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V. Kutishenko. Intimacy as a form of self-knowledge and knowledge of 

another person. 
The article highlights the features of intimate interaction between people as the 

most meaningful for their personal development forms of self-knowledge and 
knowledge of the communication partner. 

Key words: intimacy, peak experience, personal maturity, friendship, love, self-
actualization, self-knowledge. 
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T. Hetman. Considering individual peculiarities of attention of junior pupils 

in educational process. 
The article is dedicated to the individual peculiarities of attention development of 

junior pupils and their consideration in educational process. The author presents the 
system of recommendations for teachers which will help to facilitate the learning 
process and assist in further health development of pupils. 

Key words: attention, selectivity and concentration of attention, educational 
activities, junior school age, individual approach, democratic style, humanization. 


