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Abstract Introduction

This paper discusses theoretical issues concerning Vygotsky's theory has spread into Western
Vygotsky's work that have remained unaddressed in psychology, particularly through American
the dominant interpretations of his work, eithethe  translations and interpretations of his works. In
former Soviet psychology or in the dominant Western North American scholarship, however, two blind
interpretations. This paper builds on interpretaiof spots exist regarding Vygotsky’s legacy: the link

Vygotsky's concepts oriented by the unity of .
emotional and cognitive processes and focused @n th betwee_n_ Vygotsky an_d Soviet psychology and the
recognition of the first and last moments of

search for new psychical unities on which to build : . .
systemic representation of the human mind. Because YY90tsky's work. Those gaps in the American

Vygotsky did not provide a definite position orcku  interpretation have caused Vygotsky's ideas
questions, | have centered on the analysis of the concerning the representation of the psyche as a
consequences of his legacy for the development of asystem and the unity of affective and cognitive
definition of subjectivity from a cultural-histost processes to be overlooked - both were
standpoint. emphasized by the author, especially in the first
and last moments of his work (Gonzalez Rey,
Keywords:  Sense, “perezhivanie”, reflection, 2008).
internalization, subjectivity Regarding the separation of Vygotsky from the
development of Soviet psychology at that time
(Gonzalez Rey, 2001, 2002), | consider that (1)
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the different theoretical backgrounds of philosophical tradition based on the idea of the
Vygotsky’'s translators in Western psychology rationalistic subject.
and (2) their resulting difficulty in understanding However, concepts cannot be viewed as frozen
the systemic character of Vygotsky’s work could entities. Their meanings are not fixed in any
account for this problem. That misunderstanding significant way. The relevance taken by the topics
concerning the systemic character of Vygotsky's of the language, the culture and the symbolical
work explicitty expressed in the non- productions in the first half of XX century created
consideration of some of Vygotsky's more new conditions for the development of the topic
integrative concepts, like personality, the social of subjectivity on new basis.
situation of development, and sense. However,
history always implies different interpretations, The evolution of \/ygotsky’s
which are largely dependent on the interpreters’
own positions as well as the context from which thought
such interpretations are produced. Within Soviet psychology, Vygotsky was
With regard to the second blind spot, oriented, practically from the very beginning of
Vygotsky’s emphasis on emotions and his effort his work, toward developing a new approach to
to develop a new psychical unity able to integrate psychology on the basis of Marxism, a
cognitive and affective processes have been philosophical position that was to become a
ignored. Their absence from Western Vygotskian fundamental source for Russian scientists after the
interpretations is odd, but more peculiar is their October Revolution. Even though for Vygotsky
absence from Soviet psychology itself, where the only an objective psychology could follow
relevance that he placed on emotions and theMarxist principles, he attributed great significanc
complex emotional system as the driving forces to the subjective side of psychical phenomena,
of human development were ignored until the particularly in the first and last moments of his
1990s (Davydov, 1996; Leontiev, 1992, 2001). work. The tension between subjective and
The consequences of ignoring those concepts forobjective comprehensions of the human mind is
contemporary psychology remain, in my view, apparent throughout Vygotsky’s work.
underestimated. Vygotsky's different moments, rather than
In this paper, | intend to focus on the first and temporally ordered stages, could be considered as
last moments of Vygotsky’s work and, in different blending of ideas from his written works
particular, on his ideas concerning the relevance in different times. Notwithstanding his important
of emotions and the unity of emotional and reflections related to emotions, personality,
cognitive processes as generative psychical fantasy and the generative capacity of the mind in
forces, which in Vygotsky’'s opinion were as real some of his first works, in the same period it was
as any other phenomenon defined by its concretealso possible to find ideas addressed in a
character. With regard to his last moment, | center completely different direction.
on the concept of sense and social situation of In “Psychology of Art” and in his first
development in order to present a different publications related to defectology, Vygotsky
alternative in the interpretation of his legacy: a seemed to be centered on a more systemic
cultural-historical theory of subjectivity. | am comprehension of human mental functioning.
aware of the difficulties of this task given the Nevertheless, from those very first works, it is
prejudice against this concept, which has been possible to identify the tension between the
labeled by many authors from different theoretical objective and subjective emphases in his
positions as a leftover of the modern comprehension of the psyche. When | refer to the
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subjective aspect of the psyche in his work, | am  any objective cause, which is enough to suggest to
considering his emphasis on the generative them, in their fantasy, that everyone is persegutin

character of the emotions because Vygotsky, at them (Vygotsky, 1965, p. 271).

that moment, did not have a clear consciousness . , .

of the ontological specificity of subjective Once again, the author defined emotions as
processes. A very characteristic expression of '€Sponsible for human states “without any

that emphasis on the subjective side of psychical OPi€ctive cause”. In doing so, he recognized the
phenomena in the first period of his work generative character of emotions for human

appeared in “Psychology of Art”: _behavior. Vygotsky’s origntqtion tc_)ward art
indicated from the very beginning of his work not
This way, all our fantastc and non real ONly his interest in art but his attraction to the
“perezhivaniya’, in essence occur on an emotional complex affective processes involved in human
basis completely real. So, we see that feeling and artistic expression. Based on artistic creation,
fantasy do not represent two separate processes, buVygotsky proposed a new project for the
essentially one and the same process. We correctlydevelopment of psychology as a whole, centered
observe fantasy as a central expression of anon a representation of the psyche focused on the
emotional reaction (Vygotsky, 1965, p. 272). relevance of emotions and their related processes,
_ _ _ particularly fantasy and imagination, which were
This approach to the human mind, which centralin “Psychology of Art”. Vygotsky's strong
underlines its generative function as closely jnclination to consider the subjective side of the
linked to emotional processes, is particularly psyche was also evident in his first works on
distinctive of the book in which it appears. Those defectology, which were also written before 1927.
emotionally real occurrences defined a new kind | «pefect and Compensation”, one of his more
of reality, an emotional one, different from other glevant works written in 1924 and published

intelligibility as knowledge productions. The idea pointed out:

that fantasy is a central expression of the

emotional reaction in fact led to the recognitidn o “Psychologists who worked with blind people at

those processes as part of the human realityta par that time thought that the development of the blind
that up to now has almost always been replaced centers on their blindness. The psychology of
by cognitive functions and actions in sociocultural ~ blindness is essentially the psychology of victory

psychology (Werstch, 1998; Bronckart, 2008;  over blindness” (Vygotsky, 1993, p. 57).

Rogoff, 1998, 2002). The ontological issue raised _ _ _

by the specific nature of the human psyche was "€ psychology of blindness, for him, did not

not openly discussed in Soviet psychology until result frorr_l the objective state of blindness; on th

the middle of the seventies. Vygotsky also contrary, it represented a way to overcome the

avoided that discussion. Elaborating at length on réstraints of the blindness. What is implicit in
the role of emotions, Viygotsky stated in the same Vygotsky’s statement concerning blindness is that

book: real shared and universal objective conditions do
not become psychological drives for their
Pathological cases of phobia, obsessive fears, etc Objective consequences, they ~ become

directly link to certain representations that altnos psycholpgical drives as res_ult of the psy_Chologi_caI
invariably are absolutely false and distort reality —alternatives created by blind people in dealing
thus finding their spiritual expressions. So, &sic with those consequences. These psychical

person who suffered obsessive fear is, in essence,alternatives should be identified as subjective
sick by the sentiment. They suffer a fear without
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because they resulted from the functioning of the criticized this view of activity theory (Lomov,
mind as a whole. The difference between 1979; Mikjailov, 2006; Radzikhovskii, 1988;
subjectivity and other forms of objectivity is an Orlov, 1990; and others).
ontological difference. Early in his career, Vygotsky used categories
Although Vygotsky was centered on the socio- like personality and motivation in his search for
cultural genesis of the psyche throughout his complex psychical unities that could be used as
work, it was never clear in the course of his work the driving force of human behavior. Those
how those complex human psychological categories also addressed a  systemic
expressions organize themselves on a social basiscomprehension of the psyche. However, this
It was in “Psychology of Art” where he more effort was overlooked by the dominant Western
audaciously approached the social genesis of theinterpretations of his works. As Chaiklin pointed

human psyche:

Therefore, the non-Marxist social psychology

understands social phenomena as crudely
empirical...as collective, as relations with other

persons. Society this way is understood as an
aggregate of persons, as a complementary
condition of the person’s activity. These

psychologists do not admit that in a more intimate
setting, in the personal movement of ideas, of
feelings, etc., the individual psyche is completely
social and socially conditioned (Vygotsky, 1965,

p. 20).

The social genesis of the human mind was
clear from Vygotsky’s initial work, but in his
works between 1928 and 1931 social was
replaced by external immediate relations and
operations which becoming internal through
internalization. His attempt to make explicit the
social-cultural character of the psyche took on
another meaning in that second moment of his
work. In that moment, instead of centering on the
social character of the psyche, Vygotsky focused
on its objective character based on the concept of
internalization. The notion of internalization was
associated with an instrumental- operational
representation of the relations between humans
and the world. Activity theory, typically defined
as the continuation of Vygotsky’s legacy, can be
associated with this part of his work. Under the
activity theory, domain-based object activity
became the central concept of psychology. Many
Soviet psychologists and philosophers have

out concerning personality within the cultural-
historical research: “How can a concept be so
important yet receive relatively little attention i
current research?” (Chaiklin, 2001, p. 238).

An interest in the topic of personality was
recurrent throughout Vygotsky’s work; in the first
moment of his work, it was addressed in his
definition of the individual psyche as a system.
Vygotsky never made empirical inquiries oriented
toward personality. This concept took different
meanings throughout his work due to the various
principles that dominated its different moments.

The intention to take personality as an
integrative concept, as a new synthesis of other
psychological facts instead of an aggregate of
elements, was clear in Vygotsky’s next statement:

Only vigorous departure from the methodological
boundaries of traditional child psychology could
lead us to study the development of the
psychological higher synthesis that, with all
fundament, could be defined as the child
personality (Vygotsky, 1995, p. 45).

Personality represented his interest in mental
functioning as a whole. Through this concept in
the first period, Vygotsky signaled a new
ontological definition of the psyche oriented
toward a new psychical synthesis irreducible to
functions. There has been a strong tendency to
reify the second moment of Vygotsky's work,
emphasizing semiotic mediation, signs, tools and
internalization as the mature accomplishments of
his work, ignoring the involvement of those
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processes and tools in the functioning of the were understood as an internalization of prior
psychical system as a whole. external processes and operations. Vygotsky was
Some of the strongest Russian semioticians nearer than ever to Piaget in that period:

and philosophers who were contemporaries of

Vygotsky, such as Bakhtin and Shpet, never The sign, in the beginning, is always a way of

separated signs from the complex subjective social relationship, a way of influence over others

characteristics of the individual, nor from the  and only after fuffilling this function it becomes

social contexts within which action takes place. ~ Way of influencing myself.... The reflection, said

As Shpet stated: “...a unique material sign, word, ~ "/2g€t, could be taken as an internal debate. It

embodies and condenses the unit of cultural sense Is;nogudg g ebe i Smeigno?ﬁed, bbeegsilndrﬁﬁ g th'as’ Vf/g?t (t)t;e

and subjective content,s” (Shpet, _19_96’ p. 245). communication with others, and only later as an

mol_r:?g:l’ﬁvoir'h i\éyv%gtrik)ol : seemn?igfilil?n lgd?gfiltt) r?e;sogﬂ internalklanguage it becomes a way of thinking
Vygotsky, 1995, p. 146-147).

essential characteristic of the higher psycholdgica (Vygotsky P )

functions departed from psychical system At that time!l he remarked on the importance
functioning. Thereby, topics like emotions, of operations in psychological development and
fantasy, personality and imagination in fact understood the unity between external operations
disappeared from his analysis of the functions. and psychical phenomena through the concept of
That moment can be chronologically situated internalization. Like Marx, who attributed a

between 1928 and 1931. decisive role to tools in labor activities, Vygogsk
Regarding personality in that second moment, gave a central role to tools in his understanding o
he stated: mediation in human psychical activities. Practical

_ ~ tools used in concrete activities have the same
It should be said, thereforez that we turned into fynctions as signs, which represent the tools of
ourselves through others; this rule does not only he psychological functions. The most important
refer to personality as a whole, but to the histfry tool in Vygotsky's analysis was speech. Through
each isolating function. In that fact takes roat th the tool concept, Vygotsky established a direct

essence of the cultural problem of development . ) .
taken in a purely logical form. Personality is in SUCCession between inter-mental and intra-mental

itself what it is, based on what it means for asher OPerations. On this basis, he introduced his
(Vygotsky, 1995, p. 149). concept of higher mental functions. From this

period comes one of his best-known statements:

Personality is formed on the basis of what it

means for others. Starting from this assumption, ~ Any higher mental function was external and
Vygotsky understood the genesis of personality social before it was internal.... We can formulat'e
mechanically as a result of the external influences tEe gfelrlmeral genetic fw O]f C“'F“ral.de"ﬁ'(’prr?g,'t n
of others’ opinions. This theory of the genesis of the following way: Any function in the child's

personality disregards the collateral effects of
social experiences on personality, turning its * |t is not my intention to establish a periodigatiof
genesis into a process defined from the outside. Vygotsky’'s work, but it is necessary to advancethie

Personality appeared as an effect of external interpretation of Vygotsky’'s thought without appcbéng
it as a monolithic corpus. That monolithic repréagnon

Causes. of Vygotsky’'s work has been based on Vygotsky's
That second moment of his career can Pe followers as enemies who have essentially centenettie
thought of as an “objectivistic turning point second period of his work. In each moment of Vykgts

(Gonzalez Rey, 2007, 2008). Psychical functions work, a mix of ideas with different theoretical méss
emerged (Gonzélez Rey, 2008).
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cultural development appears twice or on two The central place given to the principle of
planes.... It appears first between people as anreflection led Leontiev to identify the psyche as
inte_rmental category, and then within the child as gp image. The image, taken as a reproduction of a
an intramental category (Vygotsky, 1995, p. 197- giyen external object, could be considered as
198). subjective only for its belonging to the subject,
but, ontologically, it represents nothing new in
relation to the object. Going forward on this
question, Leontiev continued:

Vygotsky explained the transition from inter-
mental to intra-mental, a specifically psychical
field, through internalization, which still

represerrllts "?l very c;bjec“r\]/'s“c apprﬁach t(?rht_he The Lenin theory of reflection considers sensory
comprehension  of  the  psyche. IS images in human consciousness as prints,

comprehension of that process does not lend & photographs of an independently existing reality
generative character to the mind as a system, (Leontiev, 1978, p. 33).

recognizing it only as an internal expression of a

formerly inter-mental process. Several Soviet  Therefore, the full identity between the image

psychologists also criticized the concept of and the object is affirmed since it is considerd t

internalization in different periods (Rubinstein, be like a print.

1964; Ananiev, 1977; Orlov, 1990; Brushlinsky, Afterwards, in an attempt to overcome that

1977; Abuljanova, 1973). mechanistic view of the psyche and of the
One of the main principles assumed by Soviet reflection itself, on which the theory of activity

psychology was the comprehension of the mental developed, Leontiev stated

processes as a reflection of the real word, which

was in fashion in Soviet Marxist philosophy at But this [the prior reference related to the Lenin
that time and was rigidly assumed as an attribute  theory of reflection] forms only one side of the
of any “Marxist” construction related to human characterization of psychic reflection; the other

psychological phenomena. It was utterly side consists of the fact that psychic reflectias,
impregnated in the imaginations of psychologists, ~ distinct from mirror and other forms of passive
and this prevalence turmned into one of the more reflection, is subjective, and this means thafsit i

. . not passive, not dead, but active, that into its
|mportant b_arrl_e_rs _for the development of the definition enters human life and practice, and that
topic of subjectivity in psychology.

! . is characterized by the movement of a constant
The relevance of reflection was central in the objective into subjective (Leontiev, 1978,

works of all of the founders of Soviet psychology. p. 33).
A.N. Leontiev wrote:

That paradoxical style, in which an underlining

Introducing the concept of reflection into  statement is contradicted some pages later, was
psychology as a basic concept laid the foundation cparacteristic of Soviet authors  investigating
et War(SULeninist. | ceriain "hot” topics of a doctinal characler, a5
years since tha"[ tir%/e angyits concrete?scientific was _the case of reflection in psycholo_gy. Leon_tiev
’ flew in “a circle” over the same question. In doing

presentations have developed and changed; the . ) )

subjective image of objective reality — has reflection with the representation of its objective
remained and is unchangeable (Leontiev, 1978, genesis, but he mistakenly reduced his
p. 27). comprehension of its objective genesis to a

reproduction of an external given reality in a
psychical result, taking the image as the most



Outlines* No. 1 « 2009 Historical relevance of Vygotsky’s worke Fernando Luis Gonzalez Reg5

plausible  psychological phenomenon for processes based on new principles. The idea of
illustrating that process. On this basis was reflection as it was understood by Soviet
developed the activity theory; a given external psychologists, giving priority to objective,
phenomenon, in this case an object, became theexternal given objects, reduced psychical
basis for the objective character of the psyche processes to an internal, intrapsychical
through its reproduction as an internal psychical phenomenon. This position was very paradoxical
process as a result of internalization. From that considering  Soviet psychologists’ explicit
assumption, activity theory essentially led to intention to move forward with a cultural-
inquiry into cognitive and sensorial processes on historical definition of the psyche. Soviet
a positivistic experimental methodological basis. psychology only explicitly revisited the topic of
That attempt to develop an objective subjectivity and its generative character in the
psychology also impacted Rubinstein, who can be 1970s, when activity theory became a target of
considered as the Soviet psychologist who dealt many critics®
in the greatest depth with the theoretical The fragility of that representation centered on
challenges resulting from the relation between the comprehension of reflection as the transition
philosophy and psychology. On reflection, he from external facts and operations to internal
wrote: operations and processes; this transition
contributed to maintaining the concept of
The Marxist theory of reflection is an application “external influences”, which could be considered
of the Dialectical materialist principle of reflemt as a remnant of a mechanistic determinism. Such
on the knowledge process, a principle that 3 term indicated a contextual representation of
estapl!shed, as was seen above, that externalrea"ty that develops through concrete and
conditions act through internal ones. Every process ¢.oymenting influences. This scheme unavoidably
is determined by external objective conditions and . . : . .
is refracted through the internal laws of the very Implled the preservat_lor-] ofa _mechanlcal .SUbJ(?Ct'
process (Rubinstein, 1965, p. 59-60). objec_t dichotomy Wlthln which the objgct is
considered as primary and the subject as
secondary, an effect of the object’'s influences.
Such an approach was mechanical as opposed to
dialectic. The social and historical realities with

Rubinstein made a notorious effort to save the
active character of reflection, long before
Leontiev’s attempt. The discussion continued in : )
similar terms for more than thirty years; the Which persons grow up and interact should be
original Rubinstein text quoted above dated from Understood as a network of ongoing facts and
the 1940s. It provides evidence of the difficulties consequences unfolding into the —subjective
faced by Soviet psychologists in dealing with that Production of many people. Subjectivity is not an

topic. Despite Rubinstein’s effort in the defense €ffeCt it is a complex human production within
of the active character of reflection on the bagis  Which collateral effects, consequences, facts, and
the current internal psychical structure as a subjective configurations of the individuals and

mediator from external influences, he could not th0se social spaces within which they live
overcome the one-sided representation of combine into a recursive and complex subjective
reflection as a process that takes place from Network.

external to internal. It is curious that Rubinstein

grouped reflection with knowledge processes, not ; For more information about this point, consult &THhesis

with psychical functions. That terminological  4ng speech of V Congress of the Society of Psygfsto
difference could reflect Rubinstein’s attempt to  of the Soviet Union,” Moscow, 1977, the centralitopf

understand the genesis of other psychical discussion of which was “The problem of activity in
soviet psychology”.
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The absence of a clear ontological position However, he could go no further in the idea
related to the human psyche in Soviet psychology regarding the definition of a new qualitative unity
led Vygotsky to identify the psyche with of the psyche.

something different, in this case, with an inter-
mental or external operation. In doing so, nothing
qualitatively new was added to the external
operation after becoming internal. The psyche,
from this viewpoint, does not differ from action,

whether operational or communicative: it is the

The concept of sense was promising because

of its malleability, and the movement turned it

into an interesting theoretical means for
understanding the changeable and complex
psychical production in such a way that it would
be possible to make sense of subjective processes.

system of internalized actions. Traditionally, psychological categories were
Vygotsky characterized himself as being in a based on concrete and invariable behavioral
permanent stream of thought. His last period was content considered inherent to certain individual
particularly rich and contradictory, but, psychical patterns. From this representation, it
unfortunately, he had no time to deeply develop would be impossible to follow the process by
his ideas from that period. He returned in that which subjective individual configurations
time to many of the topics developed during his develop in humans. However, sense, as it was
first period. One new concept that he addressedpresented prior to Vygotsky by Bakhtin and
was sense, which ephemerally appeared in someShpet, was oriented toward processes in relation
of his last works, bringing to light different and in movement. Sense had heuristic potential to
alternatives for the development of questions that become a new psychological synthesis between
remained unanswered after his first writings. external and internal processes.
The above assumption was

The category of sense and its Vygotsky's following remark:

justified by

importance in Wgotsky’s work

In “Imagination and its development in
childhood”, one of the works of his last period
written in 1932, Vygotsky began to represent
imagination not as a function but as a system,
taking an important step in the representation of
the human psyche as a complex system. In this
text Vygotsky wrote:

Thus, interconnected in this single knot, we find
three of the greater problems of contemporary
psychology, and of contemporary child psychology
in particular: The problem of thinking, the problem
of imagination and the problem of will (Vygotsky,
1987b, p. 349).

Will is closely interconnected with affective
processes. In that lecture, Vygotsky took an
important step in considering the close inter-

Vygotsky’'s

A word's sense is the aggregate of all the
psychological facts that arise in our consciousness
as a result of the word. Sense is a dynamic, fluid
and complex formation which has several zones
that vary in their stability. Meaning is only oné o
these zones of the sense that the word acquires in
the context of speech (Vygotsky, 1987a, p. 275-
276).

Vygotsky maintained the definition of sense
associated with the word, as did Paulhan.
representation of sense as the
"aggregate of all the psychological facts thatearis
in our consciousness as a result of the word"
permitted him to integrate this category into a
new psychical whole irreducible to a word. In
doing so, for the first time he defined a category
capable of integrating different psychological

functions and processes in each person’s concrete

expression. Sense seemed to represent a

relations between the three mentioned processesPsychological production involved in the flux of
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and special forms of connection and motion
(Vygotsky, 1984, p. 328).

language, not in a deterministic way, but as a
psychical chain of events able to find new
psychological values through the ongoing process
of action. On the same page as the above
quotation, he stated:

It is not a coincidence that in this quotation he
did not mention sense. In this quotation, the
author supported the idea of the integration of
The word is an inexhaustible source of new different elements of psychical life around new
problems. Its sense is never complete. Ultimately, relationships defined by emotions, but this time
the sense of the word depends on one's without any reference to words or to the world.
understanding of the word as a whole and on the This was an important moment because it
internal structure of personality (VngtSky, 1987a, represented aga|n Vygotsky’s recogr“tlon Of the
p. 276). generative capacity of emotions, which he
emphasized in his first period. His permanent
_ ' reference to the topics of affection and cognition
sense, Vygotsky renders it more psychological 54 his historical preoccupation with the systemic
than _ Paulhan S deflnltlon: The consequences of unity of the psyche, supported on the idea that the
that inclusion were very important because they unity between cognitive and affective processes

allowed him to begin to understand sense as a5 central, left open an alternative for advancing
psychological unity. Understanding sense as jnig 5 new representation of the psyche as a
being influenced by personality, in fact, allowed complex system.

him to integrate the ‘word’ into the domain of A.A.Leontiev attempting to define a new

personality and personality into the domain of \\oment in Vygotsky’s representation of psyche
action. However, Vygotsky could go no further in 5, the basis of sense said:

a complete reformulation of his psychological
categories on the basis of this concept, nor even
make explicit its possible consequences for the
reformulation of psychology. Sense remained
unfinished and incomplete in his work, and | am
not sure if Vygotsky himself clearly understood
the potential of that concept for the development
of psychology.

A new and decisive moment in Vygotsky's
understanding of the affective-cognitive unity was
expressed in his paper "On the question of the
psychology of the creative artist”, written in 1932
In that paper, also belonging to this final peradd
his work, he claimed:

By including personality in the definition of

In connection with Vygotsky, we have become
accustomed to speaking of a synthesis or unity of
intellect and affect. But might it not be more
correct to say-again in his terminology- that heswa
concerned with the relationship between intellect
(thinking) and sense Vygotsky's principal thesis
(summarizing the various formulations found in his
different works) would then be this: There exists a
complicated dynamic system of senses that
includes a motivational (affective) side, as wall a
the will, the dynamic of action, and the dynamic of
thinking. They can assume various relationships to
one another and form diverse "networks". Intellect,
like all higher psychical functions, is subordircte
to this system. This, then, is the dynamic, self-

In the process of societal life, feelings devedop

prior systems of relations disintegrate (within
which they exist as a result of the biological
organization of psyche); the emotions come into
new relationships with other elements of psychical
life, a new system appears, new blendings of
psychical functions; units of higher order emerge,
governed by special laws, mutudkependencies,

developing human psyche in its true wholeness and
social determinednesH. Vygotsky had lived only

a few more vyears, he would surely have

concentrated his effort on the analysis of this

system (Leontiev, 1992, p. 43).
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| agree wholeheartedly with A. A. Leontiev.
The study of the consequences of the concept of
sense could be essential for a new ontological
definition of the human psyche. | would like to
emphasize from the quotation Leontiev’s idea that
“intellect, like all higher psychical functions, is
subordinated to this system”. That complex
dynamic system of senses appears as an
inseparable moment of any living experience,
turns into the alive, subjective side of that
experience. This crucial, central idea only was
mentioned in the Vygotsky’s work referred above
(1984); it does not appear in any other of his
posterior works. Even when Leontiev in the prior
commented quotation stated that “he (in reference
to Vygotsky) was concerned with the relationship
between intellect (thinking) and affect” , he
reduced the concept of sense to affection. In doing
so, the author overlooked the idea of sense as
unity of psyche, as it appeared in Vygotsky’'s
references to sense. Contrary to Leontiev’s

problem of the Consciousness of Learning”). There
appears to be a gap between Leontiev's “personal
sense” and Vygotsky's “sense field”, but it is in
fact not the case” (Leontiev, 1992, p. 41).

The concept of sense has remained mistreated
up to now, in particular in the analysis of its
consequences for the development of new trends
in psychological thinking. In spite of Vygotsky
explicitly never develop some consequences of
the concept of sense, it is impossible to readsn h
short use of this concept, that sense since thés
aggregate of all the psychological facts that arise
in our consciousness as a result of the word” as
Vygotsky stated in a mentioned above quotation,
it is possible to conclude that among that
aggregate are also emotions. So sense represent a
cognitive —affective unity configured on human
action, because words as a permanent part of
human expressions.

statement, | consider that one of the consequences

of sense could be the consideration of psychical Relevance

functions as functions of sense, which could
overcome the restriction involved in the definition
of thinking strictly as a cognitive process. Once
fantasy and imagination are inseparable of
thinking we have something more complex than
mere cognition.

However, those ideas that characterize the last
period of Vygotsky’'s work were ignored by
Kharkov’'s group, headed by A. N. Leontiev and
integrated by Vygotsky's fellows, Luria,
Zaporozhets, Bozhovich, Elkonin and Galperin,
among others. A. A. Leontiev wrote:

There are many theoretical ideas in these works,
however, that were not picked up by the Kharkov
group or were only partially accepted. These were
hardly noticed by Vygotsky's historiographers and
were deliberately ignored by his critics. The more
important of these ideas was that of “sense” or
“sense field.... Only many vyears Ilater did
A. N. Leontiev speak publicly of “personal sense”
(most clearly in his 1974 work, “Psychological

of the *“social
situation of development” and
“perezhivanie” in understan-

ding subjectivity from a cultu-

ral-historical optic

After the Vygotsky’'s writings about sense, he,
in one of his last conferences, entitled by Van
deer Veer & Valsiner (1994) as “The problem of
the environment”, introduced the concept of
‘perezhivanie’ (emotional experience) whose aim
seems to be very near of that enunciated by
Vygotsky when he referred to the dynamic
systems of senses. On regarding ‘perezhivanie’
Vygotsky wrote in that conference:

The emotional experience [perezhivanie] arising
from any situation or from any aspect of
environment, determines what kind of influence
this situation or this environment will have on the
child. Therefore , it is not any of the factors in
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themselves (if taken without reference to the child
which determines how they will influence the
future course of his development, but the same

approach environment from the point of view of
the relationship which exist between the child and
its environment at a given stage of his development

factors refracted through the prism of the
‘perezhivanie’( Vygotsky, 1994, p. 339-340).

(Vygotsky, 1994, p. 338)

Social environment is not considered by him as

Vygotsky did not use the concept of sense in a given, but as something organized in the course
his analysis on the influence that environment of human relationships. Social facts are not
will have on the child, using instead objective given ‘entities’ which influence
‘perezhivanie’ to explain a dynamic that could be development as objective influences; they will
explained through the concept of sense. Giventake on different emotional values for
Leontiev’'s assumption and my particular development as result of the person’'s actual
interpretation regarding that category, Vygotsky psychical organization. Social facts become
would likely have used sense for explaining how relevant for development by their transformations
environment influences child development. In the into emotional states, a process that takes phace b
mentioned conference Vygotsky attempted to their refraction through the person’s psychical
transcend the mechanical relationship between organization.
external and internal, in an effort that newly The ideas developed by Vygotsky in that
reinforced the idea of mind as production and not conference, which is central to understanding the
as internalization. path of his thinking in that last moment of hi®]if

The term ‘refraction’, used by him instead of were very similar to those discussed by him in
the term reflection, has important implications for several other lectures addressed to the students of
thinking of psyche not as an effect; this idea is medicine in the Moscow University in 1934n
crucial for the development of the topic of those conferences, according to Bozhovich
subjectivity from this approach. The term (1981), Vygotsky sustained that the environment
production, as | use it here, does not mean anyshould not be studied as a given “social situation
transcendental or innate production, but a of development” which is determined by its own
subjective one; its means the emergence of objective definition of the child’s development.
emotional states that are not understandable onlyTaking another position in relation to the social
from the objective circumstances that influences character of human development, Vygotsky
the person from the outside. The ‘refraction’ introduced the important concept of “social
implies a recognition that the effect of any situation of development” that, according to
external event to the person’s situation or processBozhovich (1981), was defined as the specific
would depend on the individual's psychical combination of the child’s personal characteristic
organization and action in the ongoing process of and those external condition under which the
a living experience. child’ experience takes place.

The distance taken by Vygotsky from the
objective determination of psyche was also
explicitly defended by him in the next paragraph:

® That reference was taken from Bozhovich (1981 oh
his disciples who latter integrated to the Kharlsogioup
from which she left due to her differemscewith
A. N. Leontiev in relation to the definition of mae.
According to her, those conferences dictated by mim
1934 were not published until 1968, year in which
appeared the Russian original of the Bozhovich’skwo
from which | took this information.

At the same time environment should not be
regarded as a condition of development which
purely objectively determines the development of a
child by virtue of the fact that it contains centai

qualities or features, but one should always
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Vygotsky discussed the “social situation of the ongoing course of development. As Vygotsky
development” through his definition of said above “different events elicit different
‘perezhivanie’ as the psychological unity that ‘perezhivanie’in the child”.
appears as result of the relationship between At this time in the evolution of his work, from
situational and the personal characteristics ofieac the very dynamic and complex representation of
person at each stage of development. In psyche emerged a new definition of human mind
“Psychology of the Environment” he wrote: as a subjective system configured through

emotional states [perezhivanie]. However, similar

“So, in a emotional experience [perezhivanie] we to the relationship with the category of sense,

are always dealing with an indivisible unity of \Vygotsky could not consequently developed the

personal characteristics ~ and  situational concept of emotional moment ‘perezhivanie’. At

characteristics, that are represented N {he end in “Psychology of Environment” he
‘perezhivanie’ " (Vygotsky, 1994, p. 342). wrote:

Every external event becomes psychological
only as a result of that emotional experience
[perechivanie] that in turn resulted from its
relevance to the current psychical child’'s
structure. So ‘perezhivanie’ is singular and
unpredictable; it is a truly psychical production.

Emphasizing the singular character of
‘perezhivanie’, Vygotsky stated:

| think that you will agree with me when | say
that any event or situation in a child's
environment will have a different effect on him
depending on how far the child understand this
sense and meaning (Vygotsky, 1994, p. 343).

As Bozhovich wrote:

If the concept of ‘perezhivanie’ developed by him

(is referred to Vygotsky) approached us to the
interpretation to the real causes of child

development, the later search for the link that
defines development that concludes in the concept
of generalization , led us back to intellectualist

positions (Bozhovich, 1991, p. 125).

It is therefore obvious, that if we have two peopl
with two different types of constitutional
characteristics, then one and the same event is
likely to elicit a different emotional experience
[perezhivanie] in each of them. Consequently, the
constitutional characteristic of the person and
generally the personal characteristics of children

are, as it were, mobilized by a given emotional . : ,
experience [perezhivanie], are laid down, become Following the trajectory of Vygotsky's thought

crystallized within a given emotional experience It is pOSSIbI_e to appreciate his efforts toward a
[perezhivanie] but, at the same time, this comprehension of human psyche as a system in
experience does not just represent the aggregate ofvhich emotions are as important as intellectual
the child's personal characteristics which Mmeanings and representations. Just through
determines how the child experienced this concepts like ‘perezhivanie’ and sense, Vygotsky
particular event emotionally, but different events attempted to define psychical unities able to
also elicit different emotional experiences reveal the indissoluble relationship between
[perezhivanie] in the child (Vygotsky, 1994, cognitive and affective processes. These concepts
p. 342-343). revealed his worries about the dominant
deterministic position that prevailed at that time
in Soviet psychology regarding the genesis of
psyche based on reflection. The Vygotsky's
renunciation of concepts like refraction, the
generative and active character of emotions and

Vygotsky made an effort to understand
‘perezhivanie’ not as “encapsulated” in itself
content that becomes the “cause” of the behavior
but as the production which takes place through
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the singular character resulting from the impact of relevance of emotions in the understanding of
circumstances on psychical development, openedhuman mind. This relevance given to emotions
a new challenge for the comprehension of human implies a recognition of human states as truly
psyche; human psyche appeared as a complexsubjective productions. They do no result from
system impossible to be reduced to the mere the assimilation of external influences.
assimilation of the facts and processes involved in  « Vygotsky work opened a path to advance on
its development. The premises for a new the topic of subjectivity as a continuous
definition of subjectivity from a cultural — production of symbolic -  emotional
historical standpoint were established. Now it is configurations, which would result from the
necessary to take those premises advancing on th&eomplex alternatives generated in the interwoven
new challenges they opened for the next movement between dominant at the beginning of

generations. any system of action or relationships subjective
configurations, and those new configurations
Final remarks appearing on the ongoing process of

development. The concepts and processes of this

Vygotsky’s work should be understood as a complex order should be elaborated.

system with several moments that contradicted
one another at certain concrete moments, and it
cannot be taken as a set of concrete principlesReferences

from beginning to end. His concrete categories Abul’janova — Slavskaia, K. A. (1973)Subject
should be located within the system as a whole, psychicheskoi deyatelnosf{iThe subject of
avoiding the use of them separately, which could  psychological activity]. Moscow: Nauka.

lead to the vulgarization of his theory. Ananiev, B. (1977)0O problemah sovremennogo
* The first and last moments of Vygotsky's chelavekoesnaniyfD contemporary problems
work have been misunderstood in their  of human knowledge]. Moscow: Nauka.
consequences for the development of psychology. Bozhovich, L. I. (1978). Krazvitiyu affektivno-
The concepts of sense, ‘perezhivanie’ and “ social potrebnc’)st.no.i sfery .cheloveka [On person’s
situation of development” introduced by him in affective based on needs sphere]. In V. V
the last period of his career were coherent wigh hi Davydov (Ed.), Problemy obchei, vbzrastﬁoi '

multiple attempts to define unities of psychical pedagogicheskqisychologii [Problems of the

life, which is strong evidence of the importance :
. general, pedagogical and aged psychology]
that he placed on the comprehension of the (op. 168-179). Moscow: Pedagogica.

psyche-like system. _ _
» Bozhovich, L. (1981).La Personalidad y su

» The concepts of sense and ‘perezhivanie o ; : _
represented an important turning point in formacion en la edad |nfanI|H_at_)ana. Pueblc_)
y Educacion. Habana. (Original work in

Vygotsky’'s work. Based on those concepts, ) _ :
Vygotsky implicitly recognized the generative  Russian published in 1968).
character of the human mind. This recognition is Bronckart, J. P. (2008). Vygotsky, el devenir de
important to develop the concept of subjectivity ~ una obra. En: B.Schneuwly & J. P. Bronckart
based on new principles, overcoming the  (Eds.), Vygotsky Hoy (pp. 7-20). Madrid.
representation of the human psyche as a reflection  Editorial Popular.
that was long dominant in Soviet psychology. Bruschlinsky, A. V. (1977). K predistorii

* Sense and ‘perezhivanie’ appear not as problemy “Soznanie | Deyatelnosti”. [About
“entities”, but as unities organized on the ongoing  the pre-history of the problem of
subject’s experience; both concepts underline the  Consciousness and Activity] (pp. 7-12). V



Outlines* No. 1 « 2009 Historical relevance of Vygotsky’s worke Fernando Luis Gonzalez Rey2

Problema Deyatelnosti v Sovietstkoi
Psychologii” Tesisi i dokladoi k V
Vsesojuznoi Siesdu Obchestva Psychologov  activity, sign, personality]. Moscow: Publisher
[Thesis and presentations at the V Congress of  Smisl.

the society of psychologists from the Soviet | eontiev, A. N. (1978)Activity, Consciousness

Leontiev, A. A. (2001). Deyatelnii Um:
Deyatelnost, snak, lichno§the active Mind:

Union]. Moscow.

Chaiklin, S. (2001). The institutionalization of
Cultural — Historical Psychology as a
Multinational Practice. In S. Chaiklin (Ed.),
The Theory and Practice of Cultural Historical
Psychology (pp. 15-34). Aarhus: Aarhus
University Press.

Chaliklin, S. (2001). The category of “personality’
in  Cultural Historical Psychology. In
S. Chaiklin (Ed.),The Theory and Practice of
Cultural — Historical Psychology(pp. 238-
259). Aarhus: Aarhus University Press.

Davydov, V. V. (1996). Paniatie deyatelnosti kak
osnovanie issledovanii nauchnoi shkoli L. S.
Vygotskogo [The concept of activity as the
basis for the inquiries of Vygotsky's scientific
school].Voprosy Psychologi20, 20-29.

Gonzalez Rey, F. (2001)La Investigacion
Cualitativa en psicologia: rumbos y desafios
México: D. F. Editora Thomson.

Gonzalez Rey, F. (2002f%ujeto y Subjetividad:
una aproximacion historico - culturaMeéxico:
D. F. Editora Thomson.

Gonzélez Rey, F. (2007). Social and individual
subjectivity from an historical cultural
standpointCritical Social Studies. Outling®
(2), 3-14.

Gonzélez Rey, F. (2008). Different periods in
Vygotsky’'s  work: their implications for
arguments regarding his legacyPaper
presented at the Annual meeting of the
International Society for Cultural and Activity
Research. San Diego, California.

Leontiev, A. A. (1992). Ecco Homo.
Methodological Problems of the Activity
Theoretical ApproachNewsletter forActivity
Theory Vol. 11 (12), 41-44.

and PersonalityNew Jersey. Prentice Hall.

Leontiev, A. N. (1994).Filosofija Psikjologii
[Philosophy of psychology]l. Moscow:
Moscow University Press.

Lomov, B. F. (1979). Kategorii obcheniya i
deyatelnosti v psychologii [The categories of
communication and activity in psychology].
Voprosy Filosofij 8, 34-47.

Mikhailov, F. T. (2006). Problems of the methods
of cultural-historical psychologyJournal of
Russian and European Psycholpgy (1), 21-
54.

Minick, N. (1987). The Development of
Vygotsky’'s Thought: An introduction. In
R. W. Rieber & A. S. Carton (EdsQollected
Works of L. S. Vygotsk{vol. 1, pp. 17-38).
New York: Plenum Press.

Orlov, A. B. (1990). Tolko li interiorizatziya [It
would be only internalization?].Voprosy
Psychologij 3, 36-38.

Radzikhovskii, L. A. (1988). Discusionniye
problemy Marksistckoi Teorii v Sovietskoi
psichologicheskoi nauki (Discussible problems
of the Marxist Theory in the Soviet
psychological science)Voprosy psychologii
1, 124-130.

Rogoff, B. (1998). Observando a atividade
sociocultural em trés planos: apropiacao
participatoria, participacao guiada e

aprendizado. Em J. Wertsch, P. del Rio &
A. Alvarez (Eds.),Estudos Socioculturais da
Mente(pp. 123-142). Porto Alegre: ARTMED.

Rogoff, B. (2002). A natureza cultural do
desenvolvimento humano Porto  Alegre:
ARTMED.

Rubinstein, S. L. (1964)El Desarrollo de la
Psicologia: principios y categoriaHabana:



Outlines* No. 1 « 2009 Historical relevance of Vygotsky’s worke Fernando Luis Gonzalez Rey3

Editora del Nacional
Universidades.

Rubinstein, S. (1965)El Ser y la Conciencia

Consejo

de Vygotsky, L. S. (1995)Historia de las funciones

psiquicas superiores. En Obras Escogidas
3). Madrid: Visor.

Habana: Editora del Consejo de Universidades. Wertsch, J. (1998). A necessidade da acdo na

Shpet, G. G. (1996)Psychologiya Sotsialnogo
bytiya Isbranniye psychologischeskie trudi
[The psychology of social being. Selected
psychological works]. Moscow, Voronezh:
Institut Prakticheskoi Psychologii.

Van der Veer, R. & Valsiner, J. (1993).
Understanding Vygotsky: A quest for synthesis
Oxford, UK: Blackwell.

Van deer Veer, R. & Valsiner, J. (1994). Reading
Vygotsky: from fascination to construction. In
R. Van deer Veer & J. Valsiner, (EdsThe
Vygotsky Reader (pp. 1-9). Cambridge:
Blackwell.

Vygotsky, L. S. (1965).Psichologiya Iskustva
[Psychology of Art]. Moscow: lzdatelstvo
Iskustva.

Vygotsky, L. S. (1984). K voprosu o psychologii
tvorchestva aktera [On questions of the
psychology of the creative artistfobranye
Sochinenya(Vol. 2, pp. 316-343). Moscow:
Pedagogika.

Vygotsky, L. S. (1987a). Thinking and Speech. In
R.W. Rieber & A. S. Caron (Eds.gollected
Works of L. S Vygotskivol. 1, pp. 43-288).
New York. Plenum Press.

Vygotsky, L. S. (1987b). Imagination and its
development in childhood. In R. W. Rieber &
A. S. Caron (Eds.)Collected Works of L. S.
Vygotsky(Vol. 1, pp. 339-350). New York:
Plenum Press.

Vygotsky, L. S. (1993). Defect and compensation.

In RW. Rieber & A. Carton (Eds.)The
Collected Works of L.S.Vygotskyol. 2, pp.
52-64). New York: Plenum Press.

Vygotsky, L. S. (1994). The problem of the
environment. In R. Van deer Veer &
J. Valsiner (Eds.)The Vygotsky Read€pp.
338-354). Cambridge: Blackwell.

pesquisa sociocultural. Em J. Wertsch, P. del
Rio & A. Alvarez (Eds.), Estudos
Socioculturais da Mentdpp. 56-71). Porto
Alegre: ARTMED.



