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O.G. Alekseevets  

 
PERSONAL PECULIARITIES OF ADOLESCENTS PRONE TO INTERNET ADDICTION 

 
The article focuses on the urgent problem of adolescents’ Internet-dependent behavior. The results of empirical re-

search of personal characteristics of adolescents who are prone to Internet-addiction are reflected.  
Keywords: Internet-addiction, addiction, adolescent, personal characteristics. 
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E.L. Tsydenzhapova 

 
THE PECULIARITIES OF PREGNANT WOMEN VIEWS ON MOTHERHOOD  

 
The results of research of the peculiarities of expectant mothers’ views on motherhood are given in the article. The 

content analysis of pregnant women formed and unformed attitude toward mothering is presented. 
Keywords: system of relations «mother-child», psychological readiness for motherhood, pregnancy, formed and 

unformed attitude toward motherhood. 
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