
 

UP-DATE  Number 12 Summer 1998 

TWICE YEARLY NEWSLETTER  OF THE  BRITISH & E EUROPEAN  PSYCHOLOGY  GROUP 
 
Greetings again to and from East and Central Europe and Britain!   
 
Since its second number (Summer 1993) Up-Date has always opened with an illustration of a 
famous bridge in East or Central Europe. In this edition, we break with that practice to celebrate a 
school of psychologists who, along with one or two others, have best bridged the psychological 
world. Within an account of the history of Ukrainian psychology, Elena Ivanova writes from 
Kharkov about innovations which began before the war, and which were such that developmental 
psychology turned on its axis when Luria from Moscow and Kharkov cooperated with Bruner from 
Harvard in the early 1970’s. 
 
The Kharkov school had strong links with Moscow. We follow Elena Ivanova’s paper with a highly 
accessible explanation of Bernstein’s work, carried out in Moscow, which perhaps more quietly but 
still deeply influenced the international community of research psychologists.  
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5: Bernsteiniana: Mike Mirsky 
6: Bernstein: 1990’s interpretations: Walter Ehrenstein; Bibliography: Russian psychology early in English 
7: Conferences & books; 8: Visits; in memoriam  
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PSYCHOLOGY IN UKRAINE 
Elena Ivanova, Head of Psychology Department, Kharkov, Ukraine 

     eivanova@kharkov.ua 
 

By the beginning of the 20th century in Ukraine, which was a part of the Russian empire at that time, there were 
three large university cities - Kharkov, Kiev and Odessa - where psychology was developing. In the 1880’s, 
laboratories of experimental psychology were established in Kharkov (by P.Kovalevsky) and in Kiev (by 
I.Sikorsky). V.Zen'kovsky, a prominent scholar in child psychology, worked in Kiev. N.Lange, a founder of the 
attention motor theory, worked in Odessa. As far back as in the 19th century, various psychological schools had 
been formed in Kharkov: in experimental psychology, clinical psychology, psychology of creation, etc. A famous 
philologist and psychologist, A.Potebn'a, worked at Kharkov university. He elaborated the historical-comparative 
method and one of his books "Thought and Language" influenced the formation of L.Vygotsky's scientific views. 
     In the 1920’s, when Ukraine became one of the republics of the Soviet Union, Kharkov was its capital (1918- 
1934). New research and scientific centres and institutes were added to the already good scientific basis, and 
several new psychological trends and branches began to develop in Kharkov. Within the limits of actively 
developed reflexology (a science about behaviour worked out by V.Protopopov, V.Bekhterev's disciple) a new 
trend developed in the psychology of the blind and the deaf. I.Sokol'ansky founded and elaborated it. He worked 
out a new method of teaching children who are deaf and blind that is still used in present times. 
     At that time, pedology was very popular in Ukraine. It developed both as a scientific trend and as a branch of 
practice. A lot of pedological consultation offices emerged, and it was an obligatory subject for students of the 
pedagogical professions. The so-called Ukrainian pedological school (A.Zaluzhny was its founder) arose within 
pedology. Social factors of child development and the collective body and its behaviour were made a special 
subject of study by this school. A.Zaluzhny was eager to carry out a theory of the collective, to single out its types, 
to show the process of its formation, to find out its structure. Though this school was much influenced by ideology 
(the strength of collective factors over individual factors was underlined all the time), it carried out an important 
methodological principle that a child could be studied only in the process of its education, that is, in the process of 
the formation of its behaviour. 
     Ukrainian psychologists were acquainted with psychoanalytic theory and practice. Psychoanalysis was 
developed most actively in Odessa. Besides psychoanalytic practice there was a small, but very industrious group 
that translated and published works of Z.Freud, A.Freud, E.Bleuler, etc. The psychopathologist Ya.Kogan was the 
centre of this group. Psychoanalysis also influenced many of  K.Platonov's ideas. His and his pupils’ works laid 
down the foundations of native, Ukrainian, psychotherapy. Language was considered to be a therapeutic factor, and 
they studied its influence on the person's psychic and somatic state. 
     In Kharkov at the beginning of the 1920’s, the All-Ukrainian Institute of Labour was opened. Psychotechnical 
issues were developed there. The main research question was professional selection and orientation and a wide 
range of problems connected with them. In their practical work, schoolchildren and youth attracted researchers’ 
attention. Abilities and intellect were checked (diagnosed) and corresponding recommendations were given. Work 
on professional selection and orientation and on creation of appropriate tests was begun on a large scale. 
     However such a variety of schools and trends did not suit officials that were striving for universality and 
uniformity. Resolutions on stopping activities and closing institutions were passed. Psychoanalysis was the first, 
then psychotechnics, and pedology the last. Many scholars were repressed and perished, and the existence of the 
schools was compulsorily ended.  
     At that time, active work and discussions took place in soviet psychology in order to create new ideas about 
psychological science, its subject and methods. The so-called Kharkov Psychological School made a valuable 
contribution in the elaboration of this problem. 
 

The Kharkov Psychological School 
     In the 1920’s and 1930’s, young soviet psychologists made efforts for the creation of a new psychology, that 
would be able to settle the methodological crisis which many scholars felt at that time. One of the main 
psychologists trying to solve this problem was L.Vygotsky with his cultural-historical theory. Very quickly he and 
his ideas attracted several psychologists, that called themselves his pupils. They were A.Luria and A.Leont'ev. 
     By the beginning of 1930’s, the ideological situation in Moscow where they lived and worked became 
immensely aggravated. There were so called "open discussions", that had nothing to do with real scientific 
polemics, and aimed  
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to close down corresponding trends in scientific ideas. The real state of affairs was ideological and political. There 
were several standard accusations:  idealism, worship of the West and bourgeois (western) science, distortion of 
Marxist-Leninist philosophy. Several discussions of that kind took place in psychology as well. Such a discussion 
of cultural-historical theory had been in preparation, but it was postponed several times and everybody connected 
with this theory felt tension. The situation grew even worse after A.Luria's research expedition to Middle Asia 
(summer of 1931 and 1932). He was blamed for racialism and he was forced to leave the Institute of Psychology. 
On the other hand, in Kharkov which was the capital of Ukraine that time, the Research Psychoneurological 
Institute and the Institute of Clinical Psychiatry were united in an integral organization - the All-Ukrainian 
Psychoneurological Academy (1932). It was a unique, multifunctional institution, with a sector of psychology in its 
structure. This consisted of departments of general and genetic and clinical psychology. So professionals to work in 
these departments were needed, and L.Vygotsky and his group (A.Luria, A.Leont'ev, A.Zaporozhets, 
L.Bozhovitch) were invited from Moscow. They were receiving no material and moral support in Moscow, so they 
moved to Kharkov.  
     L.Vygotsky initiated work in Kharkov, he visited Kharkov several times but did not permanently move there. 
A.Luria was the head of psychological sector. Kharkov was where he began to create new methods of 
psychological analysis of local brain damages. In future he used them in the new science - neuropsychology. In 
1934 he returned to Moscow. 
     Vygotsky's group was joined by P.Gal'perin, Kharkov psychoneurologist and psychologist working in the 
Psychoneurological Academy, and by some other Kharkov psychologists - V.Asnin, P.Zinchenko, G.Lukov. And 
altogether they made up a main body of the Kharkov psychological school. A.Leont'ev gradually became the leader 
of this school. 
 The main propositions of Activity Theory were formulated by the Kharkov psychological school. The basic notion 
of this theory is “object activity” (activity with objects) and it was actively elaborated in the 1930’s by the Kharkov 
school. It was shown: that the character and peculiarities of object activity influenced development of language, 
thinking, perception, habits, etc; that the genesis of psychic processes depended on the character of object activity, 
and functions on a step by step basis. They introduced the notion of action (perceptive, mnemonic, aesthetic), of 
activity structure, and began to work out the hypothesis about the origin of sensitivity. The scholars of this school 
also elaborated a specific experimental method - a formative experiment that was used in practice later on (by P 
Gal’perin in the theory of the step-by-step formation psychic functions, and by D.El'konin and V.Davidov in 
"developing education"). 
     It is possible to single out several periods in the researches of the Kharkov psychological school. 
     The first one (1932-34) was connected with the study of the relation between language and practical 
intelligence, development of meaning and mastery of notions in the process of education. 
     The second (1934-35) aimed to study processes which could be investigated in the external form and activity. 
     The third cycle (1935-36) dealt with relations of theoretical and practical activities. The idea about the structure 
of activity appeared and experiments on the development of human tool-mediated activity were carried out. 
     The main idea of the fourth series of researches (1936-40) was as follows: all internal processes have the same 
structure as the external ones, and the external processes initiate the structure. They meant that external and internal 
activity had the same structure: 

(activity - action - operation) 
|           |               | 

                          connected with:                 (motive      aim     conditions) 

and that external activity appeared the first both in phylogenesis and in ontogenesis. 

     During this period, perceptive, mnemonic, and aesthetic actions, and play, and their formation, were studied.  
     These researches were stopped by the Second World War.  Several scientists went to the front (P.Zinchenko, 
G.Lukov), the others (P.Gal'perin, A.Leont'ev, A.Luria, A.Zaporozhets) worked at the military hospitals. 
     After the war only P.Zinchenko returned to Kharkov. And the scientific interests of these scholars were divided, 
and each of them elaborated his/her own direction in psychology. A.Luria - neuropsychology, A.Leont'ev - theory 
of activity, A.Zaporozhets - theory of perception, voluntary motions and emotions, P.Zinchenko - theory of 
memory, P.Gal'perin - theory of the step-by-step formation of mental actions, L.Bozhovitch - theory of personality 
formation. 
     Certainly there were differences in their views, but all of them developed the concept of activity and everybody 
considered himself to be Vygotsky's pupil. 
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Psychology in Present-day Ukraine: 
 
1. National University (named in honour of Taras Shevchenko);   
 Vladimirskaya str., 64, Kiev, 252017, Ukraine 
    - Prof. Burlachuk Leonid, PhD, DSc, Head of Department of Psychodiagnostics (psychodiagnostics and 
clinical  psychology) Active member of New York Academy of Sciences. 
 Fax: 380 (44) 518-86-29   e-mail: burl@psydiag.kiev.ua 
    - Prof. Trofimov Yury PhD, DSc, - Head of Department of General and Engineering Psychology 
    - Kornev Nikolay PhD - Head of the Department of Social Psychology 
 
2. National Pedagogical University, (Dragomanov).     
 Dep. of Applied Psychology 
 
3. Kiev State Linguistics University 
    - Prof. Bondarenko Alexander - (psychotherapy)      fax: +380 44 227 2301 
 
4. Kharkov State University Psychological Department     Svoboda sq., 4, Kharkov, 310077, Ukraine 
    - Prof. Ivanova Elena, Head of Dept. (History of psychology; human rights). (page 2 for addresses, phone 
    elena@iva.kharkov.ua        Phone: 0572 452153        Fax: 0572 452575 
   - Dr. Pavlenko Valentina - ethnic psychology; psychology of memory 
 
5. Dnepropetrovsk State University:      
 Prof. Nosenko Eleonora, Head of Dept: (Psychology of Memory) 
 
6. Odessa State University (I.Mechnikov):      
 Prof. Bel'avsky Il'a, Head of Dept: (Historical Psychology) 
 
7. Cherkassy State University:      
 Prof. Yatsenko Tamara, Head of Dept: (Psychotherapy) 
 
8. Chernivtsi State University       
 Kotsiubinski Str 2, Chernivsti 274012 03722 7 67 44, fx: 03722 5 2914 smarkov@chsu.cv.ua  
      - Dr Sergiy Markov: (Creativity) 
 
Research Institutes of the Ukrainian Academy of Science, Pan'kovskaya str., 2, Kiev, 252033, Ukraine: 
 
1. Research Institute of Psychology (G.Kost'uk) of Ukrainian Academy of Pedagogical Sciences 
     Prof. Maximenko Sergey - director     (pedagogical psychology). 
 
2. Research Institute of Social and Political Psychology,  
    Tatiana Titarenko, PhD, DSc  
 
3. Ukrainian Psychological Society: 
 Aleksandr Kiritchuk PhD,Dsc, President,8,Trechsviatytelska St, 252001, Ukraine fax: (044) -228-38-34 
 
4. Ukrainian Conflictological Society:  
 Andriy Girnyk PhD, President; e-mail: hirnyk@bast.freenet.kiev.ua 
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BERNSTEINIANA: INNER SPACE AND IMAGE OF THE DESIRED FUTURE 
 

M i k e  M i r s k y PhD 
Veterans Administration Medical Center, 4815 N. Assembly Street, Spokane, WA 99205-6197, USA  

mkmirsky@attbi.com   mkmirsky@hotmail.com 
 

     Long ago Misha Berkinblit, a biophysicist who is one of the oldest members of the Moscow group around 
Bernstein, told me a story about ideally flat creatures (real 2-Ds!) who lived on the surface of a very still pond. If a 
man would have walked into that pond, they would have no way of perceiving him as such or describing him in 
their own language as different from their own image. They, most likely, would report a sudden appearance of a 
brand new small "two-dee" just next to the shore, then of the second one! Then, as the man advances, these two 
move toward the center of the pond, growing in size and coming closer to each other until they become one, and a 
huge one at that! I shall interrupt re-telling Misha's story - I realize that Misha and I never discussed the painful 
need for a "two-dee" to be either moved out of the plane of that flat surface, or warped together with it, in order to 
see what is going on...  
      
I was thirteen when I met Bernstein. More than 50 years later, I still feel that he was a man walking into the still 
pond of theoretical neurology rather than the brightest among its 2-D geniuses. He turned the ideally flat one-line 
schematics of the stimulus-response, or reflex arc, theory of reactivity into that of activity based on the sensory 
corrections principle and the reflex ring. We shall look at the details later, but now I ask you to visualize a string 
stretched on a flat surface (stimulus-response). If we bend that string, feeding the response back as a new stimulus, 
the string will look as a ring, but only if it lies on a flat surface. In our 3-D world, a spiral may appear to you as a 
flat ring, if you look at it along its central axis. But in reality each new turn of that spiral starts further along the 
axis than the previous turn. Now, that spiral is not just 3-D --  it can be sculpted into a wealth of shapes and forms. 
Bernstein did exactly that: he made the transformation visible, and the 2-D representations of larger 
dimensionalities became what they indeed were, flat projections of a real object with at least three axes. Let us go 
back to details now. 
      
Nicholas Bernstein (1896-1966) was a neurologist, a mathematician, a philosopher, a poet, a physician, a musician, 
a linguist, and a great master in each of those fields. Mere listing of his pioneering ideas would exceed the capacity 
of this newsletter, but if we focus on Bernstein the Visionary, we may have a chance to sense the scale of his 
unique contribution by reviewing only a few of his insights.   
 
The cornerstone of Bernsteiniana, for me, is his idea that action at present is guided, if not determined, by the 
image of the desired future. Together with the impossibility to predict the resulting force based only on knowing 
what efferent impulse was sent to a muscle (even in primitive one-muscle actions), this notion became a basis for a 
new theory of self-regulating systems that we now call Cybernetics. Bernstein showed, as early as 1929, that a 
reflex ring is the structural element using sensory corrections to execute controlled movements, and a variety of 
afferentation systems provide these corrections: ”We define the construction of a given movement as composition 
of those afferentational ensembles that participate in coordinating this movement, in carrying out the corrections 
required, and in providing for the adequate re-codings of the effector impulses, as well as the whole totality of 
systemic interactions between them”(On the Construction of Movements, in Russian, Medgiz, Moscow, 1947, 
p.33, bold type by Bernstein).  
      
It is exactly these ensembles, syntheses, or sensory fields, that Bernstein called levels of construction of 
movements. Fifty years later, many forgot what he meant about levels and their hierarchy: “Each motor task finds 
for itself, depending upon its contents and semantic structure, a certain level (in other words, a certain sensory 
synthesis) which, by the features and the composition of afferentations forming it, as well as by the principle of 
their synthetic integration, is the most adequate for the needed solution of this task. This level is defined as the 
leading one for a given movement in regard to carrying out the most significant decisive sensory corrections and 
to performing the re-codings needed for it”(Ibid, p34) 
       
Far from the very notion of a mechanical hierarchy based on localization of function, Bernstein introduced the idea 
of the physiological motor field and its relationship with our external, geometrical space. Unlike the visual field, 
the motor field cannot be fully quantified. Metrics of kinematic parameters, the topography of interim positions, 
forces, and changes, have to be translated into the topology of images before the attainability of the desired future  
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is recognized and a purposeful movement can be constructed and carried out. Bernstein the Visionary gave us the 
poetry of how any 2-D projection differs from the living reality of our motor field. Geometry of its co-ordinate 
grid, unlike that of Euclid and Descartes, is not rectilinear, and its surface sways ”like a cobweb in the wind” (The 
Co-ordination and Regulation of Movements, Pergamon Press, 1967, p.48). 
   
It is the needed result, recognized as a goal, that drives and sculpts the movement at any given moment in time 
while this movement is currently formed. At the core of Bernstein's unique vision is the enchantedness of a child 
who smiles, in recognition, at a spider's web floating and undulating in the wind, and not just the mastery of a good 
mathematician, or proficiency of an upgraded computer, in describing that surface as a quantitative entity... Do you 
believe that his vision holds true only for motor control and not for broader creative expressions of Self – speech, 
association, and cognition?  

(copyright Mike Mirsky 1994.  Mike is working on a book on Image Topology) 
 
WALTER EHRENSTEIN from Dortmund writes about modern developments of Bernstein’s insights: 
ehrenst@arb-phys.uni-dortmund.de (Walter Ehrenstein) or: paramey@arb-phys.uni-dortmund.de (Galina Paremey) 
 
We have extended Bernstein's spatial conception of the degrees-of-freedom problem to the temporal domain to 
assess the dynamic complexity of visuo-motor coordination (Ehrenstein, 1997; Ganz and Ehrenstein, 1997). As a 
measure of (the effective number of) temporal degrees of freedom we propose the correlation dimension (D, 
determined by the Grassberger-Procaccia algorithm) which is based on the fluctuations of motor corrections during 
a tracking task.  In general, visuo-motor coordination was found to exhibit a low-dimensional, deterministic 
dynamic structure, rather than pure stochastic noise and D correlated with performance. However, for short periods 
of training, performance improved without an increase of the temporal degrees of freedom. Thus, in accordance 
with findings that show that visuo-motor compatibility effects persist even after intensive training (Dutta & 
Proctor, 1992), temporal degrees of freedom seem to more closely than the conventional performance measures 
reflect the structural level of sensory-motor organization, whereas the reciprocal of D seems to reflect the task-
related costs of the underlying translatory mechanisms. 
References: 
Dutta A, Proctor RW (1992) Persistence of stimulus-response compatibility effects with extended practice. J Experimental 
Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 18, 801-809. 
Ehrenstein WH (1997) Dynamic conditions and accounts of stimulus-response compatibility: Commentary on Chua and 
Weeks. In B. Hommel, W. P, eds Theoretical Issues in Stimulus-Response Compatibility, pp. 399-403. Elsevier, Amsterdam. 
Ganz RE, Ehrenstein WH (1997) Temporal degrees of freedom, sensory-motor coordination. Exp'tal Brain Res 117, Supp62. 
 

------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

VASILII VASIL’EVICH DAVYDOV 
Many people have written and spoken about Professor V Davydov, who died on 24 March. 

 
On many occasions Vasilii Vasil’evich Davidov stayed in the family home of Elena Ivanova who writes (above 
page 2) our leading paper from Kharkov. From her teenage years, Elena knew directly his genuine (not only 
academic) interest in children, and his commitment to their development. Clearly she also knew thoroughly the 
difficulties he underwent when he had to forgo posts, because his ideas about encouraging problem solving in 
education were too progressive for the time. 
 
Jeanne Sutherland, former Chair of the Study Group on Education in Russia, the CIS and East Europe refers to 
these difficulties in the Spring 1998 edition of the Study Group’s journal: Davydov’s ideas were too innovatory for 
the time and he was forced to resign his post in the Institute of General and Pedagogical Psychology because of 
opposition to his methods by others in the field of psychology. His innovative classes were closed down and he was 
transferred to the Institute of Preschool Education, a not surprising occurrence in the stagnation period of the 
early eighties. His school no. 91 survived, and when I visited in 1990 was still teaching seemingly complicated 
algebra with which the seven year olds seemed to have no difficulty. 
 
On behalf of B&EEPG, Richard Rawles and Hilary Gray sent a message of condolence to the Russian 
Academy of Education, of which V. Davidov latterly became a Deputy President.  
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EARLY ENGLISH LANGUAGE PUBLICATIONS OF KHARKOV & OTHER SOVIET 
PSYCHOLOGISTS (Referring to p4) 

This bibliography lists only most English language publications of Luria and Vygotsky up to the early 1980’s, 
since when western interest in their work has grown quickly. 
 
VYGOTSKY: 
Play and its role in the mental development of the child. (1933) In: Soviet Psychology, 5, 3, 1967. pp6 - 18. 
Thought and Language. MIT Press 1962.  
Development of the Higher Mental Functions. In Psychological Research in the USSR. Moscow. Progress Publishers. 
Collected Works. Plenum Press Trans J E Knox and C Stevens: Vol 1: Problems of General Psychology. 1987; Vol 2: 
Fundamentals of defectology. 
Language and Cognition 1981. Ed J V Wertsch. Winston. Washington DC. 
Vygotsky & Luria 1929. Function and fate of egocentric speech. Proceedings IX Int’al Congress of Psych'y. Newhaven USA 
LURIA:  
Traumatic aphasia: its syndromes, psychology and treatment. Moscow 1940. Trans Bowden. The Hague 1947. 
Restoration of function after brain injury. Trans Basil Haigh. Pergamon 1963. 
Higher cortical functions in man. Trans Basil Haigh. Basic Books 1966 
Human brain and psychological processes. Trans Basil Haigh. Harper & Row, NY 1966. 
The making of mind. Ed Michael and Sheila Cole. Harvard 1979 
The man with a shattered world: a history of brain wound. Trans Solotaroff. 1975. Penguin. 
The neuropsychology of memory. Moscow 1976. Trans Basil Haigh. Winston, Washington DC. 
The mind of a mnemonist: a little book about a vast memory. Trans Solotaroff. Basic Books 1968/Cape 1969. 
Psychophysiology of frontal lobes. Ed Luria & Pribram. Academic Press NY / Pergamon. 1973  
Origin and Cerebral Organisation of Man’s Concious Action. XIX International Congress of Psychology. London 1969 
Luria and Yudovich: Speech and the development of Mental Processes. Trans Simon. Staples press London 1959 
LEONT’EV: 
The nature and formation of mental properties & processes in man. In Simon (Ed) Psychology in the Soviet Union 1955 
Activity: and conciousness. In Philosophy in the USSR: problems of dialectical materialism. Progress Publishing. 1977. 
The problem of activity in psychology. In Wertsch (ed) The concept of activity in soviet psychology. Sharpe. 1981. 
Psychology and the language learning process. Ed C V James. Oxford Pergamon 1981. 
 
Early UK collections of psychology texts about and originating in the USSR: 
Simon: Psychology in the Soviet Union. Routledge 1956. (Inc papers by Leont’ev, Luria, and other Kharkov psychologists). 
O’Connor: (Ed) Present day Russian Psychology. Symposium about Russian psychology inc papers by Gray, Rabbitt, Slobin 
and Brozek. Pergamon 1966. 
O’Connor (Ed) Recent Soviet Psychology. Symposium of papers by Soviet psychologists: the stimulus response school: 
(Teplov, Anokhin, Anaaiev); the Kharkov school: (Luria, Leont’ev, Gal’perin); & the Tblisi school (Uznadze et al, see Up-
Date 8, 1996). 
Gray, J (Ed) 1964: Pavlov’s Typology. Pergamon 1964. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
 
OTHER BOOK NEWS: 
Grigorenko, E. L., Ruzgis, P., & Sternberg, R. J. Psychology in Russia: Past, Present and Future. 
Commack, New York: Nova Science Publishers, 1997: see review in The Psychologist by Nigel 
Foreman. 
 
Tyrane, Zneuzivane a Zanedbavane Dite (The Abused, Exploited and Neglected Child) by Jiri 
Dunovsky, Zdenek Dytrych, Zdenek Matecek. Grada publishing. Prague 1995 248pp 
Alice Slukin, reviewing in Child Abuse and Neglect, notes the decades during which these authors drew 
attention to problems of child abuse, with no state backing until after the 1989 revolution. This book is therefore a 
guide for Czech professionals, and Alice comments on its comprehensiveness, including as it does medical and 
legal information, as well as information about particular stress conditions which may, sometimes temporarily, 
increase the risk of a parent harming his or her child. 
 

OFFER OF BOOKS, SOFTWARE, JOURNALS: e-mail <for@le.ac.uk > 
We can send (a) a huge collection of articles on human & animals parenting, (b) Windows 3.0 (9 copies available, 
but all without mouse), (c) long back runs of the Proceedings of the Royal Society and the Journal of Physiology 

(London), or (d) assorted psychology books, to any centre in East of Central Europe that can use them. 
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FORTHCOMING CONFERENCES: 
EUROPEAN DIMENSIONS IN TRAINING AND PRACTICE: DISSEMINATION CONFERENCE 
Thematic Network for the Social Professions (ECSPRESS) 28 - 31  08  1998, Ostrava, Czech Republic 
Restructuring of the European Welfare State; responses to discrimination; European orientations in training. 
ECSPRESS Bureau Finkenhead 4 D-56075 Kobelnze; ecspress@fh-koblenze.de;  http://www.ucc.ie/ecspress/ 
 
PSYCHOLOGY TOWARDS THE THIRD MILLENNIUM, 10 - 12 08 1998, Olomouc, Czech Republic 
Health, school psychology, psychology and law, and catastrophe, and art, and religion, lifetime development etc 
Correspondence: CMPS, Kladenska 48, 160 00 Praha 6, CR. email: cmps@ecn.cz  
Enquiries also via Hilary Gray Hilarygray@aol.com £70 registration; accommodation: £3 (student), £15 (hotel). 
 
EDUCATION AND CIVIC CULTURE IN POST-COMMUNIST SOCIETIES 
13 & 14 11 1998, at SSEES, Senate House, U of London, Malet Street, London WC1E 7HU 
15th Annual Conference of the Study Group on Education in Russia, the Independent States and E Europe in 
association with the Civic Culture Forum and University of London, School of Slavonic and E European Studies 
Keynote address: Professor Geoffrey Hosking (SSEES).  Other speakers and discussants include: 
Elena Zdravomyslova (St Petersburg), Friedrich Kuebart (Bochum),  Risto Alapuro, (U of Helsinki) 
CONFERENCE THEMES:  1: Education, civic culture and the individual; 2: Education, civic culture and social 
and economic change; 3: Education, civic culture and politics; 4: Civic culture and the teacher 
Papers must conform to the guidelines given at: htttp://www.kingston.ac.uk/~hs_s113/sgerisee/authors.htm 
Send to Dr S Webber, C for Russian & E European Studies, U Birmingham, Birmingham B15 2TT 
s.l.webber@bham.ac.uk. Enquiries: David Randall, Tel: ++44 181 547 7790 email  d.randall@kingston.ac.uk 
Papers will be made available before the conference on Internet. 
 
B&EEPG VISITORS TO BRITAIN: 
Petr Sauer, Pavel Janicko & Ing Janickova (University of Economics, Prague) visited Steve Jones and lectured 
at the Centre for Personal Information Management, University of the West of England, as part of a Tempus 
project developing multidisciplinary courses in the Czech Republic. 
Zoltan Bogathy, Dept  Social Psychology, U Timisoara visited Edinburgh (Prof Donaldson), Sheffield (Nick 
Chmiel), Nottingham & Nottingham Trent (Clare Barlow, Tom Cox, Chris Lewis), Bristol (Robin Goodwin, 
Steve Jones), the OU (Colin Gray, Rchd Stevens), U Herts (Donald Ridley) & Human Factors (Adrian 
Atkinson). 
Vladimir Smekal, Jarmila Volna & Jan Mares, Masaryk U, Brno, CR visited Nottingham (John Newson, Tony 
Cotton), U Bristol (Jean Golding, Clare Bell, Robin Goodwin, Will Guy), U Surrey (Glynis Breakwell, 
Martyn Barrett, Chris Fife-Schaw, Evanthia Lyons) and the Open University (Wendy Stainton-Rogers). 
 
VISITORS  UNDER THE NUFFIELD SCHOLARSHIP SCHEME  
(coordinated by Nigel Foreman, tel: +44 116 2522169 email: <for@le.ac.uk >).  
The Nuffield Scholarship Scheme offers young Eastern and Central European scholars opportunities to visit 
various centres in the UK. Recent visitors are Dr Anna Dozortseva from the Institute of Psychology, Russian 
Academy of Sciences, Moscow. Anna is in Elena Sergienko's team, working on twin studies and handedness. She 
visited Leicester, Sussex and London. Also Nino Gurgenidze from Tbilisi, Republic of Georgia, (see B&EEPG 
Meeting, p 10) who made visits to London, Leicester and Bristol. She works as School Psychologist in a secondary 
school in Tbilisi.  
Future visitors include Dr Elena Ossipova (working with attention deficit/hyperactive children, in the Complex for 
the Social Rehabilitation of Children, Moscow) and Dr Daniela-Ana Ilioasa, from Tirgu Mures, Romania who 
works in kindergartens and institutions for children with developmental problems. Daniela-Ana will visit in June, 
and Elena in September. If you can offer consultations or visits, contact Nigel Foreman, or the visitors directly 
(Daniela-Ana: oasis@netsoft.ro -- indicate that it is intended for Daniela-Ana; Elena: 
ossipova@poly1.phys.msu.su) 
Past Nuffield Scholar, Elena Vasilenko (who was at the 1997 London meeting) has contributed to a book in 
Chelyabinsk "Psychological Assistance for the Realisation of the Main Directions of the District's Educational 
System's Development", outlining what is happening among psychologists in the education system in that part of 
Russia. Summaries of the contributions are available from Nigel Foreman, also a report in Russian "Iz Anglii" 
(From England) which Elena wrote (about Educational Psychology in the UK) for the Chelyabinsk Psychologists' 
Magazine. 
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B&EEPG SPRING MEETING AT UNIVERSITY COLLEGE, LONDON: 7 5 1998:  
Hosted by B&EEPG Chair Richard Rawles, twentyeight people gathered as usual for stimulating papers, lunch with 
East European wine, and chat. We welcomed Nino Gurgenidze from Tbilisi, Educational Psychologist. 
 
INDIVIDUALISM AS A COLLECTIVE REPRESENTATION:  
ROBERT FARR: LONDON SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS, Houghton St, London WC2A 2AE 
Basing his talk around a six country East - West longitudinal (3 year) project initiated in 1990 using word 
associations, rating scales, focus groups and interviews, Professor Farr discussed the methodological difficulties for 
social psychologists given cross cultural differences in the understanding of concepts. In the study, a common core 
relating to European (as opposed to American) understanding of “individualism” was identified by word 
associations & rating scales, but related dilemmas (eg of individual rights to medical confidentiality versus 
community rights to public health) revealed opposite connotations in some eastern from some western countries. 
Thus cross cultural research need to take very seriously the possibility that identity of method is only superficial. 
“Individualism” encapsulates the problem for social psychology. Both Durkheim’s & the transatlantic traditions 
have identified it with egoism, seen as following the collapse of collective values, but it is a collective 
representation, better understood within Wundt and Weber's Central European traditions. Individualism is as 
susceptible to change as any other representation, & is in fact changing both in the East (for example, human rights 
activity is not incompatible with egocentricity), and in the West (competition has become an acceptable concept 
within public services). 
The Six Country study and related work will be included in an imminent special issue of the Journal of Community and 
Applied Social Psychology, Guest Editor, Ivona Markova. 
 
SOCIAL SUPPORT: CROSS CULTURAL ISSUES 
ROBIN GOODWIN: UNIVERSITY OF BRISTOL  email: psrg@ssa.bris.ac.uk 
Social support has been conceptualised as: 1. an enduring interpersonal need; 2. “buffering” the effects of stress. In 
this 3 country study, Russia & Georgia (FSU) & Hungary (Central European), students, business people and 
manual workers (N=50 / group / country, total N=450) completed questionnaires measuring locus of control, 
individualism - collectivism and egalitarianism. Social support was assessed in two ways: by a generalised support 
measure and also by a support measure that specifically assessed support available for problems arising from the 
transition from Communism. Respondents also indicated their mental health (GHQ) and their relationship 
adjustment. Finally, they appraised the overall impact on their lives of the transition from Communism using a 
scale adapted from Lazarus. 
Structural equation models indicated that younger respondents, those with internal loci of control, and those with 
collectivist but less egalitarian beliefs all enjoyed higher levels of social support, which in turn predicted their 
appraisals of the changes since Communism: low levels of support in dealing with the changes predicted negative 
feelings about these changes. Furthermore, those who were most negative had poorer mental health, and this poor 
mental health predicted poorer relationship quality. Follow-up interviews with all our respondents, and a social 
representations analysis of social support as presented in the newspaper media of each country, allow interpretation 
of these findings. Social relations as portrayed by the media may be particularly important at times of change. A 
triangulation of measurement and media summary showed that in Russia, the media portrayed a divided society 
with some cynicism about relationships; in Georgia a united society where strangers may be supportive, and family 
the place of religious moralising; and in Hungary again a divided society with negotiated sex roles, generational 
conflict, and the belief in psychological roots of mental illness. 
 
SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY AND POLICY AT CERNOBYL. 
PETER ALLEN. UNIVERSITY OF KENT/ UNIVERSITY OF SURREY. pta@snipe.ukc.ac.uk 
This was a joint studies 5 country project, with some severe difficulties of complex decision making, in a highly 
political situation. The National Radiation Protection Board and Peter from the University of Surrey Psychology 
Department were the UK representatives. The general objectives were: 1. evaluate the role of social psychological 
factors in establishing radiation protection measures; 2. help deliver policy. In 1986, 60,000 people were removed 
from their new town immediately by the plant, so specific objectives included: 1.developing the concept of a return 
to normal life; 2. develop guidance on implementation; 3. test measures of social psychological prediction. The 
project developed a fatalism measure which explained 5% of the variance in radioactive activity level, where eating 
behaviours lead to dose lead to activity level, and in the context of a breadline rural community. There were gender 
differences in the links between fatalism and dose, though the same proportion of variance explained. The project's 
computer module of decision support incorporated social psychological aspects. However, it was essential always 
to refer to basics: cows as well as people have feelings in a peasant society, and were said to weep when they had 
to be sold off.                                                                                 9 



STRENGTHS & DIFFICULTIES QUESTIONNAIRE: A COMMON CURRENCY FOR CHILD 
EMOTIONAL RESEARCH.  
ROBERT GOODMAN, INSTITUTE OF PSYCHIATRY, LONDON. email: 
spjwrng@iop.bpmf.ac.uk 
Various disciplines with various aims can have similar needs of a psychological instrument. For example, in 
psychiatry, funding, clinical trials, clinical assessment, and educational research all require an instrument which 
tends to be cheap, repeatable, to give a high response rate, and to give multiple perspectives. The Strengths and 
Difficulties questionnaires answers these requirements by its brevity (25 questions), by asking about the child’s 
positive characteristics, and by its identical response form for parent, teacher and child. The SDQ also incorporates 
an Impact Supplement. Questionnaires can be as effective as interviews, and in fact a single question on the Impact 
Supplement (Is there a Problem?) best predicts a positive psychiatric diagnosis which would correlate with a sum 
of points from the whole scale. 
The SDQ is being used in cross cultural studies in Sweden, Russia, Ukraine, Slovakia, Czech Republic and Greece. 
 
DEVELOPING SERVICES FOR DEAF CHILDREN IN ROMANIA 
DAVID BOND, ROYAL SCHOOL FOR DEAF CHILDREN, MARGATE, KENT. 
In 1990, the Red Cross gave workers one month to assess the needs of deaf children in Romania. 22 special schools 
& many others, many hospitals & clinics, universities, ministries & associations were questioned and a 
comprehensive intervention  strategy made wide recommendations from improvement of provision to more 
effective identification and use of hearing aids. Prevalence of profoundly deaf is likely to be twice the UK rate, in 
part associated with immunisation rates. 4,500 children were found, but there are more likely to be 3 times as 
many: schooling is residential and many families refuse to use it. 
There has been extensive training of teachers, teacher trainers and technicians and provision of aids and books via 
East European Partnership schemes, Voluntary Service Overseas and UK Know How funds, but the problem 
remains extremely severe. The big organisations, including the Romanian and foreign governments, should 
resource longterm schemes for prevention (rubella vaccination etc), university courses, and organisation of the 
parents. Sense International (the organisation for deaf-blind people) has begun to work in Romania. 
 
 
B&EEPG ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING: 7 5 98:  
Frank Carter reported a healthy balance (details available from Frank) and handed over as treasurer (after six 
years of careful stewardship) to Danuta Orlowska. Many thanks for looking after our material possessions so well, 
Frank! 
 
Steve Jones is willing to continue managing the electronic list. Many thanks indeed to John Pickering for setting it 
up. Steve reported a high number of silent members of B&EEPG, including low use of the electronic list. Do tell us 
how we can make the Group more useful to psychologists in East and Central Europe. 
 
New Treasurer: Danuta Orlowska: University College, London: email: cjtdmo@ucl.ac.uk  
 
Chair: Richard Rawles, University College, London email: r.rawles@ucl.ac.uk 
 
Communications secretary: Hilary Gray: Tel & Fx: ++44 1629 55345; Hilarygray@aol.com 
 
Meetings secretary: Phil Edwards: +44 181 6883578;  Edwards.JP@BTInternet.com 
 
Membership & email list: Steve Jones. +44 117 965 6261; Steve.Jones@csm.uwe.ac.uk 
 
Country Representatives remain as: 
Belarus / Ukraine: 
Ahtar Wallymahmed 
+44 +151 231 4097 
 
Poland: Danuta 
Orlowska 
   +44 +1227 764000 
d.orlowska@tizard.ac.uk 

Bulgaria: 
Bianca Petkova 
+44 +1905 748 080 
 
Romania: 
Elizabeth Floyer 
01934 626009 

Czech Republic: 
Trevor Holme 
+44 +116 255 5051 
 
Russia (Moscow) 
Richard Rawles 
see above 

Georgia: Robin Goodwin 
+44 +117 928 8543 
r.goodwin@bristol.ac.uk 
 
Russia (St Petersburg): 
Nigel Foreman 
for@leicester.ac.uk 

Hungary: L Nguyen 
+36 11423 109 
Fx: +36 11223 815 
 
Slovakia: 
H  Gray: 01629 55345 
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