunsa [6]. ccneposaHus
NoKasbIBatoT, YTO B COBPEMEHHON CEMbe Habnio-
JaloTCs Takme KPU3WCHble ABMEHUS, KaK CHMXe-
HVWEe OTHOCWUTENIbHOW [ONW nap, BCTyMmawoLux B
6payHble OTHOLLEHMS, POCT YMcna pa3BodoB, KO-
NindeCTBa HEMOJTHbIX UNU anbTepPHaTUBHbIX CeMeI7I,
HU3KUIA YPOBEHb POXAAEMOCTW, AUCTapMOHUS B
cdhepe CynpyxXeckux, AETCKO-POAMTENbCKUX OT-
HoweHun [1]. B HacTosllee BpemMs npeacTasns-
€eTCsl HeOCTaTOYHO M3Y4YeHHOW npobnema gop-
MUpoBaHua y pebeHka obpasa CemMbu U COOTHe-
CeHns 0cobeHHOCTeN obpasa cembM € coLmarnbHO-
SKOHOMUWYECKMMMU YCIIOBUAMM XM3HN CEMbM.

Martepuansl 1 meToAbl UCCNeAOBaHUSA

[aHHoe wunccnepgoBaHve MOCBALLEHO W3Yy4e-
HWUIO B3aMMOCBA3N o6pasa cembu pebeHka cTap-
Llero [OOLUKOSIbHOrO BO3pacta C coumanbHo-
9KOHOMMYECKUM cTaTtycoM ero cembn. Obpas
CeMbM paccMmaTpmBaeTCs Kak AuHaMmyeckoe 06-
pa3oBaHue, MeHsIoLeecs B OHTOreHese C BO3-
pacToM WNN B CBS3U C U3MEHEHUAMWN aKTyaslb-
HOM cuTyaummn passuTusa peberka. OH nepepaet
CYyOBbEKTVBHbBIN, aKTUBHbIA W LIENOCTHbIA Xapak-
Tep nepexunBaHnin pe6eHKoOM 0CO6EHHOCTEN BHY-
TPUCEMENHBLIX OTHOLLEHWUI U BKIlOYAeT B cebs
KOTHUTUBHBIA M 3MOLUMOHASBHbIA KOMMOHEHTHI.
MocnegHun cBfizaH C OTHOLWEHMEM (OLlEHKOM
WM CaMOOLIEHKOW), a NepBbI — C NpeacTaBne-
HUAMK O cebe Kak O YneHe CEMbM, O OPYruxX Yne-
Hax CeMbM, a TaKXe O CEMbE B LiENOM.

["OBOPS O HANMYMM B3aMMOCBSA3U MexXay Ma-
TepuanbHbIM 61arononydnemM n BHYTpUCEMEN-
HbIM B3aMMOAENCTBMEM, HEOOXOOMMO OTMe-
TWUTb, Y4TO YpPOBEHb AOXOOOB ONpepensieT pas-
MYMA B XU3HEHHBIX CTaHgapTax cemen — Ko-
NIM4eCcTBE U KayecTse MoTpebriseMbiXx TOBapoB
W ycnyr, ynobctee 1 KOMAopTe YCNOBUM XU3-
HW, BO3MOXHOCTW NpoBedEeHNss COBMECTHOIO A0-
cyra, nony4yeHMM KayeCTBEHHOro o6pa3oBaHusi
W T. A. ViccnepoBaHna nokasblBaloT, HYTO HU3KOe
CcoLManbHO-3KOHOMNYECKOE MOJSIOXKEHWNE BbI3bl-
BaeT y Nofen Cy6GbeKTMBHOE BOCMPUATUE «HE-
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paBeHCcTBa» W onpefenser CBA3aHHble C 3TUM
OLEHKM, OTHOLLEHMUSs, nepexuBaHusa. Huskuin
coumarnbHO-3KOHOMUYECKUIA CTaTyC Cnoco6CTBY-
€T MOSIBIIEHNIO COCTOSIHMSA CTpaxa, HeyBepeHHO-
CTW, HU3KOW CaMOOLEHKM, COLManbHOM M30.s-
LK, CNOXHOCTEN B MPUHSATUN PELLEHUA U BO3-
MOXHOCTSIX KOHTPOns. HepaBeHCTBO B XXWU3HEH-
HbIX CTaHAapTax onpenenseT HepaBeHCTBO BO3-
MOXHOCTEN B WCMONb30BaHUN 3NPEKTUBHBLIX
Mep M crnoco6oB B 60pb6e C BO3HUKAKOLLMMMU
XW3HEHHbIMW npobnemamu [22-25]. B PO npu-
HATa HauunoHanbHasa ctpaterus 4encTBui B UH-
Tepecax geten (2012—2017 rr.), K OCHOBHbIM Ha-
npaBfieHNAMN KOTOpOW OTHocuTcs «CemerHas
nonuTnka petcTeoc6epexeHns». MOHUTOPUHI
peanusaumu cTpaTtermm nokasblBaeT, YTO BbICO-
KU pUck 6€0HOCTU NPWU POXAEHUN LOeTen 0Co-
6€HHO BblpaXKeH B MHOrOAETHbIX 1 HEMOSHbIX Ce-
MbsX. K TpebyroLLmmM 0co60ro peLLeHnst OTHOCAT-
cs Takke npobnembl pacnpoCTpPaHEeHHOCTU ce-
MEeNHOro Hebnaronony4ms N HU3Kasa apPeKTnB-
HOCTb NpodounakTnyeckon paboTsbl ¢ Hebnarono-
NYYHbIMKU CEMbAMU N AeTbMu [17].

Heob6xoaMmMo OTMETUTb, YTO B KOHTEKCTEe
MUCcCnefoBaHns B3aMMOCBA3N  MCUXUYECKOrO
pas3BuTua pebeHkKa 1 YCNOBUIA XU3HU ero ce-
MbW OCTalOTCA Mariou3y4eHHbIMU OTAENbHbIE
XapaKTepPUCTUKM obpasa CeEMbM, Ero CTPyKTypa
M (PyHKUMN, a TakXKe ero oCo6eHHOCTHN B cTap-
Lem JOLKONbHOM Bo3pacTte. Takum o6pas3om,
aKTyanbHOCTb Hallero uccnepoBaHus onpepge-
nseTca Heo6XoOUMOCTbIO BbISAB/IEHUA OCOGEH-
HOCTen obpasa ceMbM, cknapgbiBaroLlerocs y
pebeHKa cTapLuero AoLWKObLHOro Bo3pacTta Bo
B3aMMOCBSI3N C couMarnibHO-3KOHOMUYECKUM
cTatycom cembu. Bbino BbIABMHYTO npegno-
NOXEHME O TOM, YTO CYyLLECTBYIOT TUMNOMAOru-
Yeckne OCOBGEHHOCTM obpasa cemMbu Yy OeTen
cTapLuero OOLUKONIbHOro Bo3pacTa, O6YCnoB-
NEHHbIE OMbITOM MEPEXMBAHUSA BHYTPUCEMEN-
HOro B3aMMOLENCTBMS.

Pe3ynbTathbl

[ns pelueHvs NocTaBneHHbIX 3aaa4 B uccne-
[oBaHWUK 6bina npoeefeHa anpobdaums KoMMnek-
ca MeToavK A1 AMarHoCcTUKM obpasa cembu y pe-
6eHKa cTapLuero JOLIKOSIbHOrO BO3pacTa, a Tak-
Xe Ans AnarHoCTUKM CoLmanbHO-3KOHOMNYECKOro
cratyca cembW. ICNonb30BaHHbIW HaMu guarHo-
CTUYECKNIA MHCTPYMEHTapuin Aenuincs Ha asa 6510-

ka «Pogutenb» 1 «PebeHok», pasnuyaromecs no
cTaTycy pecnoHgeHTa. bnok «Pe6eHok» BKto4an
B cebsa: meToauky «CemeiiHas Jocka», METOau-
Ky «MeXnMYHOCTHbIE OTHOLLEHUSI pebeHKa», me-
TOAMKY «PucyHOK cembu», MeToamky «CHoXEeTHO-
ponesas urpa B CeMbto», aBTopckas mogudu-
Kauus OrnpocHVMKa CyObEeKTUBHOMO 3KOHOMUYe-
cKoro 6naronony4us gna pgeten B.A. XalueHko
[12, 21]. bnok «PoguTens» BKMOYan: ONPOCHUK
CYOBLEKTMBHOIO 3KOHOMMYECKOro 6naronony4us
B.A. XalleHKo, aHKeTy AN onpegeneHns couu-
anbHO-3KOHOMMYECKOr 0 cTaTtyca cembm [8].

B uccnepgosanuun npuHsanu yvactue 90 geten
cTapLlero AoLWKonbHOro Bo3pacTta (ot 5,0 go
7,0 net) n 90 poagutenen (ot 20,0 po 47,0 neT).
et sAsnsanucek BocnMTaHHMKaMu YeTtbipex JOY
r. MockBbl 1 MockoBckoM 061acTu.

MccnepgoBaHue Bko4ano B cebs Asa atana.
Ha nepBowm aTane BbisiBNeHa cneumdguka obpasa
CceMbuy fileTel cTapLuero AOLLKONbHOro Bo3pacra
N 0COBEHHOCTU 06 BLEKTUBHOM U CyObEKTUBHOW CO-
CTaBNSAOLWNX COLMANBbHO-9KOHOMUYECKOrO CTa-
Tyca B CeMbsIX C AeTbMU CTapLUero JOLUKOMbHO-
ro sospacra. Ha BTopom aTarne npoBefeH aHa-
N3 B3aMMOCBA3N MexXy 0CO6eHHOCTAMU obpa-
3a CeMbW 1 NoKasaTensiMuM CyOGbEKTUBHOMO KO-
HOMMYECKOro 6narononyymns y geten crtapLuero
[OLLKOSbHOMO BO3pacTa M3 ceMein pasnnyHoro
CoLManbHO-9KOHOMMYECKOr 0 cTaTtyca.

PesynbTathl mnccnegoBaHus obpasa Cembu Yy
[eTeln cTapLuero OOLUKOSILHOro Bo3pacta nokasa-
N cneumnadmrKy BbIPAXEHHOCTU 3HAYMMbIX KOMIMO-
HEeHTOB obpas3a cembi Mo BbIGOPKE M MO3BONMUIN
BbIAENWTb TUMbI 06pa3a cembu y Aeten. Ha ocHo-
BE KNacTepHOro aHanu3a pesynbraTtoB 06Cnefo-
BaHUA BbIGOPKM NPefnoXeHa aMmmpuyeckass -
rnonorusi obpasa cembu y OeTe crapllero fo-
LUKONMbHOrO BO3pacTa, BKYawLWasa natb TUMOB:
«bnaronony4yHas cembsi», «HeycTonumeas cembsi»,
«[IncTaHTHas cembs», «KOH(PNUKTHasA cembsa» U
«He6naronony4Hasa cembs». B ncnonbayemom au-
arHOCTUYECKOM MakeTe MEeTOAUK K OCHOBHbIM Xa-
pakTepucTMkam obpasa ceMbm y pebeHKa OTHOCAT-
CA noKasaTesin BbIPaXXEHHOCTU 3MOLMOHANbLHOro
OTHOLLIEHMS pebeHKa K poauTensam v Opyrum une-
HaMm CeMbM (OMCTaHUMs, MHTEHCUMBHOCTb, 3MOLIMO-
HanbHas OKpacka), OCOGEHHOCTEW NepeXuBaHWN
pebeHKa B CUTyauusix CEMEVHOro obLieHus (06-
LLIMA, MHTErpMpOBaHHLIN nokasartens 6naronosny-
4umsi), 0COBEHHOCTEN CcTpaTernm noBeaeHns pebeH-
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Ka B KOH(ONMUKTHBIX U hpyCTPUPYIOLLMX CUTYaLMaX
(BbIp@XXEHHOCTb arpeccuBHO-HACTYNaTENbHbIX UK
3aLUMTHbIX TEHAEHLUMI MPY O6LLIEHNMN C BIIN3KUMN).

WcecnepoBaHne nokasano, 4to Tun «bnaro-
rosly4Has ceMbsi» XapakTepuadyeTcs TEM, YTO ne-
pexvBaHusa pebeHKa oTpaxatoT YyBCTBO CEMEW-
HOW LENOCTHOCTU U CMJIOYEHHOCTU. PebeHoK, B
cny4yae Heo6XoAMMOCTW, OPUEHTUPYETCHA Ha Nog-
OEPXKY U NMOMOLLIb CO CTOPOHbI CEMENHOMO OKpY-
XeHus. B obpase cembn y pebeHka B3avMOOT-
HOLLEHMS C POAUTENSMM 3MOLIMOHANBbHO HacCbl-
LWEHHbl M MO3UTUBHO 3MOLMOHANbHO OKpaLle-
Hbl. Pe6eHOK oLLyLLaeT He60MbLLYIO COUMarbHYHO
OMCTaHUMio ¢ 6nu3KnMK, OBYCMOBIIEHHYIO pac-
npepeneHnem ponen B cembe. Npn aTom B 06-
pase cemMbl pebEHOK YyBCTBYET Ce6S NOMHOLIEH-
HbIM YYaCTHUKOM OOLLIEHWs, CBOOOAHO Bblpaxa-
€T CBOW MbIC/IX U 3MOUMK, BOCMIPUHUMAET POaU-
Tenen NpUHMMaLLMMK, fapsALLMMK NTI060BbL U 3a-
60TnMBbIMK. [1eTn ¢ AaHHbIM TMNOM obpasa ce-
MbW HE UCMbITLIBAIOT TPEBOMM U CTpaxa B cuUTya-
LMAX CEMENHOMO 06LLEHNS, B CUTyaLMSAX CTOMKHO-
BEHWUSI MHTEPECOB C KEM-IMO0 U3 YNIEHOB CEMbM
HaxXoOAaT Crnocobbl MO3UTUBHOIO BbIXOOA U3 HUX.

B oTnnuune ot «6naronony4yHoro» tuna o6-
pasa cembMu, TUN «HeycTonumBasa cembsi» Xa-
pakTepuayeTcs TEM, H4TO AETU MOryT anu3oguye-
CKW NepexuBaTtb CTpeMEHNe K 605bLLEN yCToN-
4YMBOCTU CeEMeNHOM cuctembl. Ha doHe obLuero
aMouMoHanbHOro 6narononyyma OeTu OaHHOMW
rpynnel B 06pase cemMbi 06HAPYXUBAKOT NPU3Ha-
KM 3Nn30ON4ECKN UCNbITbIBAEMOro ANCKOMAOpP-
Ta 1 cTpecca B CUTyaumnsix CEMenHOro obLleHus.
OMoumoHanbHas 1 coumarnbHas gucTaHums ¢ po-
anTensMmn sBnsieTcs HebGOomNbLUOW, OQHaKO cTa-
OUNbHO MHTEHCUBHBIX, MOJIOXUTENBbHO 3MOLMO-
HanbHO OKpaLLEHHbIX B3aMMOOTHOLLIEHWIA C poa-
HbIMW He OTMevaeTcsa. [leTn gaHHOW rpynnbl Mo-
ryT ucnblTbiBaTb 6ECMOKOWCTBO MpWU O6LLEHUN
C KEM-NINGO U3 YNIEHOB CEMbW (YaLle C OTLOM),
OLLyLLIaTb AaBIEHNE U HeNpusTUE.

Tun «[JuctaHTHas ceMbsi» XapakTepusyert-
csl TeM, 4TO pebGeHOK WUCMbITbIBAET HeJoCTaToK
3MOLMOHANBHON NOAAEPXKN N OTBEPXEHUE CO
CTOPOHbI poauTenen, 4yBCTBO HE3HAYMTENbHO-
CTW B cuTyaumsax cemerHoro obLueHus. B o6pa-
3e ceMbM Y pebeHKa BHyTpUceMernHasa cutyaums
He ABNAEeTCs NO3UTMBHO OKpalleHHOW. PebeHok
UCMbITbIBAET AenpuBaumuio 61n3Koro O6LLEHUN
C poauTensMm, ConepexnBaHna CBOUM UHTepe-
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caM CO CTOpOHbI 6nM3kux. CoumanbHas n 3amo-
LMoHasibHas AUCTaHUMA MeXAy HAM U 61IN3KUMHK
BOCMpUHMMAETCA pebeHKOM KaK 3Ha4duTenbHas,
BblpaXKeHa TeHAeHUUs YOOBNETBOPSATL CBOMU MO-
TPEBHOCTU B NPUHATUN B CUTYaLMSAX BHECEMEN-
HOro O6LLIEHUS.

Tun «KoHAMKTHas ceMbsi» XapakrepusyeTcst
TeM, 4TO [OeTU NepexmBatoT HeratMBHO 3MOLMO-
HasbHO OKpaLLEHHOE B3aMMOZENCTBUE C YeHamMu
cembn, B 06pase cembk y pebeHka HabmogatoT-
cA NpU3HaKkuM TPeBOrn U cTpecca. HabnogatoTtes
NPU3HaKM B3aMMHOIO (C Pas3nUyHbIMK HNieHaMu
CeMbW) HEYLOBOMbCTBUA U pasdpaXeHus, Hecno-
COBHOCTU 3h(PEKTUBHO B3aNMOLENCTBOBATL C Ce-
MeVHbIM OKpYyXeHneM. Pe6eHOK He BocnpuHMMa-
€T CBOI CEMbIO KaK Liernoe, 4acTo accoummnpys ee
C MNPOTUBOCTOAHMEM U KOHIMKTamn. HecmoTtps
Ha nepexuBaemyto pe6eHKOM HEOOMbLUYIO CoLn-
anbHylo OUCTaHLMIO MEXAY HM U poOCTBEHHUKA-
MW, OH 3a4acCTylo CTPEMUTCH ee yBenn4inTb. [etu
N3 OaHHOW rpynnbl He BNafeT cnocob6ammn nosu-
TUBHbIX BbIXOOB 13 KOH(PIMKTOB, 4acTo pearnpy-
tOT Ha HUX NOAABMIEHHOCTbIO, MNayem.

Twun co6CTBEHHO «HebnaronosnyyHas cemMbsi»
OT/INHaETCs TEM, HTO NepexuBaHns pebeHka Ho-
CAT Xapakrep TpeBoru, cTpecca u ctpaxa B cu-
Tyauum cemerHoro B3aumogencTems. Y peben-
Ka HabnoparTes TeHOEHUMN K n3beraHuto 06-
LLieHUs], NPOSIBIIEHNIO caMoarpeccum n arpeccum
MO OTHOLLIEHMIO K OKpY>XatoLmm. [Npu aToM 613-
Kne B3pOCIble He NPUHUMAIOTCH PEOEHKOM Kak
aBTOPUTETHbIE N1LA, Pe6EeHOK cTapaeTcs CKpbl-
BaTb CBOM NEPEXUBAHUSA OT HUX.

WNHTepecHO OTMETUTb, YTO AOMN BblPaXXEHHO-
CTW TMNOB obpa3a cembk y pebeHka no Bbl6Op-
Ke cocTaBunu: 6naronony4Has cembs — 28%, He-
ycTonumeas ceMbsi — 22%, OUCTaHTHas CeMbs —
14%, KOHPNNKTHAA ceMbs — 18%, Hebnarononyu-
Hast ceMbsi — 18% OT 06LLEro KonmyecTea CeMe.

OnpepeneHne Cy6LEKTMBHOIO UM OGBLEKTMB-
HOr0 KOMMOHEHTOB COLIMASIbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOIO
ctaryca (C3C) pecrnoHOeHTOB MO3BOMWUIIO pas-
OenuTb BbIGOPKY MCCnedoBaHUsa Ha Tpu rpyn-
nbl: cembh ¢ HM3KMM CIC (30 cemeit), cembn
co cpegHum CIC (30 cemelt) u ¢ Boicokum COC
(30 cemen). Mpuyem, CyGbLEKTUBHBIA KOMMOHEHT
BKJIl0YaN BbISIBIIEHWE NepexusaHus coumanbHo-
3KOHOMMYECKOro 6n1arornonyymsa Kak co CTOpo-
Hbl poguTens, Tak U CO CTOPOHbI pebeHKa, a 06b-
€KTVBHbIA KOMMOHEHT BKJIOYan BbISIBNIEHNE UC-
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TOYHUKOB W YPOBHS [OXOOOB M CTPYKTYpy pac-
xof0B. NMpoBeAeHHbIN KOPPENALMOHHBIV aHanma
M NonapHoe CpaBHEHWE CPedHWUX 3HAYEHWIA Mo-
KasaTenem no Likanam CyObeKTUBHOIO 9KOHO-
MMYeCKOro 61aronony4ms (6 LWKan; MHAEKC 3Ko-
HOMMYECKOr0 ONTUMM3MA U YBEPEHHOCTU; WH-
JeKC CyObeKTMBHOW afeKBaTHOCTM [oxoda 3a-
npocam M NOTpe6HOCTAM JIMYHOCTW; MHOEKC Te-
KyLLero 651arocoCTosHUA CEMbU; MHOEKC DUHAH-
COBOW AENPUBUPOBAHHOCTU; UHAEKC SKOHOMUYE-
CKOro 6eCrnokoncTBa U TPEBOXXHOCTU; OBLLNIA UH-
[eKC CY6bEeKTMBHOMO 3KOHOMMYECKOro 6narono-
nyyns) nokasanu 3Hadumble pasnuuus (p<0,01)
no BCeM rpynnam BbIGOPKK (3 rpynmbl) Mo BCEM
wkanam COB (6 wkan). MNpy 3TOM BbISIBNEHO,
YTO CyLLECTBYET CTaTUCTUHECKM 3Ha4Mmas B3a-
MMOCBA3b MeXy nokasaTenem Cy6beKTUBHOIO
3KOHOMMYECKOro 651aronony4ns 1 06bEKTUBHOIO
KOMIMOHEHTa COLMAaNbHO-9KOHOMMYECKOro CTa-
Tyca y pogutenen no Bbibopke (0,992; p<0,01).
B kavecTBe [OMOSNHEHMSA HEOOXOAMMO OTMETUTD,
YTO TaKXe CyLLIeCTBYET CTaTUCTUHECKM 3HAYMMas
B3aUMOCBA3b MeXy 06LLMM nokasaTenem cyonb-
€KTMBHOIrO 3KOHOMWYECKOro 61aronosny4ms y po-
ovtenen ny geten (0,927; p<0,01).

Pe3ynbTatbl KOPPEnsauUMOHHOro aHanuaa,
CpaBHEHVs1 CpefHUX MoKasaTtenew, nonapHoe
CpaBHeHVe Tpynn Cemen, OTHOCALUMXCA K pas-
nn4HBIM ypoBHAM C3C, nokasanu Hanuyme 3Ha-
4YMMOM B3aUMOCBA3K komrnoHeHToB C3C 1 o6pa-
3a cembu y pebeHka. CyllecTByeT ctatmuctuye-
CKM 3Ha4vMMas B3anuMOCBA3b MeXIy CoLparbHO-
3KOHOMUYECKUM CTaTyCOM CEMbWU U CreayoLm-
MU nokasatenamu metoguknm «CemenHas po-
CKa»: MPOCTPaHCTBEHHbIM OTOaneHnem uryp-
Ku otua (p<0,05); npy COOTHECEHUN BbIGPAHHO-
ro KonmyecTsa uryp ¢ peasibHbIM COCTaBOM ce-
MbW — BKMIOYEHWE MOCTOPOHHMX (p<0,01); npwu
OLIEHKe HanpaeneHus B3rnsga — ¢ B3rnsgom dm-
rypku otua (p<0,01). Y geten B CEMbSIX C HU3KUM
CQ3C, no cpaBHEHWIO C AETbMU U3 APYrUX rpynn,
Yalle BCTpe4aeTCs BKIOYEHME MOCTOPOHHUX B
COCTaB paccTaHOBKM 4neHoB ceMbu (p=0,002).
OTmeTUM, 4TO B ceMbsax ¢ HM3kum CIC, B cpas-
HEHUN ¢ ceMbsaMUn €O cpegHuM COC, obLueHne
C MaMoW NponcxoauT Ha 60nbLUe IMOLMOHaSb-
HOWM 1 coumansHom guctaHumm (p=0,024), a npu
CpaBHEHUM C BbIOOPKOW AeTeN U3 CeMEN BbICO-
koro COC — ¢ otuom (p=0,008). Mpu aHanuse
cpefgHuX nokasaresnen no wkanam MeToAnKK OT-

MeyaeTcs, YTo Yy AeTeln U3 rpynnbl CEMeN C HU3-
kum C3C, No cpaBHEHMIO C BbIGOpKamu OeTem n3
ApYrux rpynn, Bbille nokasaTenu no npocTpaH-
CTBEHHOMY oOTAaneHuo curyp pogutenen; no
NCKaXKEHMIO peasibHOro cocTtaBa CemMbM Npu pac-
cTaHoBke (p<0,05); no napameTpy Bbi6opa hu-
ryp HeafeksaTHbIX pa3mepoB (p<0,05); a Takxe
oTMeyvaeTcs 6o5ee HU3Kas MHTEHCUBHOCTL B3a-
WMOOTHOLLEHWUIA HE TOMBbKO C POAUTENAMMW, HO U C
APYrMMU YneHammn cemMbM (3a UCKMIOYEHEM B3a-
MMOOTHOLLIEHWI ¢ 6paTbsamu/cecTpamm) (p<0,05).

AHanuanpysa obpas cembW y feTeN U3 cemen
¢ Hu3kum COC no pesynbtatam metoauk «Urpa
B CEMbIO» U «PUCYHOK CeMbu», MOXHO caenatb
BbIBOA O BbIGOPOYHOM MPEAnoYTEHNN KOHKPET-
HbIX Y1EHOB CeMbW U U36eraHnm Opyrux poACcTBEH-
HUKOB. [pu cpaBHeHUW Wrpbl OeTeln U3 cemen
cpegHero coumanbHO-9KOHOMUYECKOro cTaTyca
C WUrpovi Jetenl U3 CemMeln BbICOKOro coumanbHO-
9KOHOMMYECKOro cTaTyca y AeTen u3 cemew cpeg-
Hero COC oTmeyvaeTcsa 60ee HacToe paclumpeHme
peanbHOro cocTaBa CEMbM 3a CHET BKIHOYEHUS B
Urpy He CBAI3aHHbIX C HeW Nogen (3HaKoMbIX, Apy-
3€eW, yunTens, HHW). VIHTepecHo, YTo No pesynbTa-
Tam aHanu3a pUCYHKOB CEMbW y AeTen U3 AaHHON
rpynnbl 06HaPYXXeHbl CXOAHbIE TEHAESHUMN.

B uenom, aHanua gaHHbIX No MeToanKam gua-
FHOCTUKM 06pas3a ceMbu NO3BONAET CKa3aTtb, YTO
y oeTen B rpynne cememn Hu3koro C3C Hambonee
HanpsH>KeHHON cdepoil BHYTPUCEMENHOrO B3au-
MOZENCTBUA ABMAOTCA B3aUMOOTHOLLEHUS C OT-
LIOM, & TaKXe B3aMMOOTHOLLEHWS C APYrMMU Hie-
HaMK cembW (Osas, TeTs, ganbHue pPOOCTBEHHM-
K1), NPOXMBAIOLLIMMU C pe6eHKOM. Takxe B 06-
pase cemMbW y AeTeln faHHOM rpynibl CEMeNn Haxo-
1T CBOE OTpaXeHue He[oCTaTOK 3MOLMOHaNbHO
Tennoro obLLeHNs BCEX YNIEHOB CEMbU, HEXBATKA
COBMECTHO NPOBOAMMOro BPEMEHU, OTMEYaloTCA
NPU3HaKM TPEBOXHOCTU, dpycTpauumn n crpecca
B CUTyaumax B3aMMOOENCTBUS C YiieHammn CembM.

[oBops 06 O6LWMX TeHOeHUUsAX B3auMo-
CBA3W MnoKasaTtenen nepexuBaHus BHyTpuCe-
MelHoro B3anmopeicTema n COC, Heobxoam-
MO onpefenuTb cneunduKky ee BbIpaXXeHHOCTH
npw BblOAENEHHbIX TUNax obpasa cemMbW rnasa-
MU pebeHka. KonnyecteeHHas BbIpaXXEHHOCTb
ceMel, UMelLNX pasnnyHbIA coumanbHO-3Ko-
HOMWYECKWUI cTaTyc, B COOTBETCTBUM C TUNamm
obpasa ceMbu y pebeHka Nno BbIGOpPKe npen-
cTaBneHa B 1aén. 1.

87




LIsenosckasn A.A., 3arBosgkmuHa T.H0. O6pa3 cembW y AeTei cTapluero AOLUKONbHOro BO3pacTa, BOCMUTbI-
BaOLLMXCS B CEMbSX PA3NIMYHOIO COLMasIbHO-9KOHOMMYECKOro cTaTyca.

Mecuxonornyeckasn Hayka n obpasosaHue. 2016. T. 21. Ne 4

Tabnuua 1

PacnpepeneHue BbIGOPKM B COOTBETCTBUM C TUNOM 06pa3a cemMbU y pe6eHka
M YPOBHEM COLMaNIbHO-3KOHOMMYECKOro cTaTyca ceMbu

Tun o6pa3a
Bnaronony4Has | HeyctoiuuBas | [inctaHtHas | KoHdnukTtHas | He6naronony4Has
cembs ceMbs cemMbs cembs cembs

YpoBeHb COC

Huzknin C3C 5 2 4 11 8
Cpeghuii COC 10 10 4 3 3
Bbicokuin COC 10 8 5 2 5
Bcero cemeit 25 20 13 16 16

Ons NpoBEepKn 3HaA4YMMOCTU pacnpeneneHnsa
o6pa303 CeMbu B rpynnax cemen ¢ pa3nnyHbiM

C3C Mbl ncnonb3oBanu Kputepuin xu-kesagpar.
[aHHble NpeacTasneHbl B Tabs. 2.

Tabnuua 2

3HauMmocCTb pa3nuyui pacnpeaeneHus TUNOoB obpasa ceMbU B COOTBETCTBUM
c ypoBHeMm CIOC cemen

YposeHb COC

Huskun COC

Huzknin C3C

CpegnHuii C3C

2
X amMn=55,57"*

CpepgHuin C3C Bbicokuit C3C

Bbicokuit COC

2
X smn=12,43*

2 2
X own=s5,57" X amn=12,43*

2
x amn=1,03

2
X own=1,03

lMpumedaHne: cornacHo Tabnuue KpUTUYECKWUX 3HadveHun Kputepus (npy df =4), kpuTUYeckne 3HayveHus
Xn-kBapgpar=9,488 n 13,277; «**» — 3Ha4eHve noaTBepXAaeT pa3nu4uns B pacnpegeneHnm p<0,01; «*» — 3Ha4eHve

noaTeepXxaaeT pasnuyna B pacnpeneneHum p<0,05.

PacnpepeneHvne Tunoe obpasa cembu y pe-
6eHKa 13 cemeli ¢ pasHbim CIOC sBnaeTcs cratu-
CTUYECKM 3Ha4YMMbIM. V3 npeacTaBneHHbIX AaH-
HbIX BMOHO, YTO TMN obpas3a «Bnaronony4yHas
CeMbsi» MeHbLLEe BCEro NpeacTaBieH B CEMbSX C
HU3KNMM CIC (20%) 1 paBHO BbIpaXKeH Npu npwu
cpenHem n Beicokom CIC (no 40%).

e B 50% cembenn cpegHero u 40% ce-
Men Bbicokoro COC y feTelt BbipaxeH obpas
«HeycTon4meas cembs» 1 Bcero nuib B 10% ce-
mMew Hu3koro CIAC.

e O6pa3 «[ucrtaHTHasa cembs» MNPUMEPHO
pPaBHOMEPHO BbIPaXeH B rpynnax ¢ pasnuyHbIM
C3C: 31% — ¢ HM3KMM, 31% — co cpeaHuM 1 38%
— C BbICOKUM.

e Ob6pa3 «KOHMNMKTHAA CeMbsi» B OCHOB-
HOM xapakTepeH npu H1u3kom C3C — 69%, 19%
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— npu cpegHeM C3C 1 12% — Npu BbICOKOM.

e O6pa3 «HebnarononyyHas cembs» Bblpa-
XeH B 50% cemeW € HU3KuM, 19% — co cpegHuM
1 31% — ¢ Bbicokum CIC.

Kak Bugum, getm n3 cemen ¢ HU3kum C3C
no BbIGOPKe B ABa pasa pexe AEMOHCTPUPYIOT
6naronosyyHbIi 06pa3 ceMbu, YeM AeTU U3 apy-
rux rpynn. OTMeTVM Takxe TOT hakT, 4To 3Ha-
YynTenbHasa oons geten us cemen ¢ HU3kum COC
(63%) nmetoT Hebnaronosy4Hble 06pasbl CEMbU
(«KoHtbnvkTHas cembs» U «HebnarononyyHas
ceMbs»).

B tabn. 3 npefcrasneHbl pe3dynbTaThl KOppe-
NALMOHHOMO aHanu3a B3aumocBa3n obpasa ce-
MbW y feTel no BbIGOpKE C nokasarensMu no
LKanaMm CybbeKTMBHOIO 3KOHOMMYECKOro 6na-
ronony4ymsa (COB) nx pogutenei.
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Tabnuua 3

Pe3ynbTaTbl KOPppPeNsiLMOHHOIO aHanM3a nokasarenen o6pasa ceMbu y pe6eHKa n cybbek-
TUBHOIO 9KOHOMMYECKOro 6iaronony4ms y pogutenen npu pasnnm4HbiXx TMNax oépasa cembu

Mokasatenu no meToaukam K::&"Z::LT::T
1 2
Bnaronony4Has cembsi
PucyHok cembu OnpocHuk COb
OB nokazaTens HeGnaronony s ®uHaHcoBas AENPUBUPOBAHHOCTb 0,409; p<0,05
OKOHOMUYECKas TPEBOXHOCTb 0,423; p<0,05
MeTopauka PeHe XXuns OnpocHuk COb
OKOHOMUWYECKMIA ONTUMIU3M 0,657; p<0,01
Cy6beKTUBHas afeKkBaTHOCTb Aoxoma 0,619; p<0,01
OTHOLLEHWNE K MaTepu TekyLuee 61arococTosiHue ceMbu 0,658; p<0,01
®duHaHcoBas AenpUBUPOBAHHOCTb -0,554; p<0,01
OKOHOMUYECKasA TPEBOXHOCTb -0,504; p<0,05
OKOHOMUYECKMI ONTUMU3M 0,700; p<0,01
Cy6beKTUBHas afeKkBaTHOCTb Aoxoma 0,663; p<0,01
OTHOLLIEHWE K OTLY TekyLuee 61arococTosiHue ceMbu 0,653; p<0,01
®duHaHcoBas AENpPUBUPOBAHHOCTb 0,790; p<0,01
OKOHOMUYECKasA TPEBOXHOCTb 0,777; p<0,01
MeTtopguka K. JliopeBura OnpocHuk COb
ﬁ;‘rpchmeHHoe OTAANeHUE C pHrypKolt TekyLuee 61arococTosiHue ceMbu -0,504; p<0,05
Cy6beKTUBHas afeKkBaTHOCTb oxofa 0,554; p<0,01
HanpasneHnue B3rnsga Ha urypky marepu
TekyLuee 61arococTosiHue ceMbu 0,522; p<0,01
OKOHOMMUYECKUI ONTUMN3M 0,516; p<0,01
HanpaeneHue B3rnsga Ha uUrypky otua Cy6beKT1BHas afekBaTHOCTb [OX0AA 0,606; p<0,01
TekyLuee 61arococTosiHue ceMbu 0,507; p<0,01
OKOHOMUYECKas TPEBOXHOCTb 0,516; p<0,01
HeycTonumsas cembs
PucyHok cembu OnpocHuk COb
O6LWmMI NoKasaTtenb Hebnaronony4ms TekyLuee 61arococTosiHue ceMbu -0,511; p<0,05
JAncTtaHTHasa cembs
MeTopauka PeHe XXuns OnpocHuk COb
OKOHOMUYECKMI ONTUMIN3M -0,504; p<0,05
Cy6beKTUBHas afeKkBaTHOCTb Joxoma 0,723; p<0,01
OTHoLLBHUE K MaTep TekyLuee 61arococTosiHue ceMbu 0,631; p<0,05
®uHaHcoBas AeNpPUBUPOBAHHOCTb 0,766; p<0,01
OKOHOMUYECKasA TPEBOXHOCTb 0,789; p<0,01
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1 2
OTHOLLIEHWE K POOMTENSM Kak K pogutenb- | |EKyllee 6narococtosHue cembu 0,565; p<0,05
CKOM YyeTe ®duHaHcoBas AeNPMBMPOBAHHOCTb 0,676; p<0,05
DKOHOMUYECKasi TPEBOXHOCTb 0,650; p<0,05
Cy6beKTUBHASA afleKBaTHOCTb AoxoAa 0,633; p<0,05
OTHolleHWe K 6abyLuKe v AeayLike TekyLlee 6narococTosiHue cembi 0,586; p<0,05
®duHaHcoBas AENPUBMPOBAHHOCTb 0,657; p<0,05
OKOHOMUYECKasi TPEBOXHOCTb 0,598; p<0,05
KoHdnukTHasa cembs
MeTtoauka PeHe XXuns OnpocHuk C3b
OTHoLLeHue K maTepu Cy6bekTuBHas afekBaTHOCTb Joxoda 0,565; p<0,05
OTHoeHve K oTLy Cy6beKTUBHas afleKBaTHOCTb Aoxona 0,753; p<0,01
®duHaHcoBas AenpMBMPOBAHHOCTb 0,763; p<0,01
MeTtopauka K. JliogeBura OnpocHuk C3b
HanpaBneHvLi B3INAAA HA (UIYPKA [ipyrvX OKOHOMMYECKUIA ONTUMNIM 0,663; p<0,05
He6naronony4Hasi ceMbs
PucyHok cembu OnpocHuk C3b
O6Lwwmi nokasarenb Hebnarononyyms OKOHOMMYECKUIA ONTUMN3M -0,508; p<0,05
MeTtoauka PeHe XXuns OnpocHuk C3b
OKOHOMMYECKMIA ONTUMU3M 0,741; p<0,01
Cy6beKkTuBHas afeKkBaTHOCTb Joxoda 0,565; p<0,05
OTHOLLEHWE K MaTepu TekyLlee 61arococTosiHue ceMbu 0,597; p<0,05
®DuHaHcoBas AENPUBMPOBAHHOCTb -0,890; p<0,01
OKOHOMMYECKas TPEBOXHOCTb -0,914; p<0,01
Cy6beKkTuBHas afekBaTHOCTb fJoxoda 0,620; p<0,05
OrHoLeHve K oTLlY TekyLlee 6n1arococTosiHue ceMbu 0,606; p<0,05
®uHaHcoBas AENPUBMPOBAHHOCTb 0,553; p<0,05
OKOHOMMYECKas TPEBOXHOCTb 0,557; p<0,05

Kak Bugum, cyLlecTByeT CTaTUCTU4YECKU
3Ha4yMMas B3auMOCBA3b MeXZAy nokasaTens-
MU MepexuBaHus BHYTPUCEMENHOro B3avMoO-
JencTBus y pebeHka N CyObeKTUBHbBIM 3KOHO-
MUYECKMM 6naronosny4mem ero cemou (M poau-
Tenen, N pedeHka) Npu pasfivyHbIX TUNax 06-
pasa cembM.

Mpu Tnne obpasa cembun «bnaronony4Has
ceMbsi» MepexunBaHne 61aronofny4HbIX B3au-
MOOTHOLLIEHUI C MaTepPbIO 1 OTLIOM CO CTOPOHbI
pebeHKa CBfi3aHbl C HU3KMMMK MokKasaTensmm
P1HaHCOBOM AEeNPUBUPOBAHHOCTU N 3KOHOMU-
YecKoW TPeBOXHOCTU y pogutenen. MNpn atom

90

nepexvsaHne 61aromnony4ms B OTHOLLEHUSX C
OTLOM MMeeT o6paTHY B3aMMOCBSA3b C NMoKa-
3aTensaMu MOBbILLEHUA MPU3HAKOB (OMHAHCO-
BOro cTpecca y poautenen. 310 MOXeET 06b-
ACHATbCA pasnuynem OyHKLUA oTua 1 MaTepu,
Tak kak matepuanbHoe obecrne4yeHve cembu
Yalle BCero BO3faraeTcs Ha oTua, NoaToMy
€ro BO3MOXHOE 3MOLMOHANbHOE HanpsXeHne
B Clly4ae Hey[oBNETBOPEHHOCTU MO0 pe3Ko-
ro M3MEHEHUs1 COoUManbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOrO
MOSIOXEHUA CeEMbU TpaHcnmpyeTca pebeHky. Y
AeTen ¢ TMNOM o6pasa cembu «HeycTos4ynsas
CeMbsi» TPU MOHUXXEHUN POOUTENSIMU OLIEH-
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KN TeKkyLlero 6naroCoCTosiHUA CEMbWU yBENu-
YMBaETCA MepexmnBaHve NPU3HaKoB Hebnaro-
nonyyuns B obpase. To ecTb 4em 6onbLUE PO-
OUTENN [EeKNapupyloT HeyaoBIeTBOPEHHOCTb
TEKyLLUM MaTepuasnbHbiM  61aroCoCTOs T HUEM
CBOEW cembM, TeM 60sblle pebeHOK nepexu-
BaeT CeMeliHylo aucrapmoHuio. B rpynne pe-
Tewn ¢ TMnom obpasa «[ucrtaHTHasi ceMbsi» Xa-
paKkTEepPHO NepexuBaHme OTHOLLEHWA C POOHbI-
MW KakK OTCTP@HEHHbIE U 3MOLMOHASNbHO XO-
nopgHble. [laHHbIe CBMAETENBLCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO
YyeM 60sbLUE MPU3HAKOB (PMHAHCOBOrO CTpec-
ca u (ppyctpauumn obHapyxmeaeTcs y pogute-
nemn, TeM y pebeHka 6o0nee Tensble Nepexu-
BaHWS B3aWMOOTHOLLEHUI C 6abyLLUKOn 1 ge-
OyLKon. 3ameTnmM, 4TO Mexay cobon maTb
M oTewl MOryT 6bITb B rnasax pe6eHka 6nm3-
KW 1 BbICTyNaTb Ans pebeHKa Kak poauTenb-
ckas yeta. B rpynne peten ¢ o6pa3omMm cembu
«KOHQIMKTHass cembsi» 3HadYnMble B3aMMOC-
BA3K MNOJNTYYEHbl MeXAy OLEHKOW poauTensmu
CyObEeKTMBHOW afekBaTHOCTW goxoda u du-
HaHCOBOW [OENPUBUPOBAHHOCTU CEMbU U Ne-
pexuBaHnem pe6eHKOM OTHOLUEHMS K maTe-
pu 1 otuy. MNpn 3ToM AnNA gaHHOro Tuna xa-
pakTepHo, 4TO Yem 6onbLUe Yy poauTenen Bbl-
paxkeHa No3uTMBHasA OLEeHKa BEPOSITHOCTM Mo-
BbICUTb CBOW COLMASIbHO-3KOHOMUYECKUIA cTa-
TyC B 6nuxariiee Bpems, TeM 60bLle 3MO-
LMOHANbHO MNO3UTMBHO HACLILLEHHbLIX CBA3EN Y
pebeHka ¢ gpyrumMu YneHamm cembu. B rpynne
neten ¢ obpa3oM cembn «HebnaronosnyyHas
CcCéeMbsi» 3Ha4YuMble B3aunMOCBA3UN MNOJNyHeHbl
MeXxay nokasatensamu no Bcem wkanam COb
M OCOBEHHOCTSIMM OTHOLLEHMA pebeHka K Ma-
Tepu 1 oTuy. XapaKkTep Xe B3avMOCBA3N Noka-
3atenei no wkanam COB 1 xapaktep nepexu-
BaHWS OTHOLUEHWN pebeHKa C MaTepbi U OT-
LOM SIBNSIOTCA pas3nu4yHbiMKU. Bbicokme noka-
3arenu no wkanam UHAHCOBOro crpecca u
3KOHOMMYECKOM nenpnBnpoBaHHOCTU CBA3a-
Hbl ¢ 60M1ee NO3UTUBHbLIMW, TEMbIMU, AMOLIMO-
HaslbHO OKpaLUeHHbIMW OTHOLLEHUAMWU C MaTe-
pblo. A C OTLOM — MPOTMBOMOSIOXHAA TEHAEH-
LUmMs: 4eM BbiLLe (PrHaHCOBbLIN CTpecc y poauTe-
nemn, TeM Xy>X€ OTHOLLEHUA C OTLOM. JTO Tak-
Xe o6bsicHAeTCs pasnuymemM yHKUMA otua u
matepu B cembe. [Jaxe npu Hebnarononyy-
HOM obpase ceMbMu y pebeHKa curypa marte-
pu octaeTca Hanbonee 3Ha4YMMON U NO3UTUB-

HO OKpaLLeHHOW. Ba)HO OTMEeTUTb O6LLYIO TEH-
OEeHUMIO B JAHHOW rpynne — 4emM HWXe Mnoka-
3aTenn OUEeHKM poamTeNsiMu CBOMX BO3MOXHO-
CTEeW MO yNy4LEeHNIO (PUHAHCOBOIO NOSIOXEHUS
CeMbM, TEM 6OJbLUEE KOMYECTBO NPU3HaKOB
Hebnaronosny4mns ob6HapyxuBaeTca B obpase
CceMbM y pebeHka.

BbiBoabl

Mo pesynbratam wccnegoBaHUs Mbl MO-
XEeM roBOpUTb O TOM, YTO CYLLECTBYIOT TWMO-
nlorn4eckne ocobeHHoOCTM obpasa cembun y fe-
TEeN cTapllero [AOLWKOJSIbHOro Bo3pacTta, 06y-
CNOBJEHHbIE OMNbITOM MEPEXUBAHUA BHYTpUCE-
MEWHOro B3aMMOZENCTBUA, U CyLLIeCTBYET B3a-
MMOCBA3b TUMONOrMYECKMX OCOBEHHOCTEN 06-
pasa cemMbU U CYy6BLEKTUBHOMO 3KOHOMWYECKO-
ro 6narononyy4us cembu. Tunbl o6pasa ce-
MbW Yy LeTe U3 ceMeil CpefHero M BbICOKO-
ro coumasnbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOro cratyca B Le-
NOM CTaTUCTMHECKM Yalle OTHOCATCA K 6onee
6naronony4HeiM («BnarononyyHas cembs»,
«HeycTonumeas cembs»), 4emM y AeTen us ce-
Mel HU3KOro CoLuanbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOro CTa-
Tyca. lNpu3Hakn Hebnaronony4ma B obpase ce-
MbU Y pebeHKa ABMsATCA 6051ee BblPaXeHHbI-
MU B Crly4ae BbICOKMX MoOKasaTenen cyobek-
TMBHOrO komnoHeHta CIOC y poputenen — dum-
HaHCOBOro cTpecca, AenpUBMPOBAHHOCTU, Tpe-
BOXHOCTW, HEratMBHOM OLEHKW poauTens-
MW CBOEro MaTepuarnbHOro MOJIOXEHUS U KO-
HOMUWYeCKOn cuTyaumm B cTpaHe. [lpn 3ToMm
CYObEKTUBHLIN U  OOBLEKTUBHBLIA  KOMMOHEH-
Tbl COUMaNbHO-3KOHOMWYECKOrO cTartyca cTa-
TUCTMYECKN 3HAYMMO B3aMMOCBSi3aHbl Kak Yy
heTen, Tak M y B3pocsbiX. B ceMbsx HU3KOro
coumanbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOro cTaTtyca npeobtna-
JaloT NEeCCUMUCTUHECKME OLEHKU BHELLHUX U
BHYTPEHHWX YCNOBUA U3MEHEHWIA MaTepuanbHo-
ro 6naronony4usi; 4OXo4, N0 MHEHWIO UCTbITye-
MbIX, HE COOTBETCTBYET 3anpocam U NoTpebHo-
CTIM UX CeMeW; OHU HNU3KO OLIEHNBAIOT MaTepu-
arnbHOe MOJIoXeHMEe CBOMX CEMEW B LIEJIOM; OLLYy-
LIaKOT OCTPYI0 HEXBAaTKy [OEHEeXHbIX CPefcTBs;
npn 3TOM NMEKT CUINbHYIO CTENEHb Bbipa>XeHHOo-
CTK buHaHCoBOro ctpecca. B cembax cpepHe-
ro coumarnbHO-3KOHOMUYECKOro cTatyca npeo6-
napgatoT cpedHue rnokasaTenu o LiKane 3KOHO-
MU4eckoro ontMumMmuamMa n yBepeHHOCTU; UChbI-
Tyemble cpedHe WA Bbille cpedHero oueHunBa-
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0T TekyLuee 6n1aroCoCTOsiHNE CBOEN CeMbM, MO
nokasarensim bMHaHCOBOV OENPUBUPOBAHHOCTUN
He OLLyLLIalT OCTPOro HegocTaTka (PMHAHCOBBIX
CPELCTB, OOHAKO XOTenu 6bl yNyyLnTLCBOE (On-
HaHCOBOE MOJSIOXKEHNE; HE UMEIOT KpanHMX Npo-
ABNEHNN OMHAHCOBOro ctpecca. B cemMbsx Bbl-
COKOro  coumanbHO-3KOHOMMYECKOro — cTaTtyca
NPOLEMOHCTPMPOBaHbI MPEVMYLLIECTBEHHO Bbl-
COKME 3Ha4yeHusi No LuKane 3KOHOMUYECKOro
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A child’s family representation is one of the crucial factors of psychological
and social development in older preschoolers. The article emphasizes that the
relationships between a child’s family socioeconomic status (SES) and family
representation are mediated. Family members’ perception and evaluation of
their socioeconomic status are conditioned with subjective economic well-
being. It influences family functioning which, in its turn, conditions particular
characteristics of a child’s emotional experiences in family situation and his/her
family representations. The analysis of relationships between subjective economic
well-being of family members and a child’s family representations demonstrates
the trend to increase in severity of poor well-being markers in case of increase of
parental markers of financial stress, financial deprivation and financial anxiety.
An empirical classification of family representation types in children from families
with various SES is provided. It includes positive family representation “Favorable
family”, family representation with some elements of disharmony “Unstable family”,
representation of a distant family “Distant family”, conflict family representation
“Conflict family”, negative family representation “Unfavorable family”.

Keywords: family representation, socioeconomic status, subjective well-being,

child-parent relationships.

Introduction

According to state of the art research on de-
terminants of psychological development, fam-
ily environment is one of the most important
institutes for child socialization [2; 3; 9; 11; 15].
Interactions with adult family members, primarily
parents, facilitate a child’s cognition and assess-
ment of self and others [2; 9; 12; 21]. Interactions
with adults produce such constructs as repre-
sentations of self, of significant others as well
as the interpersonal relationships that stem from
the interactions [1; 2; 8; 9; 12; 15]. The content
of family representation in this context is consid-

For citation:

ered to be subjective representation of a part of
the “image of the world”, particularly, the system
of significant relationships within a family charac-
terized with certain links between its members.
Family representation is a result of reflection of
experience of actual family interactions in an in-
dividual consciousness [7; 8; 10; 16; 19; 20]. In a
child it has the functions of regulation, orientation
and control; conditions the style of interactions
with parents and the other family members; re-
flects subjective, active, and holistic nature of a
child’s emotional experiences of particularities of
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family relationships. It is necessary to account for
a wider family context: social, economic, cultural,
political, and ethnic [4; 5; 15; 16; 22]. International
body of research demonstrates that various types
of social inequality in the contemporary soci-
ety, including gender, educational, ethnic, finan-
cial, geographical, and the others, significantly
influence family functioning [22, 23, 24, 25].
Socioeconomic family status is related to charac-
teristics of family relationships and reflected in a
child’s family representation. Socioeconomic fam-
ily status is defined as the overall family position
in the social stratification system that depends on
the level and structure of per capita income and
expenses of a family as well as family members’
attitudes towards their financial position (subjec-
tive experience of economic well-being) [18].
Investigation of family representations in chil-
dren is highly topic in the contemporary society for
a number of reasons. Development of family rep-
resentations in children requires special analysis in
the conditions of emerging transformation of fam-
ily values, child-parent, gender, and spousal roles
[6]. Research show that contemporary families face
such crises as decrease in relative proportion of of-
ficial partnerships, increase in the numbers of divor-
ces and single-parent families, low birth rates, dis-
harmony in spousal and child-parent relationships
[1]. Currently the issues of development of a child’s
family representation and relationships between
its peculiarities and socioeconomic conditions of a
family life require more in-depth investigation.

Research materials and methods

This research is aimed at investigation of rela-
tionships between family representations in older
preschoolers and socioeconomic status of their
families. Family representation is regarded as a
dynamic formation that transforms in the ontogeny
or in the course of transformations of a child’s ac-
tual family situation. It reflects subjective, active and
holistic nature of a child’s emotional experience of
particular characteristics of family relationships and
includes cognitive and emotional components. The
first component is related to attitudes (assessment
or self-assessment) and the second one to repre-
sentations of oneself as a family member, of the
other family members, and of a family as a whole.

Discussing the links between financial well-be-
ing and family interactions it is necessary to con-
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sider that the level of income determines variations
of families’ life standards: amount and quality of
consumed goods and services, convenience and
comfort, possibilities for joint leisure, and access to
high-quality education etc. The relevant research
show that low socioeconomic status produces
subjective perception of inequality and conditions
the related attitudes, assessments, emotional
experiences. Low socioeconomic status contrib-
utes to the development of fears, uncertainty, low
self-assessment, social isolation, difficulties with
decision-making and agency. Inequality in life
standards leads to inequality in use of efficient
measures and means of overcoming tough situ-
ations [22—-25]. The Russian Federation adopted
the National Strategy of Actions for the Interests
of Children (2012-2017) which includes the direc-
tion of “Family children-saving policy” among its
main goals. The monitoring of the Strategy dem-
onstrates that one of the crucial problems in child-
hood is high risk of family poverty after the birth of
a child, especially in single-parent and/or families
with three and more children. Some other urgent
issues include prevalence of poor children’s well-
being and low efficiency of preventive work with
families and children at risk [17].

Particular characteristics of family representa-
tion in children, its structure and functions as well
as specific features at preschool age remain insuf-
ficiently investigated in the context of research of
relationships between children’s psychological de-
velopment and the conditions of life in their families.
Our work contributes to the studies of a topical is-
sue of relationships between an older preschooler’s
family representation and socioeconomic status of
his/her family. We hypothesized the existence of
typological peculiarities of various family represen-
tations in older preschoolers, conditioned with their
emotional experience of family interactions.

Results

To obtain a relevant and valid research tool we
developed and approbated a battery of methods
for investigation of family representation in older
preschoolers as well as evaluation of socioeco-
nomic status of their families. The research meth-
ods were divided into two groups: for parents and
for children. The section for children included the
following methods: “Family Board” (K. Ludewig);
“A child’s interpersonal relationships” (R. Gilles);
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“Family Drawing” and “Family Role-play” (A.A.
Shvedovskaya), subjective economic well-being
questionnaire (V.A. Khaschenko) modified for
children [12, 21]. The section for parents includ-
ed subjective economic well-being questionnaire
(V.A. Khaschenko) and questionnaire for assess-
ment of family socioeconomic status [8].

The sample included 90 older preschoolers
(5.0-7.0 years old) and 90 parents (20.0-47.0
years old). The children attended four preschool
facilities in Moscow and Moscow region.

The research design had two stages. At the
first stage particular characteristics of family repre-
sentations in older preschoolers as well as objec-
tive and subjective components of socioeconomic
status of their families were revealed. At the sec-
ond stage the analysis of relationships between
particular characteristics of family representations
and the parameters of subjective economic well-
being in older preschoolers from families with dif-
ferent socioeconomic status was performed.

The results of investigation of family represen-
tations in older preschoolers showed specific varia-
tions in expression of significant components of fam-
ily representation in the sample and allowed to out-
line several types of family representation in child-
ren. The results of cluster analysis form the base
for empirical classification of family representations
in older preschoolers that included the following
types: favorable (“Favorable family”), with elements
of disharmony (“Unstable family”), distant (“Distant
family”), conflict (“Conflict family”) and with poor
level of emotional well-being (“Adverse family”).

The battery of research methods allows to
assess such characteristics of family representa-
tions in children such as particularities of a child’s
emotional relationships with parents and the oth-
er family members (distance, intensity, emotional
value), emotional experiences in the process of
family communications (overall criterion of well-
being), and a child’s behavioral copings in conflict
and frustrating situations (expression of aggres-
sive-assertive or defensive tendencies).

The research showed that the “Favorable
family” representation type is characterized with a
child’s experiences of family unity and cohesion.
A child asks the family environment for support
and aid to fulfil his/her needs. The representa-
tion of parent-child relationships is rich in positive
emotions. A child perceives little social distance

with family members, conditioned with the role
structure of the family. A child perceives him/her-
self as an active communication agent who can
freely express his/her thoughts and emotions and
perceives the parents as accepting, loving, and
caring. Children with this type of family represen-
tation do not experience anxiety or fears in the
situations of family communication and manage
to find positive solutions in cases of conflicts of
interests with the other family members.

In contrast with the “Favorable family”, the
“Unstable family” representation type is char-
acterized with children’s experiences of lack of
stability in the family system. Overall well-being
in their family representations is occasionally
hindered with manifestations of discomfort and
stress in family communication. Emotional and
social distance with the parents is quite close but
persistent and intensive emotionally positive inter-
actions are not observed. The children from this
group may experience of discomfort and stress in
situations of family communication (often with the
father), perceive pressure or unacceptance.

The “Distant family” representation type is
characterized with a child’s perceived deficiency
of emotional support and acceptance from the
parents as well as feeling of his/her insignificance
in situations of family communication. The fam-
ily situation is not represented as positive one.
A child is deprived of close communication with
parents; his/her interests are not fully recognized
by the family members. Social and emotional dis-
tance between a child and the significant others
is perceived to be far, so a child tends to fulfil the
need for acceptance outside the family circle.

The “Conflict family” representation type is
characterized with negative emotional experi-
ences of family interactions, as well as manifes-
tations of stress and anxiety. There are multiple
signs of mutual unhappiness and irritation (with
different family members) alongside with in-
ability to constructive interaction with the family
environment. A child does not perceive his/her
family as a holistic body, the family is often as-
sociated with opposition and conflicts. Though a
child perceives social distance with parents and
relatives as close, he/she is inclined to make it
farther. Children from this group cannot demon-
strate positive resolutions of conflicts, they often
respond to them with dispiritedness or crying.
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The “Adverse family” representation type is
characterized with a child’s experiences of anxi-
ety, stress, and fear in the family interactions; with
tendencies to avoid communication, autoaggres-
sion and aggression towards the others. A child
does not perceive the close adults as authorita-
tive people and try to conceal his/her own emo-
tional experiences from them.

It is important to note the rate of the described
types of family representations in the sample,
namely: favorable family — 28%, unstable family —
22%, distant family — 14%, conflict family — 18%,
adverse family — 18%.

The performed assessment of subjective and
objective components of the socioeconomic status
(SES) of parents and children allowed to divide the
sample into three subgroups — families with high
SES, families with middle SES (30 families), and
families with low SES (30 families). The subjective
component included assessment of personal ex-
periences of socioeconomic well-being both in par-
ents and in children. The objective component in-
cluded sources and amount of income together with
structure of expenses. The performed correlational
analysis and pair comparisons of the mean values
on subjective economic well-being scales (6 scales:
index of economic optimism 1 assurance, subjec-
tive income adequacy in relation to personal aspi-
rations and needs, index of current family welfare,
index of financial deprivation, index of economic
anxiety, and overall index of subjective economic
well-being) showed significant differences (p<0.01)
between all the 3 SES subgroups in the sample in all
the 6 scales scores. The analysis demonstrated sig-
nificant correlation between the scores on subjec-
tive economic well-being and objective component
of SES of parents in the sample (0.992; p<0.01).
Additionally, there is a significant correlation be-
tween the parents’ and children’s overall index of
subjective economic well-being (0.927; p<0.01).

The results of correlational analysis, compari-
son of means, and pair comparison of the groups
of families with different SES revealed significant
relationships between the components of SES and
particularities of family representations in children.
There are significant correlations between socioe-
conomic family status and the following parameters
of the “Family Board” method: spatial distance from
a father’s figure (p<0.05); correspondence to actual
family composition — inclusion of people outside a
family (p<0.01); orientation of figures’ glances — a
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father’s figure direction of glance (p<0.01).

Compared to children from the other groups,
children from the families with low SES include exter-
nal figures into family constellations more frequent-
ly (p=0.002). The families with low SES demon-
strate greater social and emotional distance in
mother-child interactions compared to the middle-
SES families (p=0.024), and in father-child interac-
tions compared to the high-SES families (p=0.008).
The analysis of mean scores showed that chil-
dren compared to children from the other groups,
children from the low-SES group have more sig-
nificantly higher scores on spatial distance from
parents’ figures (p<0,05); distortion of the actual
family composition (inclusion / exclusion of peo-
ple) (p<0.05); inadequate figure size (p<0.05); and
lower intensity of interactions both with parents and
with the other relatives in the household (with the
exception of sibling interactions) (p<0.05).

Analyzing family representations in children
from the low-SES families according to the results of
“Family Role-Play” and “Family Drawing” methods
we can make some conclusions on selective prefer-
ences of certain family members and avoidance of
the others. Comparison of role-play in children from
middle-SES and high-SES families shows more fre-
quent expansion of the actual family composition
through inclusion of external people (e.g., acquaint-
ances, friends, teachers, baby-sitters) by children
from the middle-SES families. Interestingly, similar
tendency in children from this group is revealed in
the analysis of family drawings.

The overall analysis of the battery of the
methods for investigation of family representa-
tions allows to conclude that children from the
low-SES families group experience the most pro-
nounced tensions in the process of interaction
with their fathers as well as the relatives (uncles,
aunts, cousins) who live in the same household.
The family representations of these children also
reflect the shortage of emotional warmth in fam-
ily and extended family interactions, lack of joint
leisure time; they reveal the markers of frustration
and stress in family interactions.

To discuss the general trends in relationships
between the parameters of emotional experience
of family interactions and SES, it is necessary to
evaluate their quantitative aspect. The number of
families with different socioeconomic status as
distributed according to different family represen-
tation types is provided in the Table 1.
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and families’ socioeconomic status

Table 1
Distribution of the sample according to children’s family representation types

Representation
type
Favorable Unstable Distant Conflict Adverse
family family family family family
SES level
Low SES 5 2 4 11 8
Middle SES 10 10 4 3 3
High SES 10 8 5 2 5
Total number of families 25 20 13 16 16

We used chi-square test to examine the sig-
nificance of distribution of the types of family rep-

resentations in the groups with different SES. The
results are presented in the Table 2.

Table 2

Significance of difference in the distribution of family representation types according
to families’ SES level

Middle SES High SES

SES level
Low SES
Middle SES pp—
High SES Konmtz s

2
X amn=12,43*

2
X amn=55,57""

2
X amn=1,03

2
X amn=1,03

Note: according to the table of critical values for chi-square test (for df =4), the critical values of chi-square
= 9.488 and 13.277; ** — the difference in the distribution is significant at p<0.01 level; * — the difference in the

distribution is significant at p<0.05 level.

The differences in the distribution of family
representation types according to families’ SES
level are statistically significant. The Table 2
shows that the “Favorable family” representation
type is underrepresented in the families with low
SES (20%) and equally presented in families with
middle and high SES (40% each).

e The “Unstable family” representation type
is presented in 50% of children from the families
with middle SES, in 40% of children from the fam-
ilies with high SES, and only in 10% of children
from the families with low SES.

e The “Distant family” representation type is
almost equally presented in the three groups with
different SES: 31% in the families with low SES,
31% — with middle SES, and 38% — with high SES.

e The “Conflict family” representation type is
common (69%) mainly for children from the fami-

lies with low SES, 19% from the families with mid-
dle SES, and 12% — with high SES.

e The “Adverse family” representation type
is presented in 50% of children from the families
with low SES, 19% — with middle SES, and 31% —
with high SES.

Thus children from the families with low SES
in our sample are half as likely to have favorable
family representations compared to children from
the other groups. A significant proportion of chil-
dren from the families with low SES (63%) have
distinctly unfavorable family representation types
(“Conflict family” and “Adverse family”).

The Table 3 provides the results of the cor-
relational analysis of relationships between family
representation in children in the sample and their
parents’ scores on the subjective economic well-
being scales.
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Table 3

Results of the correlational analysis of the parameters of family

representation in children and their parents’ scores on the subjective economic

well-being scales according to different types of family representations

Parameters of the research methods o?g:rﬁr:i::t?c:n
1 2
Favorable family
Family Drawing Subjective economic well-being inventory
o . Financial deprivation 0.409; p<0.05
Overall criterion for poor well-being - -
Economic anxiety 0.423; p<0.05
Rene Gilles’ method Subjective economic well-being inventory
Economic optimism 0.657; p<0.01
Subjective income adequacy 0.619; p<0.01
Attitude to mother Current family welfare 0.658; p<0.01
Financial deprivation -0.554; p<0.01
Economic anxiety -0.504; p<0.05
Economic optimism 0.700; p<0.01
Subjective income adequacy 0.663; p<0.01
Attitude to father Current family welfare 0.653; p<0.01
Financial deprivation 0.790; p<0.01
Economic anxiety 0.777; p<0.01
Kurt Ludewig’s method Subjective economic well-being inventory
Spatial distance from the father’s figure Current family welfare -0.504; p<0.05
o . Subjective income adequacy 0.554; p<0.01
Glance direction to the mother’s figure -
Current family welfare 0.522; p<0.01
Economic optimism 0.516; p<0.01
o . Subjective income adequacy 0.606; p<0.01
Glance direction to the father’s figure -
Current family welfare 0.507; p<0.01
Economic anxiety 0.516; p<0.01
Unstable family
Family Drawing Subjective economic well-being inventory
Overall criterion for poor well-being Current family welfare -0.511; p<0.05
Distant family
Rene Gilles’ method Subjective economic well-being inventory
Economic optimism -0.504; p<0.05
Subjective income adequacy 0.723; p<0.01
Attitude to mother Current family welfare 0.631; p<0.05
Financial deprivation 0.766; p<0.01
Economic anxiety 0.789; p<0.01
Current family welfare 0.565; p<0.05
Attitude to parents as a spousal couple | Financial deprivation 0.676; p<0.05
Economic anxiet 0.650; p<0.05
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1 2
Subjective income adequacy 0.633; p<0.05
. Current family welfare 0.586; p<0.05

Attitude to grandparents - - —
Financial deprivation 0.657; p<0.05
Economic anxiety 0.598; p<0.05

Conflict family
Rene Gilles’ method Subjective economic well-being inventory
Attitude to mother Subjective income adequacy 0.565; p<0.05
. Subjective income adequacy 0.753; p<0.01

Attitude to father - - —
Financial deprivation 0.763; p<0.01

Kurt Ludewig’s method Subjective economic well-being inventory

gs:%zrsql;i’iﬂgg to the other family Economic optimism 0.663; p<0.05

Adverse family

Family Drawing Subjective economic well-being inventory

Overall criterion for poor well-being Economic optimism -0.508; p<0.05

Rene Gilles’ method Subjective economic well-being inventory
Economic optimism 0.741; p<0.01
Subjective income adequacy 0.565; p<0.05
Current family welfare 0.597; p<0.05
Financial deprivation -0.890; p<0.01
Economic anxiety -0.914; p<0.01
Subjective income adequacy 0.620; p<0.05
Current family welfare 0.606; p<0.05
Financial deprivation 0.553; p<0.05
Economic anxiety 0.557; p<0.05

Consequently, there are statistically signifi-
cant relationships between the parameters of a
child’s emotional experiences of family inter-
actions and subjective economic well-being of
his/her family (both parents and children them-
selves), peculiar for different types of family rep-
resentations.

The “Favorable family” representation type is
characterized by the links between a child’s posi-
tive emotional experiences of relationships with
both parents and low levels of financial depriva-
tion and economic anxiety in parents. Positive
emotional experiences of child-father relation-
ships are inversely linked with the increase of lev-
el of financial stress in parents. Since fathers of-
ten perceive themselves as family breadwinners,
a father's emotional strain in cases of dissatis-
faction with or a sheer change in social and eco-
nomic status influences the child. The “Unstable

family” representation type is characterized by
the increase in the parameters of poor well-being
in family representation with the decrease in the
parents’ evaluation of their family current welfare.
The more parents declare their dissatisfaction
with the family financial status, the more children
perceive their family situation as disharmonious.
cemeliHyto gucrapmonuio. The “Distant family”
representation type is characterized by children’s
experiences of family relationships as distant and
emotionally cold. The data suggest that increase
in the markers of financial stress and frustration
in parents leads to development of emotion-
ally warmer relationships with grandparents. We
should note that in distant families a child can
perceive his /her parents to be close to each
other, as a spousal couple. The “Conflict family”
representation type is characterized by significant
links between parents’ evaluation of subjective in-
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come adequacy and financial deprivation and a
child’s attitudes to his/her mother and father. The
more expressed is parents’ aspirations to improve
their socioeconomic status in the nearest future,
the more positive and intensive emotional relation-
ships has a child with his/her family members. The
“Adverse family” representation type is character-
ized by significant links between all the subjective
socioeconomic well-being scales and peculiarities
of a child’s relationships with the mother and the
father. These links between the scores on subjec-
tive socioeconomic well-being scales and emo-
tional experiences of relationships with parents
are of different nature. High scores on the scales
of financial stress and economic deprivation are
directly linked with positive and emotionally warm
relationships with the mother. Father-child relation-
ships demonstrate the reverse trend: they worsen
with the increase of financial stress in parents. It
might be explained with different functions of par-
ents: even in the “Adverse family” type of repre-
sentation a mother’s figure remains the most sig-
nificant and positive. In is necessary to emphasize
the general trend in this group: the lower are par-
ents’ perceived chances to improve their financial
status, the higher number of poor well-being mark-
ers are found in a child’s family representation.

Conclusions

Basing on the research results we can claim
the existence of typological differences in family
representations in older preschoolers. These dif-
ferences are conditioned with the emotional expe-
rience of family relationships and connected with
family subjective economic well-being. Children
from the families with middle and high socioeco-
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