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Summary. The article analyzes the phenomenon of self deprivation as derived emotional psychic 
deprivation. The connection between self deprivation with internal contradiction between the I-real and I-ideal. 
Formation self deprivation associated with internalization relations alienation destructive picture of the world, the 
mismatch time perspectives and negative self-relation of the subject. Deep cognition of the phenomenon by self 
deprivation apperception methods allows analysand realize internal contradictions and create preconditions for 
the constructive development of personality.  
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Summary The article is devoted to the analysis of deeply psychological sources of religious belief which 
was executed with the use of empirical material of active social-psychological study. The peculiarities of the 
authentic and non-authentic manifestations of the religious belief of the subject were disclosed. The role of the 
Oedipaen period of development in forming of non-authentic demonstration of the religious belief was 
objectified. The essence of this phenomenon was clarified and its deeply psychological determinants were 
exposed, which are connected with the traumatic experience of the childhood. The determinancy of the religious 
belief of the subject was defined by the system of psychological defences and its connection with the objective 
relations.  

It was proved that the displays of non-authentic religious belief is a consequence of the personal 
problem of the subject (inner conflict) which is reflected in such external manifestations as idealization of the 
proper “I”, psychological impotence, psychological death and so on. The necessity of execution of psychological 
correction was grounded with the purpose of evening-out the destructive tendencies of a believer’s state of mind 
which will allow him\ her to harmonize his\her proper inner world on the real basis through the development of 
social-perceptive intelligence, harmonize the relations with those around him\her and gain the inner identity. It 
will favour the gaining of the signs of authenticity by the religious belief. 

Key words: belief, authentic religious belief, non-authentic religious belief, unconscious determinants, 
Oedipus complex, psychological defences, objective relations, method of active social – psychological study, 
psychological corrective impact.  
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