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On Zaporozhets and A.N.Leontiev being staunch opponents of “Reductionism” :
1.Zaporozhets just in one article :
[Nevertheless, as V.K. Viliunas (1974) correctly notes, widely accepted

physiological reductionism in the approach to this problem,

the attempt to substitute physiology for the psychology of emotions

has only aggravated the methodological crisis that took hold of this

branch of psychological science as early as the beginning of the

twentieth century, and caused the loss of the very object of the psychological

study of emotions. Thus, E. Duffy’s (1941) approach,

that reduced emotions to physiological manifestations of activation

and denied their existence as a special class of psychic processes,

gained wide popularity in foreign psychology.

Such physiological reductionism had a negative effect on both

the psychological and the physiological study of emotions, because

these complex phenomena of mental life “have to be understood

psychologically in the first place” (Pavlov’s Clinical

Environments [Pavlovskie klinicheskie sredy], 1954, vol. 1, p. 275),

and only then can the psychological data be translated into the

language of physiology…]
[It turned out that the internal determination of activity through

motivation is realized not directly, but using special psychological

control, which we defined as a process of emotional correction

of behavior. This emotional correction is similar to a sensory

or, in a broader sense, cognitive correction. In contrast to the

latter, however, it is characterized not by a correlation between

the operational-technical side of activity and the objective meaning

of the components of the problematic situation; rather, it brings

the general direction and dynamics of behavior into agreement

with the sense of this situation and the actions the subject produces

to satisfy his needs and interests and to realize his value

orientations (Leontiev, 1972, 1974). *J. Piaget correctly points out that cognitive and emotional regulation of actions undergo a progressive

path of development throughout childhood, coordinating

and complementing each other. Nevertheless, he incorrectly

reduces emotions to physiological processes of activation when

he writes that “it is the feelings that give action the necessary

energy, while knowledge imposes on behavior a certain structure”

(1969, p. 63)…*]
[In their time, W. James and C.G. Lange attempted to reduce

emotional reflection to organic sensations of bodily changes arising

in the subject under the influence of an affectogenous situation.

Later, however, analysis of phenomenological data, especially clinical observations and special experiments, and experiments with

artificially induced “cold emotions” (Cantrill and Hunt, 1932)

demonstrated that emotional phenomena are not reducible to organic

sensations and the images that accompany them.

The most important property of emotion and its essential difference

from organic sensations is that it is object-related, addressing

something external that excites the person, something that destroys

his psychological balance. In connection with this—along with

changes in the internal state of the subject caused by objects and

phenomena vitally important to him—emotional images reflect

these very objects and phenomena, perceived and understood from

the special point of view of the perspective of a person who is

interested in them…]
2.A.N.Leontiev ; A,C,P :
[Negligence and skepticism in relation to the general theory of the psyche, and the spreading of factologism and scientism characteristic for contemporary American psychology (and not only for it) have become a barrier blocking  the road to investigating the principal psychological problems… 
The main point was that this was the way of continuous purposeful battle - a battle for the creative mastery of Marxism- Leninism, a battle against idealistic and mechanistic **biologizing** concepts in one guise or another. While developing withstand these concepts, it was necessary also to avoid scientific isolationism as much as being identified as a psychological school existing side- by- side with other schools…
We also understood something else, and that is that in the modem world psychology fulfills an ideological function and serves class interests; it is impossible not to reckon with this…
I will explain my idea using an example from one of the more difficult problems which has confronted psychological investigation for a long time, that is, the problem of the connection between psychological processes and physiological processes in the brain. It is scarcely necessary to convince psychologists now that the psyche is a function of the brain and that psychic phenomena and processes must be studied in conjunction with *physiological* processes. But what does it mean to study them **in conjunction**? For concrete psychological investigation this question is extremely complex. The fact is that **no direct correlation between psychic and physiological brain processes** has solved the problem. Theoretical alternatives that arise with such direct approach are well known: It is either a hypothesis of parallelism, a fatal picture leading to an understanding of the psyche as an epiphenomenon; or it is a position of naive physiological determinism with a resultant **reduction of psychology to physiology**; or finally, it is a dualistic hypothesis of psycho-physiological interaction which allows the nonmaterial psyche to affect material processes occurring in the brain. For metaphysical thinking there is simply no other solution; only the terminology covering all these alternatives changes. 

In addition to this, the psycho-physiological problem has an entirely concrete and a very real meaning in the highest degree for psychology because the psychologist must constantly keep in mind the work of morphophysiological mechanisms. He must not, for instance, make judgments about the processes of perception without considering the data of morphology and physiology. **The form of perception as a psychological reality is, however, something altogether different from the brain processes and their constellations of which it appears to be a function**. It is apparent that we have here a matter with various forms of movement, and this necessarily presents a further problem about those underlying transitions that connect these forms of movement. Although this problem appears to be more than anything a methodological problem, its resolution requires analysis penetrating, as I have said, into the results accumulated by concrete investigations at psychological and physiological levels. 

On the other hand, in the sphere of special psychological problematics, attention has been focused more and more on the careful working out of separate problems, on increasing the technical arsenal of the experimental laboratory, on refining the statistical apparatus, and on using the formal languages. **Without this, of course, progress in psychology would now be simply impossible**. But it is evident that something is still lacking. It is imperative that specific questions should not override general questions, that methods of research should not conceal methodology. 

The fact is that a psychologist- research worker involved in the study of specific questions inevitably continues to be confronted by fundamental methodological problems of psychological science. They appear before him, however, in a cryptic form so that the resolution of specific questions seems not to be dependent on them and requires only the proliferation and refinement of empirical data. An illusion of “demythologizing” of the sphere of concrete research results, which increases even more the impression of a breaking up of the internal connections between fundamental theoretical Marxist bases for psychological science and its accumulation of facts. As a result, a peculiar vacuum is formed in the system of psychological concepts into which concepts generated by views that are essentially foreign to Marxism are spontaneously drawn.] 

