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Ideas as for the theory of set of both famous Uznadze’s contemporaries and his pupils are analized in
the paper. Ivan Pavlov’s views on the set as a link in the chain of a subject’s interaction with the outer world
are revealed. S. Rubinstein understood the set as a person’s conscious attitude that is manifested in his/her
direction towards active goals, selective motivation, and readiness for action. A. Leontiev suggested the
three-link system of analysis, that is objective conditions — set — activity, to be the original methodological
principle of the Soviet psychology.

Among D. Uznadze’s followers who enriched the theory of set there are A. Bochorishvili who
understood a set as an illustration of social and historical origin of consciousness; R. Natadze who
investigated the determining function of imagination through a set action in bevavior; I. Bzhalava who
elaborated new methodical approaches to learning fixed sets that allowed discovering new phenomena of
perception; and A. Prangishvili who developed the grounds of the theory of set in the direction of problems
of social psychology and strengthened them in other spheres of psychology.

Basic positions of the theory of set are analyzed in accordance with the cognitivist paradigm.
Uznadze’s doctrine about the two-level psychic regulation is related to inter-related schemas of cognitive
sphere functioning although in the cognitive paradigm the category of personality does not carry any
significant meaning.

Rerefences

1. Asmolov, A.G. (2002). Po tu storonu soznaniia: metodologicheskie problemy neklassi-
cheskoi psikhologii [To the other side of the consciousness: methodological problems of non-
classical psychology]. Moscow, Smysl Publ. 480 p. (In Russian).

2. Bakhman, T.K. (1989). Psihofiziologiia zritelnoi ustanovki [Psychophysiology of visual
masking]. Tartu, Tartuskii gosudarstvennyi universitet Publ., 399 p. (In Russian).

3. Bernshtein, N.A. (2012). O postroenii dnizheniy [About the composition of movements].
Moskva, Kniga po trebovaniu Publ., 253 p. (In Russian).

4. Bzhalava, I.T. (1966). Kontrastnaia illiuziia ili effekt posledeisviia figury [Contrast illusion
or effect of post-action of a figure]. Eksperimentalnye issledovaniia po psikhologii ustanovki [Ex-
perimental research on the psychology of set]. Moscow, Znanie Publ., pp. 33-46. (In Russian).

5. Bzhalava, I.T. (1967). K probleme bessoznatelnoho v teorii D.N. Uznadze [To the problem
of the unconscious in the theory of D.N. Uznadze]. Voprosy psihologii [The issues of psychology],
no. 1, pp. 43-51. (In Russian).

6. Bzhalava, I.T. (1966). Psihologiia ustanovki i kibernetika [Psychology of the set and cy-
bernetics]. Moscow, Nauka Publ., 250 p. (In Russian).

7. Bzhalava, I.T. (1968). Ustanovka i povedenie [Set and behavior]. Moscow, Znanie Publ.,
48 p. (In Russian).

8. Bochorishvili, A.T. (1966). Psihologiis metodologiisatvis [For the methodology of psy-
chology]. Thilisi, Metsniereba Publ., 220 p. (In Russian).

9. Bochorishvili, A.T. (1966). Problema bessoznatelnogo v teorii ustanovki D.N. Uznadze
[The problem of the unconscious in the theory of set of D.N. Uznadze]. Voprosy psihologii [The
issues of psychology], no. 1, pp. 152-156. (In Russian).

10. Bochorishvili, A.T. (1991). Trudy [Works]. Thilisi, Metsniereba Publ., 380 p. (In Russian).



ISSN 2522-4115 (print) BICHUK YHIBEPCUTETY IMEHI AZIb®PEJA HOBENA.
ISSN 2522-9133 (online) Cepia «MEOATONIKA | TCUXONOrIA». NEAATOTIYHI HAYKW. 2020. Ne 2 (20)

11. Velichkovskii, B.M. & Leonova, A.B. (1978). Psihologiia ustanovki i mikrostruktornyi pod-
hod [The psychology of set and micro-structural approach]. Bessoznatelnoe. Priroda. Funktsii.
Metody issledovaniia [The Unconscious. Functions. Research method], vol. 1, pp. 459-467. (In
Russian).

12. Hlushko, 0O.1. (2011). Kontseptsiia volevoi aktivnosti D.N. Uznadze i sovremennye pod-
hody k izucheniu subiektnoi aktivnosti [D.N. Uznadze’s concept of volition and modern approach-
es to investigation of a subject’s activity]. Visnyk Kharkivskoho natsiona’nogo universytetu imeni
V.N. Karazina. Psykhologiya [The Bulletin of V.N. Kharazin Kharkiv national university. Psycholo-
gyl, no. 981, pp. 53-56. (In Russian).

13. Zaporozhets, A.V. (1960). Razvitie proizvolnykh dvizhenii [The development of voluntary
actions]. Moscow, Akademiia pedagogicheskih nauk RSFSR Publ., 431 p. (In Russian).

14. Imedadze, N.V. & Sakvarelidze, R.T. (2013). Uznadze: izvestnyi i neizvestanyi [Uznadze:
known and unknown]. Kulturno-istoricheskaia teoriia [Cultucal-historical psychology], vol. 9,
no. 3, pp. 106-115. (In Russian).

15. Leontev, A.N. (1955). Obsuzhdenie dokladov po probleme ustanovki na soveshchanii po
psihologii 1-6 iiulia 1955 goda [The discussion of the reports on the problem of set on the meet-
ing on psychology on July, 1-6, 1955]. Voprosy psihologii [The issues of psychology], no. 4, pp. 76-
78. (In Russian).

16. Movchan, L.V. (2017). Suchasnyi pohliad na yakist vyshchoii osvity v Ukraiini [Modern
view of the quality of high education in Ukraine]. Visnyk Universytetu imeni Alfreda Nobelia. Ped-
ahohika i psykholohiia [Bulletin of Alfred Nodel University. Pedagogy and Psychology], no. 1 (13),
pp. 32-37. (In Ukrainian).

17. Miasoed, P.A. (2004). Psihologiia v aspekte tipov nauchnoi ratsionalnosti [Psychology
in the view of types of scientific rationale]. Voprosy psihologii [The issues of psychology], no. 6,
pp. 3-17. (In Russian).

18. Nadirashvili, S. (1971). Fiksirovannaia ustanovka i pertseptivno-motornaia aktivnost
[Fixed set and perceptual motor activity]. Eksperimentalnye issledovaniia po psihologii ustanovki
(Institut psihologii imeni D.N. Uznadze) [Experimental research on the psychology of set (The in-
situte of psychology named after D.N. Uznadze)], vol. 5, pp. 90-98. (In Russian).

19. Natadze, R.G. (1973). Voobrazhenie kak faktor povedeiya [Imagination as a factor of be-
havior]. Thilisi, Metsniereba Publ., 361 p. (In Russian).

20. Natadze, R.G. (1978). Ustanovochnoe deistvie voobrazheniia [A set action of imagina-
tion]. Voprosy psihologii [The issues of psychology], no. 5, pp. 63-72. (In Russian).

21. Norakidze, V.G. (1972). Metody issledovaniia haraktera lichnosti [Methods of investiga-
tion of a personality’s character]. Thilisi, Metsniereba Publ., 244 p. (In Russian).

22. Norakidze, V.G. (1973). Psihologicheckie issledovaniia [Psychological research]. Thilisi,
Metsniereba Publ., 308 p. (In Russian).

23. Odisharia, L. (2017). Sovremennyi vzgliad na obshchepsikhologicheskuiu teoriiu ustanov-
ki [The modern view of the psychological theory of the set]. Visnyk Dnipropetrovskoho univer-
sytetu. Psyhologiia [Bulletin of Dnipropetrovsk University. Psychology], issue 23, pp. 24-40. (In
Russian).

24. Odishariia, L. & Bayer, 0. (2018). Dva plana roboty psihiki. Plan impulsivnogo povede-
niia i plan obiektivatsii [Two plans of the work of psyche. The plan of impulsive begavior and the
plan of objectivation]. Journal of Psychology Research, vol. 24, issue 7, pp. 123-138. (In Russian).

25. Pavlov, I.P. (1950). Izbrannye trudy po fiziologii vysshei nervnoi deiatelnosti [Selected
works on physiology of nervous system]. Moscow, Uchpedgiz Publ., 264 p. (In Russian).

26. Prangishvili, A.S. (1967). Issledovaniia po teorii ustanovki [Research on the theory of
set]. Thilisi, Metsniereba Publ., 123 p. (In Russian).

27. Prangishvili, A.S. (1980). O nekotoryh interpretatsiiah “Effekta Uznadze” v sovremen-
noi kognitivnoi psihologii [About some interpretations of “Uznadze effect” in the modern cogni-
tive psychology]. Psihologicheskii zhurnal [The Psychological Journal], vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 30-44. (In
Russian).

28. Prangishvili, A.S. (1975). Psihologicheskie ocherki [Psychological essays]. Thilisi,
Metsniereba Publ., 112 p. (In Russian).



ISSN 2522-4115 (print) BICHMK YHIBEPCUTETY IMEHI AZIb®PEJA HOBENA.
ISSN 2522-9133 (online) Cepia «MEOATOTIKA | NCUXONONIA». NEAATOTIYHI HAYKW. 2020. Ne 2 (20)

29. Prangishvili, A.S. (1975). Problema ustanovki na sovremennom urovne razrabotki gru-
zinskoi psihologicheskoi shkoly [The problem of set on the current level of the development of
Georgian psychological school]. Psihologicheskie issledovaniia [Psychological research]. Thilisi,
Metsniereba Publ., pp. 10-26. (In Russian).

30. Prangishvili, A.S., Sheroziia, A.E. & Bassin, F.V. (1978). K istorii i sovremennoi postanovke
voprosa: vstupitel’naya statiya [Toward the history of the medern statement of the problem: edi-
torial introduction]. Bessoznatelnoe. Priroda. Funktsii. Metody issledovaniia [Unconscious. Func-
tions. Research methods]. Thilisi, Metsniereba Publ., vol. 1, pp. 9-23. (In Russian).

31. Ramishvili, D.I. (1966). K voprosu genezisa i spetsifiki myslitelnoho protsessa [To the
matter of genesis and specifics of a thinking process]. Psihologicheskie issledovaniia [Psycholog-
ical research]. Thilisi, Metsniereba Publ., pp. 144-156. (In Russian).

32. Romenets, V.A. & Manokha, I.P. (2003). Istoriia psiholohii XX stolittia [The history of psy-
chology of XX century]. Kyiv, Lybid Publ., 894 p. (In Ukrainian).

33. Rubinshtein, S.L. (1957). Bytie i soznanie. O meste psihicheskoho vo vseobshchei vzai-
mosviazi yavleniy materialnoho mira [Existence and cosciousness. About the place of the psychic
in general inter-relation of phenomena of the material world]. Moscow, AN SSSR Publ., 328 p.
(In Russian).

34. Sakvarelidze, M.A. (1971). Problema bessoznatelnoho [The problem of the uncon-
scious]. Mezhdunarodnyi simpozium “Bessoznatelnoe” [International Symposium “The Uncon-
scious”]. Thilisi, pp. 11-19. (In Russian).

35. Uznadze, D.N. (1980). Impersonalia. Vestnik Akademii nauk GSSR [Bulletin of the Acad-
emy of Sciences of Georgian SSR], no. 1, pp. 67-85. (In Russian).

36. Hodzhava, Z.1. (1957). K voprosu teorii ustanovki Uznadze [To the matter of D.N. Uznadze’
theory of set]. Voprosy psihologii [The issues of psychology], no. 1, pp. 125-132. (In Russian).

37. Chrelashvili, N. (1990). Voprosy opredelyaemosti povedeniya spetsificheskoi
otrazhonnost’yu predshestvuyuschikh vozdeistviy [The issues of defining behavior by specific re-
flection of previous impacts]. Izvestiia akademii nauk Gruzinskoi SSR. Filosofiia i psihologiia [Proceed-
ings of Georgian Academy of Sciences. Philosophy and Psychology], no. 4, pp. 84-88. (In Russian).

38. Yeliava, N. (1963). Problema ustanovki v psiholohii myshleniia [The problem of set in the psy-
chology of thinking]. Thilisi, Institut psiholohii Uznadze Publ., 240 p. (In Russian).

39. Kahneman, D. (2011). Thinking, fast and slow. New York, Farrar, Straus and Giroux Publ. 499 p.

40. Uccelli, S., Pisu, V., Riggio, L. & Bruno, N. (2019). The Uznadze illusion reveals similar
effects of relative size on perception and action. Experimental Brain Research, vol. 237, issue 4,
pp. 953-965.

OdepxaHo 21.08.2020.



