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WHAT IS ACTIVITY/MOTIVE?

1.TERMINOLOGY ; (CHARLES TOLMAN)
Activity (German: Tätigkeit; Russian deyatel'nost')
"Activity is a concept connoting the function of the individual in his interaction with the surroundings. Psychic activity is a specific relation of a living body to its environment; it mediates, regulates, and controls relations between the organism and the environment. Psychic activity is impelled by need, aimed at the object which can satisfy this need, and effected by the system of actions. It presumes that the body has psyche, but at the same time constitutes the basic cause of its development. The elementary form of psychic activity should be distinguished from its highest form. The former is typical of animals and consists in the instinctive adaptation of the body to its environment. The latter, which stems from the former and transforms it, is exclusively an attribute of man. The specifically distinctive feature of the highest form of activity is man's deliberate effort to transform his environment. The activity of man has a social complexion and is determined by the social conditions of life. Psychic activity of man may be external or internal. The former consists of specifically human operations with existing objects effected by the movement of arms, hands, fingers, and legs. The latter proceeds in the mind, by means of 'mental actions' wherein man operates not with existing objects and not through physical movements, but with their dynamic images. Internal activity plans external activity and realises itself through it. Division of labour causes a differentiation between theoretical and practical forms of activity of man. According to the range of man's and society's needs, there also arises the range of concrete types of activity, each of which usually embraces elements of external and internal, practical and theoretical activity" (Frolov, 1984: 8).
…Motive (German: Motiv; Russian: motiv)
The object of [[specifically human]] activity. To be distinguished from goal or aim and condition. See entries on [[need,]] activity, action and operation. (C.T.).
…Action (German: Handlung; Russian: deistvie)
"There is no activity in animals that does not [[correspond]] to some sort of direct biological need [[....]] Let us now examine the fundamental structure of [[human]] activity in the conditions of a collective labour process [[...]]. When a member of a group performs his labour activity he also does it to satisfy one of his needs. A beater, for example, taking part in a primeval collective hunt, was stimulated by a need for food or, perhaps, a need for clothing, which the skin of the dead animal would meet for him. At what, however, was his activity itself directly aimed? It may have been directed, for example, at [[the goal of]] frightening a herd of animals and sending them toward other hunters, hiding in ambush. That properly speaking, is what should be the result of the activity of this man. And the activity of this individual member of the hunt ends with that. The rest is completed by the other members. This result, i.e. the frightening of game, etc. understandably does not in itself, and may not, lead to satisfaction of the beater's need for food, or the skin of the animal. What the processes of his activity [[a.k.a. his actions]] were directed to did not, consequently, coincide with the motive of his of his activity; the two were divided from one another in [p. 15] this instance. Processes, the object and motive of which do not coincide with one another, we shall call 'actions'. We can say, for example, that the beater's activity is the hunt, and the frightening of game his action" (Leontyev, 1981: 209-210).
…Operation (German: Operation; Russian: operatsia)
[Leontyev has just described an experiment in which a catfish had learned to get food by going around a barrier, but then persisted in the roundabout route after the barrier was removed.] 
"When a mammal is separated from food by an obstacle, it will, of course, go around it. That means that, as in the behaviour of the fish described above in conditions of an obstructed tank, we can distinguish a certain content in its activity relating objectively to the barrier, which represents one of the external conditions in which the given activity takes place, rather than to the food itself toward which it is directed. Between the activity of fish described and that of mammals, however, there is a great difference, which is expressed in this, that while the content of the fish's activity (roundabout movements) was retained after removal of the barrier and disappeared only gradually, higher animals usually make directly for the food in such a case. This means that the influence to which mammals' activity is directed no longer merges with influences from the barrier in them, but both operate separately from one another for them. The direction and end result of the activity depends on the former, while the way it is done, i.e. the mode in which it is performed (e.g. by going around the obstacle) depends on the latter. This special make-up or aspect of activity, which corresponds to the conditions in which the object exciting it is presented, we shall call operation" (Leontyev, 1981: 175-176).
…Need (German: Bedürfnis; Russian: potrebnost)
"A need [[requirement]] of some sort is a prerequisite for any activity. In itself a need cannot, however, determine the concrete direction of activity. A need gets its definiteness only in the object of the activity; it has as it were to find itself in it. In so far as a need finds its definiteness in an object (becomes 'objectified' in it), the object becomes the [[goal or]] motive of the activity, and that which stimulates it.
In animals' activity the range of possible [[goals]] is strictly limited to actual natural objects corresponding to their biological needs, and any step in the development of the needs themselves is caused by a change in their physical organization. 
It is another matter in the conditions of men's social production of objects serving as means of satisfying their needs. As Marx and Engles said, production furnishes not only the material for a need but also the need for material. 
What, however, does it mean psychologically? [[....]] [p. 18] We are concerned with the production of [[new]] objects that serve as means to satisfy a need. And for that it is necessary for consumption -whatever the form it takes- to lead to reflection of the means of consumption as what must be produced. Psychologically that means that the objects -the means of satisfying needs- must be recognised as motives, i.e., must enter consciousness as an inner image, as a need, as stimulation, and as objective. [[.... The decisive psychological fact consist in the shift of motives precisely to those objectives of action that do not directly meet natural, biological needs]]" (Leontyev, 1981: 239-240). 
…Aim (Goal) (German: Ziel; Russian: tsel)
The object of an action, variously translated as goal or aim. It is to be distinguished from motive and condition. See entries for action and operation. (C.T.). 
…Conditions (German: Bedingungen; Russian: uslovia)
The object of an operation. To be distinguished from motive and goal or aim. See entries on operation, activity and action. (C.T.). [p. 16]
2.EXCERPTS FROM LEONTIEV’S “ACTIVITY ,CONSCIOUSNESS,PERSONALITY”

…We will take either the position that consciousness is determined by the surrounding objects and phenomena, or the position that consciousness is determined by the social existence of people, which, in the determination of Marx and Engels, is nothing more than the real process of their life. 

But what is human life? It is that totality, more precisely, that system of activities replacing one another. In activity there does take place a transfer of an object into its subjective form, into an image; also in activity a transfer of activity into its objective results, into its products, is brought about.
… It is self-evident that the activity of every individual man depends on his place in society, on the conditions that are his lot, and on how this lot is worked out in unique, individual circumstances. 

It is particularly important to guard against understanding human activity as a relationship that exists between man and an opposing society.
…– the fact that in society a man finds not simply external conditions to which he must accommodate his activity, but that these same social conditions carry in themselves motives and goals of his activity, his means and methods; in a word, society produces the activity of the individuals forming it.
In the psychology of needs it is necessary from the very beginning to proceed from the following fundamental distinction: the distinction of need as an internal condition, as one of the necessary precursors of activity, and need as that which directs and regulates concrete activity of the subject in an objective environment. “Hunger is capable of raising an animal up on its feet, capable of giving the hunt a more or less fervent character, but there is no element in hunger that would direct the hunt one way or another or modify it to make it conform to the requirements of the location or of chance meetings,” wrote Sechenov.
… In the first place, need appears only as a condition of the need of the organism and is in itself not capable of evoking any kind of positively directed activity; its function is limited to the activation of appropriate biological function and general excitation of the motor sphere apparent in non-directed seeking movements. Only as a result of its “meeting” with an object that answers it does it first become capable of directing and regulating activity.
… The meeting of need with object is an extraordinary act. Charles Darwin noted it in his time; certain data of I. P. Pavlov support it; D. N. Uznadze speaks about it as a condition for the beginning of purpose;
This extraordinary act is an act objectifying need, “filling” it with content derived from the surrounding world. This is what brings need to a truly psychological level. 

… Thus practical activity, according to the author, is a subject of study for psychology, but only that specific content that appears in the form of sensation, perception, thinking, and in general in the form of internal psychic processes and conditions of the subject. But this conviction is, to some degree, one sided inasmuch as it is abstracted from the major fact that activity – in one form or another – is part of the very process of psychic reflection, part of the content of this process, and its beginning. 
… This means that it is incorrect to think that although the external, objective activity presents itself for psychological investigation, it does so only to the extent that it includes internal psychic processes and that psychological investigation advances without studying external activity itself or its structure. 

… It is evident that reality with which the psychologist deals is incontrovertibly more complex and rich than it is portrayed to  by the crude outline given here of the production of an image as a result of practical contact with an object.
… Up to this point we were talking about activity in the general collective meaning of that concept. Actually, however, we always must deal with specific activities, each of which answers a definite need of the subject, is directed toward an object of this need, is extinguished as a result of its satisfaction, and is produced again, perhaps in other, altogether changed conditions.

… Thus the concept activity is necessarily connected with the concept of motive. Activity does not exist without a motive; ‘non-motivated’ activity is not activity without a motive but activity with a subjectively and objectively hidden motive. Basic and “formulating” appear to be the actions that realize separate human activities. We call a process an action if it is subordinated to the representation of the result that must be attained, that is, if it is subordinated to a conscious purpose. Similarly, just as the concept of motive is related to the concept of activity, the concept of purpose is related to the concept of action.
Isolating the purposes and formulating actions subordinate to them leads to a seeming splitting of functions that were formerly merged with each other in motive. The function of excitation is, of course, fully preserved in the motive. The function of direction is another matter: The actions that realize activity are aroused by its motive but appear to be directed toward, a goal. Let us suppose that the activity of man is aroused by food; this also constitutes its motive. For satisfying the need for food, however, he must carry out actions that are not aimed directly at getting food. (note: text in brackets was highly unreadable so there may be transcription errors N.S.) [For example, the purpose of a given individual may be preparing equipment for fishing; regardless of whether he himself will use the equipment he has prepared in the future or give it to others and obtain part of the total catch, that to which aroused his activity and that to which his actions were directed are not identical ; their coincidence represents a special personal case, they are part of a specific process, which we shall discuss. ] 

[Isolation of goal-directed actions consisting  of content of concrete activity naturally presents a question about the relationship that unities them. As has already been said it is not an additive process.] Correspondingly, actions are not special “units” that are included in the structure of activity. Human activity does not exist except in the form of action or a chain of actions. For example, work activity exists in work actions, school activity in school actions, social activity in social actions (acts) of society, etc. If the actions that constitute activity are mentally subtracted from it, then absolutely nothing will be left of activity. This can be expressed in another way: When a concrete process is taking place before us, external or internal, then from the point of view of its relation to motive, it appears as human activity, but when it is subordinated to purpose, then it appears as an action or accumulation of a chain of actions. 

In addition, activity and action represent genuine and non-coinciding reality. One and the same action may accomplish various activities and may transfer from one activity to another, showing its relative independence in this way. 
… In connection with isolating the concept of action as major and “formulating” human activity (its moment), it is necessary to take into consideration that scarcely initiated activity presupposes the achievement of a series of concrete purposes among which some are interconnected by a strict sequence. In other words, activity usually is accomplished by a certain complex of actions subordinated to particular goals that may be isolated from the general goal; under these circumstances, what happens that is characteristic for a higher degree of development is that the role of the general purpose is fulfilled by a perceived motive, which is transformed owing to its being perceived as a motive-goal. 
… One of the questions that arises from this is the question of goal formation. This is a very important psychological problem. The fact is that only the area of objectively adequate purposes depends on the motive of the activity. This subjective isolation of goals, however (that is, perception of immediate result, the achievement of which realizes a given activity which is capable of satisfying a need objectivized in its motive), presents in itself a special process that has almost never been studied. Under laboratory conditions or in pedagogical experiments we always place before the subject a , so to speak, “ready” goal; for this reason the process of goal formation itself usually escapes investigation. It is only in experiments that coincide in method with the well-known experiments of F. Hoppe that this process is disclosed even if this is a one-sided but adequately distinct presentation from its qualitative dynamic side. It is another matter in real life where goal formation appears as an important instant of one activity or another of the subject. 
