
The establishment in 1971–1972 of the Institute of 
Psychology within the structure of the U.S.S.R. Acad-
emy of Sciences was an important milestone in the his-
tory of national psychology. Leading scientists of the 
Soviet Union, both psychologists and representatives 
of other fields of knowledge, took part in its creation. 
The role of psychology as a special science, which stud-
ies regularities of human emotions and feelings, activ-
ity and actions, was recognized at the highest levels of 
the country’s leadership and in the academic environ-
ment. The Institute was created, first of all, as a re-
search center, aimed at working out fundamental 

questions of psychology and solving theoretical and 
methodological problems of psychological science. Its 
other statutory tasks were to coordinate works on gen-
eral, social, engineering psychology, labor psychology, 
special applied problems of this science and psycho-
physiology, as well as to participate in the complex 
study of problems of philosophy, specific social re-
search, physiology of human higher nervous activity, 
physiology of human adaptation, theory of control pro-
cesses that were marginal for psychology (a detailed de-
scription of the early history of the Institute of Psychol-
ogy of the U.S.S.R. Academy of Sciences is contained 
in our other work [13]).

In order to solve such problems, one definitely needs 
a certain organizing idea, a principle underlying both 
the organizational and personnel policy for the staffing 
of the Institute and the research work of its 
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subdivisions. The search for, formulation, and concrete 
implementation of such a principle began as early as the 
stage of discussing the program of the future academ-
ic center and continued after its creation. Such meth-
odological principle was the systemic approach, whose 
basic provisions with psychological applications were 
first conceptualized by B.F. Lomov in his 1973 report 
[29] and then in an expanded and perfected version in 
1975 [27; 28].

In this paper we address the issue of the inception 
of the systemic approach at the Institute of Psycholo-
gy of the U.S.S.R. Academy of Sciences in the early 
years of its activity. The systemic view of the process-
es occurring in nature, society, and man became pop-
ular in the 1960s under the influence of the works by 
L. von Bertalanffy and N. Wiener. In the U.S.S.R. the 
systemic methodology in the field of philosophy of sci-
ence was developed by researchers such as I.V. Blau-
berg and E.G. Yudin [15], M.S. Kagan [21], V.P. Kuz-
min [25], V.N. Sadovsky [34], V.S. Tyukhtin [35], 
A.I. Uyemov [36], and others. The principles of sys-
temic control in biology are the basis of the theories of 
N.A. Bernstein [14] and P.K. Anokhin [2]. In psychol-
ogy, the ideas of consistency, integrity, and integrativ-
ity were considered in the works by B.G. Ananyev [1], 
A.N. Leontiev [26], A.R. Luria [32], K.K. Platonov 
[33], and others, but the Institute of Psychology of the 
USSR Academy of Sciences became the very research 
center where the provisions of the systemic approach 
were initially laid down in the work program and ap-
plied in various fields of psychology. The development 
of the systemic approach took place in the following 
ways: 1) in scientific communication and discussions 
about the complexity and interdisciplinarity of psycho-
logical research at various events of the Institute of 
Psychology; 2) in the formulation of research tasks by 
the staff of the Institute’s laboratories. We will consid-
er these directions using archival materials: transcripts 
of the first Academic Council of the Institute of Psy-
chology of the U.S.S.R. Academy of Sciences in 1972; 
reports on research activities of the Institute in 1972–
1973; manuscripts from the research fund of B.F. Lo-
mov. It is noted in the scientific literature that B.F. Lo-
mov proposed the systemic approach only in 1975 [12; 
18; 19; 24], but the materials we have discovered reveal 
new facts about the earlier development of systemic 
ideas at the Institute of Psychology. It should be em-
phasized that studying the archives is important not 
only for understanding local historical and scientific 
events (formation of scientific directions and schools 
at the Institute), but also for analyzing the history of 
domestic psychology in a broad sense, searching for 
the origins and factors of the systemic approach for-
mation [20; 23].

DISCUSSIONS ON THE PROBLEMS  
OF COMPLEXITY  

AND INTERDISCIPLINARITY  
IN PSYCHOLOGY AT THE SESSIONS  

OF THE ACADEMIC COUNCIL  
OF THE INSTITUTE OF PSYCHOLOGY  

OF THE U.S.S.R. ACADEMY OF SCIENCES 
IN 1972

At the very beginning of the Institute’s functioning, 
scientific communication was carried out at seminars, 
which acquired the status of all-Union seminars. In 
1972, seminars Major Problems of Psychology (headed, 
at first, by V.D. Nebylitsyn, then by B.F. Lomov), Meth‑
odological Problems of Social Psychology (headed by 
Ye.V. Shorokhova), Philosophical Problems of Psycholo‑
gy (headed by L.I. Antsyferova), and Methodological 
Problems of Psychology and Cybernetics (headed by 
O.K. Tikhomirov) were organized. In 1973, the Insti-
tute held a seminar on Psychology and Technical Prog‑
ress (supervised by V.F. Rubakhin). Interaction with var-
ious researchers was ensured by conferences: Social‑
Psychological Problems of Ethnic and National Peculiar‑
ities of Mental Phenomena (1972) and Motor Components 
of Vision (1973).

However, special attention should be paid to a spe-
cial body of the Institute of Psychology —  the Academ-
ic Council. The issue of the creation of the Academic 
Council was specifically raised by the Presidium of the 
U.S.S.R. Academy of Sciences when discussing and ap-
proving Decree # 1079 of December 16, 1971, On the 
Establishment of the Institute of Psychology of the U.S.S.R. 
Academy of Sciences [5, sheet 119–120]. In 1972–1973 
the first members of the Academic Council were: 
B.F. Lomov (Chairman), V.D. Nebylitsyn (Deputy 
Chairman), Ye.V. Shorokhova (Deputy Chairman), 
R.L. Gasanova (Executive Secretary), P.K. Anokhin, 
A.I. Berg, A.V. Zaporozhets, V.P. Zinchenko, 
V.Yu. Krylov, A.N. Leontiev, M.N. Livanov, A.R. Lu-
ria, N.S. Mansurov, B.D. Parygin, B.F. Porshnev, 
V.A. Popov, K.K. Platonov, A.R. Ratinov, 
A.A. Smirnov, A.G. Spirkin, O.K. Tikhomirov, 
V.F. Rubakhin, V.I. Sevastyanov, P.K. Isakov, 
V.S. Rusinov, M.G. Yaroshevsky [6, sheet 29–30; 8, 
sheet 158]. Without exaggeration we can say that it was 
an academic team of outstanding composition and 
representation.

The functions of the Academic Council were, first of 
all, to solve organizational problems of the Institute of 
Psychology activity (approval of plans and reports of re-
search work, discussion of publication activity of asso-
ciates, approval of topics of dissertations, etc.); howev-
er, in the early years, at its meetings there were often sci-
entific discussions of particular interest for the history 
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of psychology. They did not begin immediately, but 
there was a need for members of the Academic Coun-
cil to express their opinions in scientific speeches, and 
this spirit was picked up by B.F. Lomov. In the fall 1972, 
he said: “I think that next meetings of the Academic Coun‑
cil should be devoted to the consideration of specific prob‑
lems developed at the Institute” [8, sheet 157]. The first 
special report was held in 1973 (A.N. Leontiev), how-
ever, scientific problems were also raised at previous ses-
sions when plans of the Institute’s research work for 
1972–1973 were discussed. These scientific discussions 
are crucial for understanding the choice of research di-
rections for the Institute, since it was in these discus-
sions that the idea of consistency in psychology, which 
became decisive not only for the Institute’s activity, but 
also for the entire Soviet psychology, was crystallized.

At the first session of the Academic Council of the 
Institute of Psychology of the U.S.S.R. Academy of Sci-
ences (June 29, 1972) a rather meaningful discussion 
took place around the first Scientific Research Plan for 
1972. Members of the Council expressed great concern 
over the proposed directions of psychological research 
since they should have reflected both a great potential 
of the Institute and be feasible for its small staff at that 
time. However, B.F. Lomov also set wide-ranging tasks 
for the future: “…we face the necessity of systemic re‑
search of the modern psychology condition, its development 
trends, its place in the general system of scientific knowl‑
edge due to the increased role of the human factor; on the 
basis of this research, we have to elaborate a prospective 
program of psychology development” [Ibid., sheet 6].

P.K. Anokhin suggested to consider this idea as a 
fundamental principle of the whole activity of the Insti-
tute: “…the Institute of Psychology is in a happy position. 
It is not an institute of physiology, where it is a question of 
digestion. Here it is the psyche, its peculiarities and possi‑
bilities of controlling its peculiarities. This raises no less 
important a question than the fulfillment of the plan of re‑
search work. Complexity. This is the only principle, it 
seems to me, that should dominate the work of the institute 
as a whole, and it will ensure success. Now, no direction of 
psychology study, no direction of mental activity study can‑
not be independent, because the psyche unites all” [Ibid., 
sheet 32].

A.R. Luria, in turn, saw this as a model for organiz-
ing specific departments and laboratories: “The Insti‑
tute, in my deep conviction, will benefit greatly when the 
initial fundamental points of individual areas of work are 
defined and when the content of the work of one depart‑
ment is used as a method for the work of another depart‑
ment. The problem of personality or the problem of cogni‑
tive processes can be addressed from different angles, but 
the Institute will only benefit if each of these problems is 
addressed comprehensively. Neuropsychology is not only 

an applied section, but also a method for solving general 
problems. For example, the factors that underlie cognitive 
processes can be singled out; the problem of decision‑mak‑
ing would benefit greatly if this problem were approached 
using the methods of neuropsychology. In framing this 
plan, the possibility of such integrated departmental work 
should have been considered. This requires more thorough 
work, and conceptually important provisions, such as the 
provision on the role of activity structure in the study of 
psychological processes, should have been highlighted” 
[Ibid., sheet 28–29].

Such a construction of the Institute’s research work 
seemed to be cardinally new for psychological science: 
“…the idea was that this Institute of Psychology should be 
built on an original concept and not tag along behind thou‑
sands of other institutes of psychology” (P.K. Anokhin) 
[Ibid., sheet 34]. In 1972, the idea of psychology’s “in-
tegration”, comprehensiveness sounded rather confi-
dently and promisingly, also among representatives of 
related disciplines.

At another meeting of the Academic Council in Oc-
tober 1972, the Institute’s work plan for 1973–1975 was 
discussed [7; 8]. B.F. Lomov set a goal to carry out a 
special study of theoretical and methodological prob-
lems of psychology and to elaborate a development pro-
gram of psychological science as a whole (this task was 
pointed out specifically in the correspondence of the 
U.S.S.R. Academy of Sciences Presidium and the 
CPSU Central Committee in August–September 1971 
[4]) and in Decree # 1079 of the U.S.S.R. Academy of 
Sciences Presidium of December, 16, 1971 [5]). 
B.F. Lomov says: “What is meant here is work in the field 
of analysis of psychology and its place, role, and functions 
in the system of modern scientific knowledge. Then there 
is the study of the main trends in the development of world 
scientific psychology. […]It is then planned to work out 
methodological problems of psychology. We mean to orga‑
nize, in different departments, the development of interfac‑
ing problems and the elucidation of the prospects for joint 
developments. A cycle of studies is being prepared, aimed 
at elucidating relations, interrelation of psychology with 
other sciences: psychology and biology, psychology and so‑
ciology, psychology and philosophy, psychology and tech‑
nology, psychology and space exploration” [8, sheet 95].

B.F. Lomov outlines the interdisciplinary links be-
tween psychology and other sciences; he also discusses 
the elements of a systemic study of the psyche. During 
the discussion of these issues, A.A. Smirnov also points 
to the need to study the relationship between psycholo-
gy and pedagogy, psychology and medicine, psycholo-
gy and cybernetics [Ibid., sheet 105]. O.K. Tikhomirov 
also speaks about the latter: “Both in world psychology 
and in Russian psychology, sometimes psychological laws 
are substituted by cybernetic ones” [Ibid., sheet 117]. 
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Finally, Ye.V. Shorokhova concludes: “In our subsequent 
work to improve our plan, we must move to another level 
and highlight several difficult problems that would form the 
core of the work of the entire institute and determine the 
image of our institute as a theoretical institution of the 
Academy of Sciences” [Ibid., sheet 135.]

The members of the Academic Council expressed 
their proposals for specific interdisciplinary problems 
and research. For example, A.V. Zaporozhets noted that 
it is necessary to give the research conducted at the In-
stitute of Psychology “a more complex physiological‑psy‑
chological character and to connect these studies more 
closely than has been the case up to now. For example, 
questions of foresight, anticipation, prediction in the sense 
of foreknowledge. Apparently, there is a very large variety 
of forms of these phenomena, and it is necessary to describe 
them simultaneously in psychological and physiological 
terms” [Ibid., sheet 103]. Joining this idea, O.K. Tik-
homirov sees a fundamental connection between psy-
chological and physiological processes: “…if processes 
evolve, it is connected with general psychology, and specif‑
ic connections with neuropsychological processes must be 
established” [Ibid., sheet 117–118].

Many participants in the discussion talked about 
promising problems at the junction of psychological dis-
ciplines. A.A. Smirnov suggests introducing the prob-
lem of cognitive processes into engineering psychology, 
namely, psychology of sensory systems and visual per-
ception in engineering activity and engineering condi-
tions [Ibid., sheet 108]. A.N. Leontiev notes the neces-
sity of combining the psychology of personality and so-
cial psychology as part of the issue of personality-col-
lective relations [Ibid., sheet 110]. B.F. Porshnev 
considers the possibility of studying macrogroups as an 
interdisciplinary problem and substantiates the use of 
experimental methods and modeling techniques for this 
purpose [Ibid., sheet 115]. Regarding applied psychol-
ogy, P.K. Isakov considers the research topics of the 
laboratory of special applied problems and suggests 
combining the study of work capacity and the study of 
spatial orientation within a single study of psychologi-
cal aspects of work capacity under various spatial orien-
tation conditions [Ibid., sheet 131–132].

P.K. Anokhin shows the interdisciplinarity of psy-
chological research on the example of the problem of 
decision-making. In the plan of the Institute of Psy-
chology for 1973–1975 this direction was included in 
the list of research tasks of the Laboratory of Labor Au-
tomation Problems (topic leader: O.K. Tikhomirov, ex-
ecutors: E.D. Telegina, V.A. Terekhov), the Laborato-
ry of Mathematical Models of Behavior (topic leader: 
V. Yu. Krylov, executors: G. Ye. Zhuravlev and the In-
stitute of Cybernetics of the Georgian SSR), and the 
Laboratory of Neurophysiology (V.B. Shvyrkov, 

supervisor: P.K. Anokhin, executors: D.G. Shevchenko 
and Yu.I. Alexandrov), the Laboratory of Differential 
Psychophysiology (supervisor: V.D. Nebylitsyn, execu-
tor: V.M. Rusalov) and the Laboratory of Philosophical 
Problems of Psychology in the Framework of Motiva-
tion Analysis (supervisor: Ye.V. Shorokhova) [9, sheet 
10, 12]. Decision-making is a complex problem that or-
ganizes a functional system. P.K. Anokhin notes: “…de‑
cision making —  it goes on everywhere, with us neurophys‑
iologists, with theoretical psychologists, it goes on in prac‑
titioners as well. Decision‑making is a universal property 
of human thinking. Without decision‑making, there are no 
consequences of the rational order. Intelligence, motiva‑
tion —  motivation is necessarily present. This is the basis 
for us all to build on this common pivot, which is necessar‑
ily part of the architecture of the psyche. There is no ar‑
chitecture of the psyche without motivational processes” [8, 
sheet 121].

Concluding the discussion on the research plans of 
the laboratories, B.F. Lomov notes that many funda-
mental problems of psychology (the problem of activi-
ty, the problem of anticipation and decision-making, 
the problem of the ratio of biological and social in the 
human psyche) should become central to scientific re-
search in the Institute of Psychology [7, sheet 37; 8, 
sheet 149]. These are “… key problems that require com‑
prehensive development and integrate all the units of the 
institute”. [7, sheet 5].

Thus, the scientific discussions held on the problems 
of multi-method researches in psychology, as well as the 
integration of studies of the various fields of psycholo-
gy show the demand for and relevance of the emergence 
of systemic ideas. In our opinion, such a lively and 
timely discussion of these theoretical and methodolog-
ical issues as illustrated by specific research subjects 
contributed to the practical implementation of the prin-
ciples of comprehensiveness and consistency in the 
works of the Institute of Psychology, which was reflect-
ed in the reports on research activities for 1972–1973.

It is also important to mention the meeting of the In-
stitute’s Academic Council on March 7, 1973, which 
discussed A.N. Leontiev’s articles on methodological 
problems of psychology published in the journal Voprosy 
Filosofii [Problems of philosophy]. In his introductory 
speech A.N. Leontiev gave his theses for the necessity 
of a systemic approach in psychology: “It seems to me 
that all science does not deal with things, and sciences dif‑
fer from each other not by differences in subject matter 
<…>. Returning to the old truths: it is not about things, nor 
about aspects or points of view <…>, but about what phi‑
losophers call the form of motion. Thus, the motion of mat‑
ter, behind which, according to Engels, there is nothing, is 
always a motion that occurs by force, a motion in created 
forms. Consequently, what is needed is neither structural 
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nor structural‑systemic analysis, but rather a systems 
analysis in the Marxist dialectical sense of the word, that 
is, a research that should be aimed at studying the trans‑
formation of the form of motion” [11, sheet 14].

DEVELOPMENT OF A SYSTEMIC  
APPROACH IN THE FRAMEWORK  

OF RESEARCH ACTIVITIES  
OF THE INSTITUTE OF PSYCHOLOGY 

STAFF OF THE U.S.S.R. ACADEMY  
OF SCIENCES IN 1972–1973

The results of the discussion of theoretical and meth-
odological problems of psychology appeared already in 
the first report of the Institute of Psychology on re-
search activities in 1972. Based on the dialectical-mate-
rialistic methodology, all fundamental questions of psy-
chology “…should be considered in their interconnection 
and interdependence. This is revealed by the reflective‑
regulatory theory of the psyche, according to which the 
psyche is the reflective function of the brain, which regu‑
lates the behavior of the individual” [7, sheet 8].

At the same time, the staff of the Institute approached 
the idea of systematicity through studies of specific 
problems of psychology. Thus, L.I. Antsyferova spoke 
of personality as a system even before she started work-
ing at the Institute of Psychology [3]. In the early 1970s, 
Ye.V. Shorokhova offered a structural study of person-
ality and its components, she revealed “…the character‑
istics of Marxist positions in the question of the essence of 
a person, which constitute the basis for understanding per‑
sonality in psychology, examined the categorical appara‑
tus of psychological study of personality, correlated the 
concept of a person, an individual and a personality, <…> 
considered the possibility of a structural approach to per‑
sonality” [7, sheet 45].

K.K. Platonov developed a system-structural analy-
sis of psychological phenomena, in which integrity, el-
ements, levels and connections within the system are 
defined, as well as the concept of a dynamic functional 
structure of personality, which includes substructures 
of orientation, experience, forms of reflection (individ-
ual features of mental processes) and biological features 
[33].

Under the guidance of B.F. Lomov, the functions and 
mechanisms of the oculomotor system in connection 
with the processes of visual perception and recognition 
were studied in the laboratory of perceptual processes. 
The concept of the visual system as a tracking device 
was put forward, which gives the process of visual per-
ception the character of a functional system [7, sheet 
10]. The problem of mathematical modeling of mental 
processes and activities was considered by the staff of 

the laboratory of mathematical models of human be-
havior (work under the direction of V. Yu. Krylov). They 
developed a computer program implementing a self-or-
ganizing system with a two-level structure of perceptu-
al and executive spheres [Ibid., sheet 49]. The team of 
the laboratory of neurophysiological foundations of 
learning under the leadership of V.B. Shvyrkov and un-
der the active scientific supervision of P.K. Anokhin 
studied the role of neural activity in the functional sys-
tem of the behavioral act using decision-making pro-
cesses as an example [Ibid., sheet 53].

All of this demonstrates a general attitude toward 
conducting systemic research at the Institute of Psy-
chology, but the systemic approach did not take shape 
conceptually until the following year.

In 1973, the term “systemic approach” was used in 
an official document, that is the second report on re-
search work of the Institute of Psychology. This ap-
proach stemmed from the need for a comprehensive 
study of man, in which “… psychology is now called upon 
to act as the main link” [10, sheet 4]. «The problem of hu‑
man has already been defined in science as integrated. Hu‑
man is studied both as a product of biological evolution, 
and as a subject of the historical process, and as the main 
element of the productive forces of society, and as a carri‑
er of production relations. Human is included in many sys‑
tems of reality, and his life proceeds as a multisystem pro‑
cess. Psychology in its specific approach to the study of hu‑
man as a subject of labor, cognition, and communication 
is at the “intersection” of many sciences and is designed to 
synthesize the data accumulated on human in the social, 
natural, technical sciences» [Ibid., sheet 5]. This position 
leads to the emergence of systemacity in psychology: 
«…now conditions are ripe for the actual and consistent 
implementation of the systemic approach (emphasis in the 
original) in psychology. The most important task in this 
respect is to systematize the data accumulated in different 
fields of psychological science in order to reveal internal 
connections between them and to develop transitional con‑
cepts, or “conceptual bridges” between different fields» 
[Ibid., sheet 5–6].

And here for the first time the provisions of the sys-
temic approach for psychology are formulated [Ibid., 
sheet 6]:

— mental phenomena cannot be considered in any 
one system of coordinates as mental phenomena are 
multidimensional;

— the system of mental phenomena is multidimen-
sional; the condition of revealing connections between 
different levels in each specific case is the determination 
of a systemically important factor;
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— when describing a person’s mental properties, it 
is necessary to take into account the polysystemic na-
ture of his or her existence;

— one of the basic principles of psychological re-
search is the principle of development, which implies 
the mandatory study of mental phenomena in 
dynamics.

Thus, systemicity is achieved by recognizing the 
psyche as a “polysystemic, multilevel, multidimensional 
object in constant development” [Ibid., sheet 6].

One of the first problems that began to be studied at 
the Institute of Psychology from the position of the sys-
temic approach was the problem of decision-making 
(under the guidance of P.K. Anokhin and V.F. Rubakh-
in).The system of decision-making includes the follow-
ing aspects: logico-psychological, associated with the 
dissection and reformulation of tasks into subtasks; neu-
rophysiological, associated with the implementation of 
a system of neurophysiological mechanisms; operation-
al, associated with the choice and use of a system of op-
erations for informational preparation of decisions, as 
well as with the construction and testing of hypotheses 
within a task; functional-dynamic, connected with the 
realization of a complex of internal psychological mech-
anisms (logical, heuristic-seeking, probabilistic etc.); 
personal, associated with the influence of motivation-
attitudinal and emotional-volitional personality spheres 
on the course of information processes; “formalized”, 
associated with the quantitative score of information 
processing and decision-making and the construction 
of formal models of the procedures in question. “…such 
a complex human activity, which is the decision‑making 
procedure, can be understood only in case of application 
of the integrated and systemic approaches in research of 
this phenomenon, when comparing the results of the anal‑
ysis of the decision‑making process from the standpoint of 
psychology, cybernetics, physiology, mathematics, etc.” 
[Ibid., sheet 9–10].

Ye.V. Shorokhova denotes her approach to the study 
and analysis of mental phenomena of personality as a 
system-structural one: personality is understood not as 
a set of individual mental processes, properties, states, 
but as a certain holistic formation that includes separate 
elements united by certain links [Ibid., sheet 60; 37, 
p. 30]. Within the framework of the problems of labor 
psychology and engineering psychology, the develop-
ment of the systemic approach, the selection of “func-
tional-target criteria” for the classification of directions 
and problems in this field and the conduct of “system-
structural research” were also carried out [10, sheet 
63–64].

The team of the laboratory of neurophysiological 
foundations of learning headed by V.B. Shvyrkov was 

engaged in “… a systems analysis of brain functions as the 
neurophysiological basis of complex forms of behavior” 
[Ibid., sheet 24] on the basis of P.K. Anokhin’s theory 
of functional systems. In studies the task was to reveal 
mechanisms of organization of the behavioral reaction, 
in particular the role of the process of anticipation in 
the formation of a separate behavioral act and in behav-
ior consisting of sequentially committed actions. The 
“different systemic importance” of the same groups of 
neurons in different phases of the evoked potential 
(“systemic process”) was shown [Ibid., sheet 25]. The 
laboratory of differential psychophysiology led by 
V.M. Rusalov developed methodological principles for 
analyzing the basic properties of the central nervous sys-
tem based on a systemic (functional-system) approach, 
in which the particular characteristics of sensory pro-
cesses can be used as indicators of general properties of 
the nervous system.

CONCLUSION

The found archival materials relating to the first years 
of the activity of the Institute of Psychology of the 
U.S.S.R. Academy of Sciences make a significant con-
tribution to understanding the formation of psychology 
in the 1970s, reveal new historical and psychological 
facts and provide details of scientific research, scientif-
ic-organizational and scientific communication pro-
cesses in science.

The analysis shows that one of the centers of the sys-
temic approach development in the early 1970s was the 
Institute of Psychology, which attracted many promi-
nent psychologists of the time. It should be noted that, 
in addition to the research itself, an important factor in 
the formation of the systemic approach was the scien-
tific discussions that took place at the meetings of the 
Academic Council of the Institute, i.e. scientific com-
munication guided the theoretical and methodological 
thought [22; 38].

In 1973, B.F. Lomov read a planar report at the 2nd 
Prague conference The Psychology of Human Learning 
and Problem Solving [29]. The topic of his report was On 
the Systemic Approach in Psychology. In this report, for 
the first time, he publicly formulated the main guide-
lines and principles of the systemic approach and set a 
high standard for research conducted at the Institute of 
Psychology that he led. Apparently, this speech should 
be considered the birth date of the new scientific school 
headed by B.F. Lomov.

Thus, systemic ideas, which were still being formed 
conceptually, began to penetrate into many fields of psy-
chology and into the methodology of research of vari-
ous psychological problems being solved by the staff of 
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the Institute of Psychology of the USSR Academy of 
Sciences. The principles of systemicity, formulated by 
B.F. Lomov and other staff members of the Institute of 
Psychology expanded the research field of psychology, 
allowed to significantly advance the understanding of 
many mental phenomena (processes, states, and prop-
erties) and to discover new phenomena, which are at the 
junction of both individual psychological directions and 
different sciences [12; 17; 30; 31].
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