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Abstract. The modern society can be characterised by the rapid process of social and moral
differentiation. Destruction and reassessment of traditional values, orientation of the modern
personality to achievement and attainment of material benefits as leading values in human
life caused the spiritual and moral crisis in the society, especially amongst teenagers.
Responsibility as a value feature of a personality issues the challenge of the moral choice,
which is expressed in the spheres of living, interests, needs and social relations, defining the
meaning of life of every member of the society.
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Ievads
Introduction

Sociali ekonomiskas krizes, politisko konfliktu un tradicionalo vertibu
devalvacijas apstaklos, kas notieck Eiropas sabiedriba, IpaSi sarezgiti ir
jaunakajai paaudzei ar savu nenobriedusSo pasaules uzskatu un veértibu sistemu.
TieSi p&c §is veértibu sistémas var spriest par sabiedribu, tas potencialu un
attistibas perspektivu. ,,Cilveki, Skiet, ir zaud€usi tiecksmi uz taisnigumu un
cienu, parstajusi cienit to, ko ir izdevies izcinit iepriek§€jam paaudzém ziedojot
milzigus upurus... Galu gala visu cilvéka vertibu un morales pamata ir atbildiba
un tikumiba, kas nosaka cilvéka darbibas ricibu un dzivi” (EinSteins, 1991: 16).
Gariguma trukums, un tas rezultats - paterétaju savtiga attiecksme pret dzivi,
koncentréSanas tikai uz sasniegumiem un materialo veértibu iegadi ka vadosa
dzives vertiba daudziem pusaudziem ir attistijusi garigo cinismu, neuzticibu sev
un sabiedribai, attalinasanos no moralajam vertibam, ta rezultata veidojas
vertibu tukSuma situacija.
Petijuma meérkis ir teorétiski apskatit atbildibas problému ka personas
kvalitates vertibu un noteikt atbildibas rangu pusaudzu vértibu hierarhija.
Peétijuma metodes:
=  Teoretiskaja pétijuma: filozofijas koncepcijas par atbildibas un veértibu
mijsakaribu (H. Jonas, E. Fromm, V. Tugarinov), koncepcijas par
personibas garigi tikumisko un vertibu biitibu (K. Abulkhanova —
Slavskaja, A. Maslow, V. Frankl), vertibu teorija (M. Rokeach).

=  Empiriskaja petijuma: psihodiagnostic€josas metodikas komplekss -
Sociologiskas anketéSanas metode ,,Pusaudzu personigo ipasibu
vertibu sadales nozimigums”, metode ,,Vertibas tests” (S. Schwartz).
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Atbildiba ka personas kvalitates vertiba
Responsibility as a value quality of teenager’s personality

Personiskas atbildibas probléma - viens no sarezgitakajiem morales
jautajumiem misdienas, ta ka tieSi §1 personibas ipaSiba izpauzas ricibas
tikumiska izpratn€ un ir individa uzvedibas un ricibas iekS€jais regulators.
Atbildibas jédziens ir daudzpusigs un tam ir dzilaka nozime: atbildiba pret sevi
(prast izveleties un uznemties par to atbildibu), atbildiba par savu konkréto
ricibu (sp€ja domat par citiem, par savas ricibas sekam), atbildiba par sabiedribu
un valsti (sabiedribas normu ieveéro$ana).

Vertibu sist€ma robezojas un sasaucas ar socialo normu sist€ému, pildot to
paSu funkciju - cilvéku uzvedibas regulésana. Atbildiba ka vertiba individam
izvirza moralas izv€les problému, tas ir problému, kas ir personigi nozimigu tai.
Saja situacija personiba vienlaicigi ar vertibu apgiist ari to iegli§anas procesu.
Vins iegiist vertibu paSnoteikSanas pieredzi, tas ir, nepiecieSamibu un sp&ju
redzet, atrast savas darbibas nozimi. Lidziga pieredz€ - vertibu paSnoteikSanas
pieredzé - ,veidojas individa vertibu sist€émas attiecibas ar realitati, kas ir
personas uzvedibas sabiedriba regulators” (Paz6eraesa, 2001).

Filozofijas vésturg ir bijusi vairaki méginajumi definét jédzienu “atbildiba”
un cilveka ricibas krit€rijus, ‘“izdaritus, pamatojoties uz brivu izveli, kur
atbildibas vértibu nosaka ar kopgjo labumu” (Momac, 2004). Sis jédziens ir
saistits ar tadam kategorijam ka “briviba”, “nepiecieSamiba” un “sirdsapzina’.
Vacu-amerikanu filozofs Hans Jonas ierosinaja apvienot jédzienus ,,briviba” un
»atbildiba”, nosakot to par vérttbu un apskatot veértibas ka paSregulacijas
galveno faktoru (Monac, 2004).

XX gadsimta lielakais domatajs E.Fromms sava gramata “Man for
Himself’ apskata €tikas, normu un vértibu problémas, kas noved personu pie
sevis apzinasanas un tas funkciju istenoSanas. E. Fromms rakstija: “Miisu
uzvedibu un ricibu liela méra nosaka vertibu spriedumi, un uz to pamatojas
misu psihologiska veseliba un labklajiba” (®pomMm, 1992). E. Fromma
koncepcija ir tada, ka ,,miisdienu sabiedriba izvairas no brivibas un atbildibas,
bet musdienu civilizacijas krizi var parvarét, radot veseligu sabiedribu, kas
balstita uz humanisma &tikas principiem un vertibam un harmonijas atjaunosanu
starp cilvéku un dabu, individu un sabiedribu” (®pomm, 1992).

Svarigas atzinas ir izteicis amerikanu psihologs A. Maslovs par sabiedribas
relativo nozimibu un atkaribu no individa, uzskatot, ka ticksmei péc
augstakajam vertibam ir jaklist par “jebkuras personas eksistences veidu, un, ja
sabiedriba nevar izaudz&t $adu personibu, tad ta ir nolemta” (Macaoy, 2008).
Péc A. Maslova domam, “izvEléta vértiba ir vertiba, kas Saja gadijuma ir Tsti
parciza izv€le - ta, kas ved pie pasSrealizacijas. Pastavot brivai izvélei un
atbildibai, persona pati instinktivi izv€las patiesibu, nevis melus, labu, nevis
launumu, bet tas ir ar nosacijumu, personai ir konkrétas vertibas” (Macmnoy,
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2008). Tadgjadi A. Maslovs parada jédzienu ‘“‘vertiba”, “izvéles briviba” un
“atbildiba” savstarp¢jas attiecibas.

“Vertibas - tas ir tas, kas cilvekiem ir nepiecieSams, lai apmierinatu
vajadzibas un intereses, ka ar1 vinu stimulu péc normam, mérkiem un idealiem”
(Tyrapunos, 1998). Tomer ir noteiktas vertibas, kas ir “butiskas jebkurai
personai jebkura darbibas joma, pieméram, darba milestiba, izglitiba, labsirdiba,
atbildiba, godigums, pieklajiba un tolerance. So vértibu nozimiguma kritums
konkréta vestures perioda vienmeér izraisa dzilu krizi sabiedriba” (TyrapuHos,
1998).

Austrijas psihologs V. Frankls par augstakajam veértibam nosaucis brivibu,
garigumu un atbildibu: tiesi tas ,,veido augstaka limena personibas struktiiras un
ir to pastavésanas veidi un formas” (®pankn, 1990). Analiz&jot savu vertibu
kategoriju sarakstu, V. Frankls secina: “Cilvéka dzive ir pilna ar nozimi lidz
péd€jam elpas vilcienam. Un, kameér prats nav atstajis cilvéku, vina pienakums ir
pastavigi realiz€t veértibas un uznemties atbildibu. V. Frankls ar personibas
vertibam saprata “nozimes, kas raksturigas lielakajai dalai sabiedribas, visai
cilvécei visa tas vesturiskaja attistiba” (dpanxi, 1990). Subjektivajai nozimes
veértibai jabut saistitai ar atbildibu par tas istenoSanu.

Uz vértibu un atbildibas savstarp€jo saistibu norada ari Krievijas psihologe
un filozofe K. Abulkhanova-Slavskaja. Péc vinas domam, atbildiba — ta ir
»slodze, un, lai So slogu panestu, mums ir nepiecieSams spéks, izteikts vertibu
pasaules uzskata un iespgja izveleties, sp&ja atdot un prasme sniegt biit
atbildigam par savu ricibu, jo tieSi §is personas ipaSibas ir caur laide uz
picauguSa cilvéka dzivi” (AOymxanoBa — Cmasckas, 2001). Par personibas
dzives strat€gijas veidoSanas galveno parametru K. Abulkhanova-Slavskaja
uzskata aktivitati, kas izpauzas ka ,,sp€ja atrast balansu starp to, kas ir v€lams un
nepiecieSams, personigo un socialo, un tiek noteikts ar vertibu un personibas
atbildibas palidzibu” (A6ynxanoBa — CimaBckas, 2001).

Amerikanu psihologs M. Roki¢s ir apskatijis individualo vértibu sist€mu un
vertibu orientaciju ka ,,uzskatu sist€tmu, nemot véra vélamo mérki un uzvedibu
tipus” (Rokeach,1973). Vin§ vertibas klasificgjis terminalajas (gala) un
instrumentalajas (veicinasanas). Terminalo vértibu satura ietilpst galvenie mérki,
kurus persona vélas sasniegt sava dzivé (ve€rtibas—meérki). Instrumentalas
vertibas ir izturéSanas veidi, ar kuru persona sasniedz v€lamo rezultatu
(vertibas—Iidzekli). Atbildiba, péc vina domam, ir ,,tas vertibas, ar kuru persona
izpauzas jebkura dzives situacija” (Rokeach,1973).

Problemas teorétiska analize lava noteikt, ka atbildiba - ir daudzskautnains
jédziens, kas izpauzas visas sabiedribas dzives jomas, kas paredz tadus
lémumus, personas ricibu, rezultatus un sekas, kuras atbilst interesem un
sabiedribas attistibas vertibam. Atbildiba ka individa kvalitate - ir viena no
dzives pozicijas pusém, kas atklaj personibas atticksmi pirmam kartam pret tas
lomu un vietu sabiedriba, un virza tas darbibu saskapa ar piepemtajam
sabiedribas normam un izvirzitajiem pienakumiem. Tadgjadi atbildiba ir
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atkariga no ve€rtibam un ir personas 1paSibu vertiba, kura integrétas tas garigas,
moralas, socialas un psihologiskas funkcijas.

Sabiedribas parveidoSanas apstaklos izskatot atbildibas ka vertigas
personibas 1pasibas izskatiSana ir 1pasi aktuala, jo miisdienu Eiropas sabiedriba
ir izveidojies pieprasijums péc atbildigas personas.

Empiriskais pétijjums
Empirical Research

Empiriska péetijuma mérkis ir: noteikt ,,atbildibas” rangu pusaudzu veértibu
hierarhija.

Empiriskaja petijuma piedalijas 502 skoléni no dazadu Latvijas vispargjas
izglitibas iestazu 8. -11. klasém.

Pétijuma metodes:

»  Sociologiskas anket€Sanas metode ,,Pusaudzu personigo ipasibu

vertibu sadales nozimigums”;
= Metode ,,Vértibu tests” S. Svarcs (1992).

Sociologiskas anketéSanas metode ,,PusaudZu personigo ipasibu vértibu
sadales nozimigums”
The method of social inquiry “Distribution of significance of values in
teenagers’ personal characteristics”

Petijuma izmantota anketéSanas metode, kas lauj identificét kvantitativos
un kvalitativos pusaudzu vertibu sociali psihologisko Tpasibu raditajus. Aptauja
izmantoti jautajumi, kuru merkis ir identificét pusaudziem nozimigas
personiskas Tpasibas.

1. tabula. PusaudZu personas ipasibu vértibu nozimiguma sadalijums
(Marcenoka, 2014)
Distribution of significance of values in teenagers’ personal characteristics

No Vertibu raksturojums Videjie Rangu

nozimes vértiba
raditaji (%)

1. | Kulturals, izglitots cilveks 31,0 3

2. | Personiba, kura cenSas sasniegt savas dzives mérki 63,2 1

3. | Personiba, kas sp&j nodrosinat savu labklajibu 38,6 2

4. | Radoss, kvalific@ts specialists 27,5 4

5. | Apzinigs, disciplinéts stradnieks 19,0 5

6. | Kritiski domajoSa personiba 4,2 10

7. | Personiba, kas sp&j uznemties atbildibu 5,8 8

8. | Uzticams savas valsts aizstavis 12,5 7

9. | Principiala personiba, kas nemeklé kompromisu 3,4 11

10. | Romantikis un entuziasts 4,6 9

11. | Personiba, kura jiit skaisto 3,2 12

12 | Personiba, kura sp&jiga izveidot stipru gimeni 18,7 6
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Peétijuma merkis: apzinat pusaudziem svarigas personiskas 1pasibas.

Rezultati liecina, ka pirmas tris rangas ienem pusaudZiem nozimigakas
identitates 1paSibas: ,,Personiba, kura cenSas sasniegt savas dzives merki’
(63,2%), ,,Personiba, kas spej nodrosinat savu labklajibu” (38,6%), ,,Kulturals,
izglitots cilveks” (31%), bet tada 1paSiba ka ,,Personiba, kas spej uzpemties
atbildibu” ienem tikai 8. rangu. Lidz ar to me&s varam secinat, ka pusaudzi ir
orient€ti uz personas sasniegumiem, tiecksmi pé&c socialas un materialas
labklajibas, var konstatét pragmatisku orientaciju, vienlaikus samazinoties
pilsoniskajai, profesionalajai un gimenes nozimibai, kas péc pusaudzu domam
nav prioritate.

Metode ,,Vértibu tests” S. Svarcs (1992)
The method “Value survey” by S. Schwartz (1992)

Anketa izstradata, lai pétitu vertibas, idealus un uzskatus, kas ietekmé
personibu. S. Svarcs ir identificgjis un sagrupgjis vértibas 10 motivacijas blokos,
kas aptver pamatvertibas: atbilstiba, tradicijas, labestiba, universalisms,
patstaviba, stimulacija, hedonisms, sasniegumi, vara, drosiba.

2. tabula.Vértibu ipasibas un tipi (Schwartz, 1992)
Types and characteristics of values (Schwartz, 1992)

Vertibu tipi Vertibu raksturojums

Atbilstiba Tadas ricibas un stimulu ierobezoSana, kas var kaitét citiem un neatbilst
socialaiam ceribam

Tradicijas Ciena un atbildiba par kulturas un religiskajam ierazam un idejam

Labestiba Riipes par tuvinieku labklajibu

Universalisms Sapratne, tolerance, visu cilvéku un dabas labklajibas aizsardziba

Patstaviba Domu un ricibas patstaviba

Stimulacija Uztraukums un jauninajumi

Hedonisms Baudas sanemsana

Sasniegumi Personigo panakumu atbilstiba socialajiem standartiem

Vara Socialais statuss, dominé$ana par cilvékiem un resursiem

Drosiba Sabiedribas, attiecibu un sevis drosiba un stabilitate

Anketa sastav no divam dalam. Pirma dala ,,Parskats par veértibam” ir
paredzets, lai izp€titu normativos idealus (personas vértibas parliecibas ltmeni).
Anketas otra dala ,Personibas profils” peti vertibas uzvedibas Iimeni
(individualas prioritates, kas visbiezak izpauzas personas socialaja uzvediba).
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3. tabula. Vidéjie vertibu nozimiguma tipu raditaji normativo idealu limenit
(Marcenoka, 2014)
Average indicators of significance of value types on the level of standard ideals

Vértibas 8. 9. 10. 11 Vidéjais
kl. kl. Kkl kl. indikators

Atbilstiba 3.00 4.03 3.09 2.81 3.14
Tradicijas 1.84 2.99 3.07 3.35 2.81
Labestiba 4.03 4.49 3.83 3.98 4.00
Universalisms 2.93 4.28 4.15 4.52 3.75
Patstaviba 3.95 4.27 3.87 4.03 3.93
Stimulacija 3.60 4.36 4.08 4.38 4.09
Hedonisms 4.72 4.79 4.29 4.51 4.54
Sasniegumi 3.86 4.29 4.47 4.57 4.29
Vara 4.38 4.77 4.50 4.75 4.52
Drosiba 2.69 3.64 3.69 3.90 3.40
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1. attels. Vidéjie vértibu nozimiguma tipu raditaji normativo idealu lirment
(Marcenoka, 2014)
Figure 1. Average indicators of significance of value types on the level of standard ideals

4. tabula. Vidéjie vértibu nozimiguma tipu raditaji individualo prioritaSu Iiment
(Marcenoka, 2014)
Average indicators of value types on the level of individual priorities

Vértibas 8. 9. 10. 11. Vidéjais
Kkl. kl. Kkl. kl. indikators
Atbilstiba 1.93 1.99 1.74 1.68 1.83
Tradicijas 1.61 1.56 1.14 1.05 1.29
Labestiba 2.23 2.35 2.50 2.52 2.35
Universalisms 2.53 2.46 2.09 2.16 2.19
Patstaviba 2.34 2.47 2.29 2.59 2.36
Stimulacija 2.13 2.36 2.49 291 2.39
Hedonisms 2.33 2.68 2.47 2.17 2.37
Sasniegumi 245 2.46 2.76 2.55 2.51
Vara 2.59 2.44 2.60 2.30 2.40
Drosiba 0.90 1.30 1.68 1.65 1.33
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Ka redzams péc 5. tabulas, normativo idealu Iimenti, tas ir, uzskatu Itment,
pusaudziem svarigakas veértibas ir Hedonisms, Vara, Sasniegumi un Stimulacija.
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2. attels. Vidéjie vertibu nozimiguma tipu raditaji individualo prioritasu limeni
(Marcenoka, 2014)
Figure 2. Average indicators of value types on the level of individual priorities

Ka redzams péc 6. tabulas, individualo prioritasu limeni, tas ir, konkrétas
ricibas, visvairak atklajas tadas veértibas ka Sasniegumi, Vara, Stimuldcija un
Hedonisms.

Saskana ar katra veértibu tipa vid€jo rezultatu tiek noteikta to rangu
korelacija. Katram veértibu tipam veida tiek pieSkirts rangs no 1 Iidz 10. Pirmais
rangs tiek pieskirts veértibu tipam, kuram ir vislielakais vid€jais raditajs,
desmito — pati zemaka vidgja balle. Rangs no 1 Iidz 3 raksturo to lielo nozimi
attieciba uz sanéméjiem. Rangs no 7 1idz 10 liecina par attiecigo vertibu zemo
nozimi. RanzgéSanas rezultati ir atspoguloti 6. un 7. tabula.

5. tabula. Vértibu tipu ranga nozimes normativo idealu Iimeni (Marcenoka, 2014)
Ranking of significance of values on the level of standard ideals

Vértibas 8. 9. 10. 11. Vidéjais
Kkl. kl. Kkl. Kkl. indikators
Atbilstiba 7 9 9 9 9
Tradicijas 10 9 10 10 10
Labestiba 4 6 5 5 5
Universalisms 8 6 4 4 7
Patstaviba 6 7 5 5 6
Stimulacija 5 1 5 6 4
Hedonisms 2 2 1 1 1
Sasniegumi 5 5 2 2 3
Vara 1 5 2 5 2
Drosiba 8 8 9 8 8
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3. attéls. Vertibu tipu ranga nozimes normativo idealu liment (Marcenoka, 2014)
Figure 3. Ranking of significance of values on the level of standard ideals

6. tabula. Vértibu tipu rangu nozimes individualu prioritasu ltmenit (Mar¢éenoka, 2014)
Ranking of significance of values on the level of individual priorities

Vertibas 8. 9. 10. 11. Vidgjais
kl. kl. kl. kl. indikators
Atbilstiba 10 8 8 8 8
Tradicijas 9 9 10 10 10
Labestiba 6 7 3 6 6
Universalisms 8 6 7 5 7
Patstaviba 3 3 6 7 5
Stimulacija 4 5 2 4 3
Hedonisms 5 4 5 3 4
Sasniegumi 2 1 1 1 1
Vara 1 2 4 2 2
DroSsiba 7 10 9 9 9
10 |
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4. attels. Vertibu tipu rangu nozimes individualu prioritasu liment (Marcenoka, 2014)
Figure 4. Ranking of significance of values on the level of individual priorities
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Var secinat, ka uzskatu limen1 un atseviSku prioritasu Itmeni par biitiskam
tika atzitas praktiski tas paSas vertibas. Zemaka vertibu nozimiba pieSkirta
tadam vertibam ka DroSiba, Universalisms un Tradicijas, kas ir svarigas
personibas iezimes miisdienu sabiedriba.

Petijuma rezultati korelacijas analizes rezultata liecina par savstarp€jo
sakaribu cCetriem no desmit vertibas indeksiem: Hedonisms (1=0,48), Vara
(r=0.55) Sasniegumi (r=0,70), Stimuldcija (r=0,43).

Secinajumi
Conclusion

=  Problémas teorétiska analize lava noteikt, ka atbildiba ir daudzskautnains
jédziens, kas izpauzas visas sabiedribas dzives jomas, kas paredz tadus
lémumus, personas ricibu, rezultatus un sekas, kuras atbilst interesém un
sabiedribas attistibas vertibam.

=  Atbildiba ka individa kvalitate ir viena no dzives pozicijas pusém, kas
atklaj personibas attieksmi, pirmam kartam, pret tas lomu un vietu
sabiedriba, un virza tas darbibu saskana ar pienpemtajam sabiedribas
normam un izvirzitajiem pienakumiem. Tad€jadi atbildiba ir atkariga no
vertibam un ir personas IpaSibu vértiba, kurd integrétas tas garigas,
moralas, socialas un psihologiskas funkcijas.

» P&c sociologiskas anketéSanas ,, Pusaudzu personigo ipasibu vértibu
sadales nozimigums” rezultatiem var secinat, ka pusaudzi ir orient€ti uz
personas sasniegumiem, tieksmi p&c socialas un materialas labklajibas.

» Ir vérojama pragmatiska orientacija, vienlaikus samazinot civilas, gimenes
un profesionalas pozicijas nozimi.

»  Par korelacijas analizes rezultatiem kopuma var teikt, ka, neskatoties uz
dazadam vertibu mériSanas metodém, rezultati ir gandriz identiski.

»  Miusdienu pusaudzu veértibu orientacija ir sarezgita un pretruniga sist€éma,
kura ,,Personiba, kas sp&j uznemties atbildibu”, ir loti zema ranga vertibu
hierarhija ar prevalgjoSu tendenci uz materiala nodroSinajuma vértibu, kas
transforméjas no vertibam-Iidzekliem uz vertibu-meérki.

Summary

In the conditions of the social economic crisis, political conflicts and depreciation of
traditional values in the European community, the rising generation with their changing
outlook and system of values is experiencing the most difficulties. The system of values is the
factor, which allows judging the state of the society, its potential and development
perspectives. Lack of spirituality and its result — a selfish and egoistic attitude to life,
orientation solely to obtaining and gaining material benefits as main life values — beget
spiritual cynicism in teenagers, lacking faith in themselves and in the society, estrangement
from moral values; as a result it entails the value vacuum.

The aim of the research is: to consider the problem of responsibility as a value quality
of teenager’s personality and to define the grade of ‘responsibility’ in the hierarchical system
of value orientations of teenagers in Latvia.

112



The tasks of the research are: by means of the theoretical and empirical analysis to
justify the urgency and significance of the problem of responsibility in the context of
personality’s value orientations in the modern society.

The methods of the research are:

The theoretical base of the research includes: philosophical ideas about the meaning
of values, about the role of the person’s spiritual value potential in his/her personal
development (H. Jonas, E. Fromm, V. Tugarinov), the conception of the moral, spiritual value
nature of the personality (K. Abulkhanova — Slavskaja, A. Maslow, V. Frankl), the theory of
values (M. Rokeach).

The empirical research includes: the complex of pshychodiagnostics methods: “Value
survey” (S. Schwartz); the method of social inquiry “Distribution of significance of values in
teenagers’ personal characteristics”, as the qualitative and quantitative analysis of the results
using methods of mathematical statistics: correlational analysis.

The results of the research are as follows:

. The theoretical analysis of the given issue allows establishing that responsibility is

a multisided concept, which is expressed in interrelation of all spheres of activity
of the society supposing such individual’s decisions, actions, results and
sequences, which correspond to the interests and values of the society
development;

= As a personal feature, responsibility is one of the parts of the life position,
uncovering the individual’s attitude, first, to his/her role and place in the society,
and directs his/her actions in accordance with regulations of the society and
his/her responsibilities, which are incumbent on him/her. Thus responsibility
depends on values and is a value feature of an individual, integrating spiritual,
moral and socially psychological functions;

= Analysing the results of the social inquiry “Distribution of significance of values
in teenagers’ personal characteristics”, it is possible to conclude that teenagers are
oriented to personal achievements, strive for social and material welfare, we can
observe the pragmatic orientation in parallel with the decrease of significance of
civil, professional and family positions, which are not priorities in teenagers’
opinion. Such a feature as ‘Person, which is able to take responsibility’ ranks only
8.

. Analysing the results of the method “Value survey” we can conclude that both on
the level of beliefs and on the level of individual priorities almost the same values
remain the most significant (Achievement, Social Power, Stimulation and
Hedonism). The least important are such values as Tradition, Restrictive
conformity, Security and Universalism.

= In general, the results of the correlation analysis certify that results of the research
are almost identical despite the difference in methods of value measurement;
= Nowadays teenagers’ value orientations represent a complicated and contradictory

system, where “Person, which is able to take responsibility” is ranked very low in
the hierarchy of values with prevailing tendency towards value of material welfare
transforming from values-means into values-goals.
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