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PERSONALITY IN THE RETROSPECTIVE DEVELOPMENT OF THE SUBJECT
 (the mid of the XX - the beginning of the XXI century)



Annotation.  In the article, the authors show that by mastering the behavior and concepts of the psyche, the body becomes the subject of activity.  The analysis of the concepts of "personality" and "subject" shows that in both cases it is the question of the influence of the social environment, and of their own motivation, that demonstrate human behavior.  If earlier during studying a personality the preference was given to external conditions, external options, now the emphasis is shifted to another: the personality is revealed through the analysis of internal content, that in it’s turn manifests itself from the outside, and thus in some sense changes itself.  Animals are subjects of natural activity, given to them by their biological instincts; a person solves public and social problems, becoming a subject of social activity. Personality is both a product of the environment, namely a social factor, and heritable pre-dispositions that a person receives from birth, namely a biological factor.  The social factor (environment) and the biological factor (dispositions of the organism) lead to the nascence of a new state of personality. 
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In the relationship with the environment, the person acts as a subject, making a new reality.  Becoming a person as a subject of special outright activity, as a subject, that creatively acts and organizes activity in its basic human surveys and that created by it, is actualized because "the subject in his actions, in acts of his creative independence not only manifests itself, but also creates and determines [6, p 94]. In his relations of interaction, in which, the activity of the subject only happens, the reality of the progress of new forms and levels of the development of the living is provided, becoming social as a real all-purpose being, where increase in self-alignment becomes a goal that underlies its growth as a professional.  
"Subjective experience becomes possible only as a result of treating oneself as an object included in the network of objective relations with objects and other people. In it’s turn, external objects begin to act for the subject as a world of objects that are independent of it and his consciousness, only when the first elemental act of self-knowledge appears. The subject apperceives not only his own involvement in an objective network of relationships, but also the uniqueness of his own position in the world. The latter is presented, firstly, in the fact that his body occupies such a place in the system of space-time connections, that is not occupied by any other subject; secondly, that only he has "internal access" to his own subjective states " [11, p. 126]. 
The general, philosophical level is a level on that questions about the essence of man, about the essence of a self-realization process are solved. The object of the research is a person that is understood as a generic creature, and as humanity in general. On the sociological level questions about ways and methods of self-realization in specific sociocultural conditions of their existence are being solved. On the psychological level the personal qualities and specific external conditions that allow the individual to be productively self-realized are sold. Here the motivational basis of self-realization, the inverse effect of the objective and subjective effectiveness of self-realization to the personality and activity of the subject are explored. 
 A new step in the research of the development of subjectivity during the life course is outlined in the works of A. Derkach and E. Saiko [7; B 6].  The authors confirm that a person has an immanent basic need for self-realization that has a social character, predetermined by a special world created by human and a special way of existence. The manifestations of this need are related to the age-specific features of the development in ontogeny, for example, for the age of one year these are "to get", "to reach" as an expression of oneself in the ability to act, in three years it is "Myself", in seven years of self-affirmation in forming the understanding of  "I and others", in puberty it is self-expression among others on an equal level, with a sense of adulthood, the need to express oneself in matters that are meaningful to others, in socially valuable actions, in adolescence it is the ability to express oneself in the choice of life path, in maturity it is the ability and possibility to self-realize oneself in socially significant and necessary activity.
Based on the above, it can be stated, that terminologically the terms "subject" and "personality" are separated only in the Soviet and in the post-Soviet psychology.  Analyzing the causes of "personality" and "subject", it is advisable to note that the Soviet psychology was largely determined by the social situation (S. Rubinstein and O. Leontiev).  The same social situation was explained by scientists in different ways and led to different scientific concepts.  
A movement of a person along the vertical path of life, associated with changing group situations of the micro-environment, travels, on the one hand, on a well-defined share structure of the personality, and on the other hand, the problem of formation in it of the socio-psychological readiness for new types of formation in communication activities.  
According to O. Leontiev [13] personality is an individual being of social relations.  At the same time, he did not deny that there is a higher level of personality development, not only related to the orientation of the hierarchy of motives, but also to the degree of structure of this hierarchy. Although, the terminology of O. Leontiev, differed significantly from both K. Levin [10] and A. Maslow [15] , he came up with the idea that spiritual (social) motives are an important indicator of personal development and their dominance in the hierarchy of motives are evidence of a "second level" personality, that is active and capable of action, that is an action that depends not on the pressure of the environment, but only on one's own intention, one's own goals and attitudes. In this context, such a "second-order personality" is identical to the concept of "subject". According to O. Leontiev, any structured hierarchy of motives in which the main motives (or one main motive) are distinguished as an indicator of personality maturity.  
O. Leontiev wrote about the importance of public (social) practice, the reflection of which creates the values and meanings that form the consciousness of the personality.  Referring to the ideas of I. Sechenov and L. Vygotsky, which were the most important figures in his opponent's circle, he noted the meaning of internalization, giving the preference to the social factor in the development of man as a person. He told that the social situation (the situation of finding and obtaining food from animals) is an incentive for the origin and the development of the psyche, even at the first stages of its emergence-existence.  
In his first writings O. Leontiev considered activity as the main creation of the psyche, the driving force of its development, that is ahead of the "one step", that is necessary for it’s providing, the level of physic life.  Activity is a method that allows you to diagnose the appearance of the psyche, it’s development and qualitative changes.  
Revealing the dynamics of motive formation, the transformation of "those who are" motives to "those who actually act ", as well as the interrelation of motives with meaningful motives and goals, O. Leontiev proved the leading importance of culture, of the interpersonal communication for the complex process of transition from individual to personality.
In the writings of S. Rubinstein (1930s) the orientation on the Magdeburg School is observed. Therefore, he could not ignore the ideal being, the ideal personal space, concluding that the development of the subject is associated with his spiritual, moral self-improvement.  
Overcoming the gap between subjective and objective, S. Rubinstein [16] noted that objectivity is not in that personal knowledge is the same for everyone (it is impossible, it is subjective by nature), but in that, that this knowledge is completed unit. In is this completeness and integrity that shows its objectivity. This is partly the view of O. Leontiev too. The similarity of these positions also lies in the fact that, focusing on the objectivity of the subject's inner world, his spiritual state, S. Rubinstein also relates this fact to the active activity of a person, but not the one who only cognizes, how much, creates this world. And the more complete and perfect such a creation is, the more it is objective and the more it affects the surrounding world and other people. 
Not denying the role of society, S. Rubinstein denied total conformism, without denying the importance of the influence of the external he focused on the inner world of the subject, on it’s "self".  Therefore, an analysis of internal conditions that mediate the effect of external influences is more important for him. Considering the role of the activity, which contains the subject in the context of life chains with the world, he also noted that motivation not only connects the person with the world, but also stimulates the development of activity through which changing the world, the human changes himself.  Hereof, the central in his conception becomes the idea not of the determination of the activity of the subject, but the idea about the possibility to create and preserve the internal sphere of activity and self-development of the subject.  
The active social position and intentions as to expanding the social interaction that is typical for O. Leontiev, S. Rubinstein counteracts the activity, aimed at expanding the inner space, maintaining and expanding inner intentionality, and the development of self-awareness and self-awareness.  
If O. Leontiev considered art as a way of transferring meaning from creator to listener, that is exteriorization of meaning, then for S. Rubinstein culture becomes a product of his personal space, in particular by the internalization of the meanings and concerns, that already exist in the culture.  
According to S. Rubinstein, art helps to individualize the inner world of a person who initially perceives a work of art and then reproduces it in a new perspective.  The analysis of the content of the concepts of "personality" and "subject" shows that in both cases it is about the influence of the social environment, and of their own motivation, that determine human behavior.  
The society, in order to reproduce the social system, to preserve it’s social structures, seeks to form social stereotypes and standards (group, class, ethnic, professional, etc.), role models of behavior. In order not to be in opposition to society, the person acquires this social experience through the entry into the social environment, the system of social chains. However, due to it’s natural activity, the person maintains and develops a tendency to autonomy, independence, freedom, formation of his own position, unique personality. As a result, actions of this trend are development and transformation of not only the individual, but also society.
"Personalitat" is used to describe "personality", the term is used by psychoanalysts (Z. Freud, K. Jung), representatives of humanistic psychology (A. Maslow, G. Allport), as well as the author of the theory of unique individual personality G. Murray. In these currents, the personality is something "single", unique, that differs abruptly from the peripheral social frontage, that is the social mask, person, "social individual". The individual becomes the nucleus of the "personality" and as a "single" being confronts the world.  
In Soviet psychology, the need of keeping the such concepts as "individual" and "personality" is recognized in almost all general psychological directions, whatever different interpretations of these concepts their representatives would not stick up to (B. Ananiev, B. Zeigarnik, B. Lomov, S. Rubinstein, B. Teplov  , O. Shorokhova, S. Nadirashvili).  
Along with the distinction between the concepts of "individual" and "personality" in Soviet and foreign psychology, in the characterization of personality different triads are used: "organism", "social individual" and "personality" (M. Yaroshevsky, R. Harre); "individual", "personality" and "individuality" (S. Rubinstein).  B. Ananiev introduced the idea of "individual", "personality", "subject activity" and "personality".  Through the concept of "individual", he has designated the "individuality". Through the concept of "personality", he marked "individual" natural properties of man; through the concept the "personality"- the social state of the person in society, social functions - roles, goals and value orientations, that determine the social biography of the person. By "subject of activity", B.Ananiev understood a person who possesses consciousness and actively transforms the world in cognition, work, etc., and by "individuality" - an integrative holistic union of "individual", "personality", and "subject of activity".
Through the whole concept of V.Yadov [18], the idea goes about that only moving from the specific features of the activity of the individual, that realizes his attitude to the world, it is possible to distinguish social-specific personality traits and to predict the system of their actions. As a unit of analysis of the social behavior of the personality V.Yadov chooses the disposition- the certainty of the subject regarding the estimate and a certain way of behavior, that are a psychological expression of the relationship of needs and specific conditions of activity. The hierarchical levels of dispositions are derivatives from two interacting lines-the hierarchical line of conditions of activity, in which an individual's needs, and a number of needs can be subjected.  
The principle of building a hierarchy of needs here is the principle of dividing the needs for directions in different spheres of activity, and the classification criterion is the consistent extension of the faces of activity of the individual, the source of which, from the side of the subject, is a need to achieve two opposite goals: merging with society and the allocation of his "I" as a standalone unit.  
As a criterion for establishing a hierarchy of conditions of activity of V. Yadov, the situation of activity can be taken as the length of time during which it is considered as relative stance [18].  
At the empirical level, researches of "personality" and it’s integrity are regarded as a peculiar social phenomena, as a set of social traits. And, in this case, the social quality of the individual appears in the whole fullness of life, it is, in fact, hidden by the phenomena of being a person.  
At this time, the personality is increasingly considered as the basis of the concept of activity. It should not be forgotten that activity can be considered on different levels of human being: social, biological, psychological and physiological.  Accordingly, it will be determined in different ways. Through activity as a real process, the inner and outer are correlated, more precisely, the outer penetrates the inner (social relations are transformed, they are transformed into the limits of personality), and internal properties as if brought out, penetrate into the outside (personality defines itself, changing and transforming social relations, the subject and spiritual world)
Therefore, difference in terms of the concept of personality and activity allows you to conclude that social quality cannot be defined solely by the notion of activity. It’s necessarily to look at other personal phenomena but they should be considered not in isolation but through the lens of activity. This is explained by the fact that the nature of reality and the level of its development, as it was mentioned, are an essential personality trait. Moreover, an individual should be perceived as implementation process of a set of different activities which are hierarchically related. Some authors point out that the person was created by labor and the diversity of human personalities was formed by the division of labor.
The preference was given earlier to external conditions and now an emphasis is on personality, who is revealed through the analysis of internal content. According to O. Leontiev's opinion, relations of subordination of human activity, generated by the course of its development are in the basis of personality. 
By definition of Vygotsky, personality is a holistic mental system that performs certain functions and arises in a person to serve these functions. Basic personality functions - creative development of social experience and inclusion of people in the system of social relations. All aspects of the personality transpire only in activities and relationships with others. An individual exists, manifests and is formed in activity and communication. Thence the most important characteristic of the person - human social status is connected with the life of people around.
As E.Ilienkov notes: «Personality is an expression of the life of the "ensemble" of social relations. Such a personality is a singular expression of the need for a limited set of these relationships (not all) with which she is directly related to other individuals - the "organs" of this "body" - the body of the human race [ 8., p. 394].
The concept of V. Yadov is the idea that only by moving from the specific features of the activity of the individual, that implements his attitude to the world, can identify social-specific personality traits and predict the system of his actions. As a unit of analysis of the social behavior of the individual, V.Yadov chooses the subject's certainty with regard to assessment and a particular mode of behavior. It is a psychological expression of the relationship of needs and specific conditions of activity. The hierarchical levels of disposition are derived from two interacting rows - a hierarchical set of conditions of activity in which personality needs may be identified, and a number of needs.
Modern pedagogical science views personality as a single unit, in which the biological is inseparable from the social. Changes in the biology of individual affect even his way of life. However, the decisive role here is played by the conditions, interests, goals - the results of social life, which add strength to the individual to overcome physical disabilities and personality traits (shyness, focus, etc.). 
The main functions of the individual are creative development of social experience and inclusion of people in the system of social relations. All aspects of personality manifest only in activities and relationships with others. Personality exists, manifests and is formed in activity and communication. Hence the most important characteristic of the individual - the social condition of the person, who is connected with the lives of others.
The concept of activity directly explains to us all the manifestations of personality, the whole system of individual differences. This conclusion follows from the simple assumption that personality is not only a product but also a condition of activity. And that means that we have to explain the activity itself through the individual. B.Ananyev [2] and I.S.Kon [9] rightly insist on the distinction between "man as personality" and "man as subject of activity", although these concepts have much in common.
Even V. Bekhterev believed: "Personality is a social creature who repeats not only its peculiarities, but common to all views ... A person in society is unconditionally subject to social requirements" [3, p.11].
V.M. Bekhterev sought to explain the phenomena of social life by universalisation of the laws of the inorganic, organic and supra-organic world, under which he understood human society. Such laws, taken in physics, biology and other natural sciences: the law of conservation of energy, the law of gravity, the law of erythonia and others. [3, p. 88].
Problems of personality and its development are considered in pedagogy and psychology in three directions: biological, sociological and biosocial.
The representatives of the biological direction explain human behavior by the action inherent in her needs, trains and instincts (Z. Freud and others).
Man is forced to obey the demands of society and at the same time constantly appease the natural needs. To hide this constant struggle with himself, a person "puts on a mask" or replaces the dissatisfaction of natural needs with other pursuits. 
Representatives of the sociological course believe that although a person is born as a biological creature, he gradually socialized due to the influence of social groups in the course of his life. The lower the level of personality development is, the brighter and more pronounced biological boundaries are (instincts of possession, destruction, sexual, etc ). 
Representatives of the biosocial direction believe that mental processes (feelings, perception, thinking, etc.) have a biological nature, and focus, interests; abilities of the individual are formed as social phenomena. Such an understanding of the individual cannot explain either his behavior or his development.
Understanding of the social quality of the individual cannot be limited only by the analysis of the specificity and structure of the activity (purpose, means, result, etc.). This is in favor of the indisputable fact that needs determine activity and directly affect the social quality of the individual. Needs not only as a source, but also substantively, qualitatively determine the nature of the activity of the individual. Need is the main determinant thing of the real subjective activity of man. Thus it is quite understandable that one cannot consider the social quality of a person without referring to such an important element as the need.
Specific reproduction of the supernatural world involves not only complex processes of thinking, memory, imagination, but also a special space of their complex procedural encounters in the understanding not just of reality and reflection on it, but of reality, which contains the meaning of a purposeful and expedient subject. «To have a psyche, you must first have a subject», «the subject is always the subject of action, but not of any purpose» [14, p.262]. The ability and need to be a subject is a generic, differently realized property of a person.
According to the definition of L.S.Vygotsky, personality is a holistic mental system that performs certain functions and arises in a person to serve these functions.
The main function of the individual is a creating of development of social experience and involvement of people in the system of social relations. All aspects of personality manifest themselves only in activity and in relations with others. The individual exists, manifests and is formed in activity and communication. Hence the most important characteristic of the individual - the social state in all its images is connected with the lives of others. L.Vygotsky expressed the opinion that development is carried out in an inextricable internal connection with education. The cooperation of the child and the adult is central to the educational process, since the mental development of the child is accomplished through the formation of higher mental functions with the help and with the participation of the adult, i.e. through the cultural development of the child [5, p. 134].
The famous philosopher E.V. Ilienkov believed that «Biology should be regarded as something essentially undifferentiated, and socially organized activity in concrete-historical forms of its cultural evolution - as a real cause of mental differences» [8, p.373].  And the «Body» of a person who acts as an individual is his or her organic body, along with those artificial organs that it creates from substances of external nature. In doing so, «extending» and enhancing the natural organs of his body, thereby complicating and diversifying his relationships with other individuals, his «essence» [8, p.393].
An individual's behavior cannot be considered beyond the pale of his social life. «Personality is a social being in the true sense of the word. It repeats not its peculiarities, but common to all views, performs common customs for all, and in some cases reveals common actions ... A person in society is subordinated to social requirements» [ 3, p11].
According to E. Ilienkov, «A child becomes a person (a social unit, a subject, a bearer of social and human activity) only when he begins this activity himself. Personality arises when the individual begins on his own, as a subject, to perform external activities according to the norms and standards that are given to him by culture. As long as human activity is turned on it, the individuality which he possesses is not yet human individuality. And only when a child learns, taking from other people ways of attitudes to things, in the middle of its organic body arise and form specific human organs… [8, p.398].
V. Stern believed that personality acts as a product of the social environment, i.e the social factor and predispositions that a person receives from birth - a biological factor. Social factor (environment) and biological factor (body dispositions) lead to a new state of personality. «If from two opposing points of view, each can be based on a solid foundation, then the truth should be to combine the two: mental development is not a simple separation of innate properties but the result of convergence of internal data with external conditions of development. This convergence is valid both for the main features and for certain phenomena of development. No function or property can be asked: «Is it happening outside? What's in the middle? Since both are involved - only different in different cases - in its implementation» [17, p20 ].
Personality is a thinking body, a social body that exists as a moving body with both spatial and temporal attributes. The categories of motion, space and time must find personal meaning. Therefore, they must be analyzed as social movement, social space and social time. In this regard, K.Albukhanov-Slavskaya writes: «The contradiction between the limitless possibilities of being humanity and the limitedness of human life in its individual form is the driving contradiction of the reproduction of individual life. Objectively in the life of the individual there is a need to «have time to realize himself» in life, which is in the form of temporary necessity and systematic organization of his life (social activity, family, etc.) and drives him to activity. This desire to «realize oneself» is a proof of the individual's involvement in the forms of life of mankind, his desire to fulfill his social purpose. It is a kind of motivation of life at all times, which leads to the reproduction of events and situations in time»[1,p.76].
According to E.Ilienkov- «A true personality, which asserts itself with all its characteristic energy and will, and becomes possible only where there is a need to break old stereotypes of life. Only where the period of stagnation, the domination of the stamps has come to an end, and the time of creativity appears, only where new forms of human-to-human, human-to-self relationships emerge and assert themselves»[8,p.412].
In the first writings, O. Leontiev [13] already considered activity as the main creation of the psyche, the driving force of its development, which goes beyond the "one step" necessary to ensure the level of mental life. Activity is also a method that allows you to diagnose the appearance of the psyche, its development and qualitative changes.
According to O. Leontiev, personality is an individual being of social relations[13].
At the same time, he did not deny that there is a higher level of personal development, which is connected not only with the social orientation of the hierarchy of motives, but also with the degree of structure of this hierarchy. Although O. Leontiev's terminology [12] was significantly different from both K. Levin [10] and A. Maslow [15], he came to the idea that spiritual (social) motives are an important indicator of personal development. And their dominance in the hierarchy of motives is a testimony of a person of the «second level», who is active and capable of action, that is, an action that depends on their own intentions, their own actions and attitudes. In this context, such a «second-order personality» is identical to the term «subject».
According to O. Leontiev [12], any hierarchy of motives in which the main motives are highlighted is an indicator of a person's maturity.
By developing the dynamics of motive formation, transformation of «those that are significant» motives into «real ones», as well as the interrelation of motives and goals, O. Leontiev proved the leading importance of culture, interpersonal communication for the complex process of ascending from the individual to the individual [12].
If personal experience can also be gained by a person in his own individual activity, then the emergence of pre-personal phenomena of consciousness is impossible without communicating with others. Thus, activity not only subjectivates the image of the world and motivation of the individual, but also brings it into the «field» of culture.
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