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Abstract. This is the second part of the article on the work and life of A.R. Luria in Kisegach,
which presents the unique document The Work Diary. This notebook was used by him for dai-
ly records of patient studies. It is kept in the family archive of Luria. Comments on the Diary
are written on the basis of his autobiographical book (Luria A.R., 1982; Cole, Levitin, & Luria,
2006); the memoirs of his daughter, Elena Luria, in her book about her father (Luria E. A.,
1994); as well as the memoirs of his colleagues. This part of the article publishes entries
in the Diary from March 15 to November 13, 1942. The introduction to the records tells about
the scientist’s colleagues who worked with him in the hospital. These are such well-known
psychologists as B. V. Zeigarnik, A. V. Zaporozhets, S. Ya. Rubinstein, E. S. Bein, O.P. Kaufman.
The article explains the reason for the myth that during the war A.V. Zaporozhets worked
only in the hospital in Kaurovka under the supervision of A.N. Leontiev. In this regard, we are
talking about the Kharkov School of Psychology, the areas of work of L.S. Vygotsky, A.R. Luria
and A.N. Leontiev in the years 1932-1934. In general, the article shows the intensive practical
and theoretical work of the scientists in Kisegach hospital.
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Annomauus. ITo Bropas 4acTb cTatby 0 pabore 1 xusuu A.P. Jlypus B Kuceraue, koro-
past IpefcTaB/IsgeT YHUKAIbHbIN OKyMEHT «J[HeBHUK paboTsl». O6Iast TeTpaspb ¢ TAKUM
Ha3BaHMEM CITY>KIJIa YYEHOMY JIA €XKeTHEBHDIX 3aIMCell O IPOBEIEeHHBIX UCCTIENOBaHUAX
6onmpHbIX. OHa XpaHNUTCs B ceMeitHoM apxuBe JIypus. KomMmenTapuu K «JJHeBHUKY» HaIM-
CaHBI [10 MaTepuanam ero aBrobuorpaduueckoit kuuru (Luria A.R., 1982; aHrnos13p14HO0€E
nspanne — Cole, Levitin, & Luria, 2006), mo Bocnomunaumsm o Kucerade ero gouepu Enensr
Jlypus B ee xuure 06 orue (Luria E. A., 1994), a Tax>Ke 110 BOCIIOMIHAHVSIM KOJUIET. B raHHOI
YaCTy CTaTb BIEPBbIe MyOIUKYIOTCS 3aImcH B «[[HeBHMKe» ¢ 15 MapTa 110 13 HOs16ps 1942 1.
Bo BBeleHNM K 3aIMCAM PAcCKa3bIBACTCS O COTPYHUKAX YIEHOT0, pabOTaBIINX C HUM B TO-
crimTase. 9TO TaKue M3BeCTHbIE ICUXONOTH, Kak b. B. 3erirapuuk, A. B. 3anopoxer, C. fI. Py-
6uHmTelH, 3. C. bern, O.I1. Kaypman. B cTatbe pasbAcHAeTCA NPUYVHA BOSHUKHOBEHNUA
Muda, 4To B rofbl BOiHEL A. B. 3anopoxer paborasn Tonpko B rociuTae B noc. Kayposka
nop, pykosozncTsoM A.H. JleonTbeBa. B cBsA3YM ¢ 3TMM pedb uzieT 0 XapbKOBCKOJ HIKOTIE
IICHXOJIOTHM, O HampaseHusix paborst JI. C. Boirorckoro, A.P. JIypus u A.H. JleonTbeBa
B 1932-1934 rT. B 11€710M CTaThs MOKA3bIBAET MHTEHCUBHYIO IPAKTUYECKYIO ¥ TEOPETUIECKYIO
pabory ydeHsbIx B rocninrane Knceraya.

Kniouesvie cnosa: A. P. JIypus; Heliponcuxono2us; adasus; 60eHHAS MpPasmad; 60cCma-
HOB/IEHUE M03208bLX PYHKUUL; xapokosckas wikona ncuxonozuu; JI. C. Boreomckudi; A. H. Jle-
onmues; b. B. 3eiteaprux; A. B. 3anoposceu; C. A. Py6unwmeiin; 3. C. betin; O. I1. Kay¢man

The second part of the The Work Diary by A.R. Luria includes his records from March 15
till November 13, 1942. The following entries date back to 1943. The size of the records
is smaller: the records for the first two months are almost as much as for the rest of 1942.
There are no records from April 25 till June 20, and from July 27 till August 22. Luria
departs for Moscow for 2 months and for Kazan almost for a month. There are also no
entries from March 27 until April 15, from June 24 till July 1, and then again an inter-
ruption until July 14.

Tamara Osipovna Ginevskaya, the wife of Alexander Vladimirovich Zaporozhets,
explains one of the reasons for the short absences of A.R. Luria. At the request of Elena
Luria she wrote memoirs about Luria:

This was a remarkable person — Luria! The complete absence of swagger, selfishness, he
displayed readiness for self-sacrifice for the sake of business... For weeks, he was lying on
the floor of the printing house in Chelyabinsk where his works were printed. There, he ruled,
edited manuscripts, rode in a cart, sometimes arriving home for a day or two, no more. Weary
and hungry. A bit of food and sleep — that was all his rest. While he was sleeping, Lana cleaned
his suit, wondering how it hadn’t fallen apart at all. It was all covered with hay, grass and dirt,
just like Alexander Luria himself (Luria E. A., 1994, p. 101).!

! Lana — Lana Pimenova Lipchina, A.R. Luria’s wife.
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What works did T. O. Ginevskaya mean? In the list of Luria’s works of 1942, there
were two articles published in issues 1-2 and 4 of Neuropathology and Psychiatry but they
were not published in Chelyabinsk. In the list of works of A.V. Zaporozhets, there was
a brochure on The Methodology of Restorative Occupational Therapy for Injuries of Upper
Limbs by A.V. Zaporozhets and S. Ya. Rubinstein with the subtitle The Administration
of Hospitals in the Chelyabinsk Region, 1942. A.R. Luria was likely to edit various meth-
odological letters, conference proceedings and collections of the works of the hospital
staff in the Chelyabinsk region.” There are similar materials from different regions on
the Internet (see Figure 1). One might think that the exchange of experience was an im-
portant task for the staff of evacuation hospitals which Luria tried to perform. Of course,
he was collecting materials for future publications. For these materials the Diary data
was not enough.

If we compare the records about patient Karabanov (March 20-26) with his descrip-
tion in Traumatic Aphasia (Luria A.R., 1947, pp. 79-80 / 1970, pp. 180-181), we could see
much more data in the book. This suggested that in addition to the diary, Luria kept other
special records about certain patients. Some patients were described only in those special
records. For instance, there were no records about patient Zas in the diary, the character
and co-author of the book The Man with a Shattered World (Luria, 1971/1972), although
Luria worked a lot with him.

In the diary, as in Traumatic Aphasia, Luria often mentions his colleagues who work
with him in Kisegach. All of them deserve a special story.

Bluma Vulfovna Zeigarnik (1901-1988) was born in Lithuania. There she graduated
from a female gymnasium and, preparing to enter the university, passed the exams for
the broader curriculum of male gymnasiums. In 1919, she married Albert Ya. Zeigarnik.

Figure 1. Publications of evacuation hospitals

2 More than 80 evacuation hospitals worked in the Chelyabinsk region in 1942-1943 — according
to archive74.ru evakogospitali_cho.pdf
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They went together to Germany to study. In 1922, Bluma entered the faculty of philosophy
at the University of Berlin. There she was carried away by lectures of Kurt Levin. Under
his supervision, she wrote a thesis Memorizing Completed and Uncompleted Actions.
The article on this theme (Zeigarnik B., 1927) made B. Zeigarnik the world-famous author
of The Zeigarnik Effect (see Figure 2).

Figure 2. Bluma Zeigarnik. 1922

After graduating from the University (1925) and defending her thesis (1927),
she worked at the University of Berlin as a freelance employee, and her husband —
at the Soviet trade office in Germany. In May, 1931, they moved to Moscow. B. Zeigarnik
met L. S. Vygotsky® through her fellow student at the University of Berlin, Gita Birenbaum,*
and made reports in the research group of Vygotsky on June 10 and 17 (Akhutina,
2012). In his letter of June 12-16 to A.R. Luria, L. Vygotsky wrote about the first report
by B. Zeigarnik: “Well-done. Gracefully. Cleverly. A little from ladies’ needlework. Quite
in Lewin’s style” Vygotsky worried about B. Zeigarnik’s employment and noticed: “She
wants where we are. The right idea: Birenbaum, she, Kazmina + we altogether are power”
(Vygotsky, 2004, p. 27). In the same 1931, Bluma Zeigarnik began working as a research

3 B. Zeigarnik met A.R. Luria earlier, in 1929. On his way to America to the IX International Psy-
chological Congress, Luria stopped in Berlin and met with Levin and his students (Luria E. A., 1994, p. 44).

* Gita Vasilievna Birenbaum (1903-1952) was a psychologist and a member of Vygotsky’s circle. In
1923-1925 and 1927-1930, she studied at the University of Berlin. Under the supervision of K. Levin, she
wrote a well-known thesis about forgetting intentions (Birenbaum, 1930). On arriving in Moscow, she worked
in the Institute of Higher Nervous Activity at the Communist Academy (later, The All-Union Institute of Ex-
perimental Medicine, AIEM). Then she worked in psychiatric clinics in Moscow (named after Solovyov),
Ulyanovsk and Ryazan.
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fellow at the Institute of Higher Nervous Activity where G. V. Birenbaum was already
working. Since 1932, it became a department of the All-Union Institute of Experimental
Medicine (AIEM). In the “Donskaya” clinic of AIEM Zeygarnik and Birenbaum under
the direction of L.S. Vygotsky conduct pathopsychological and neuropsychological work
(see Birenbaum & Zeygarnik, 1935; Nikolaeva & Polyakov, 2016; Zavershneva & Van der
Veer, 2017, chapters 19 and 25; Zeygarnik, 1934; Zeygarnik & Birenbaum, 1935).

In summer 1940, Bluma’s husband was arrested on a charge of espionage. He was
sentenced to ten years without the right of correspondence, which usually meant shooting.
B. Zeigarnik stayed with two children one of whom was less than a year old and the other
was six years old. After the arrest of her husband, she went often to Lubyanka® to find out
anything about his fate. There financial difficulties emerged. Alexander Romanovich Luria
supported Bluma Zeigarnik both emotionally and financially. When the war began, he
facilitated the appointment of B. V. (a Jewess, a wife of an enemy of the state, suspiciously
fluent in German!) to the branch of the clinic of nervous diseases of the AIEM in Kisegach.

Elena Luria told about Kisegach that there was not enough food in winter 1941,
and their family cooked soup of dried potatoes. It was even harder for B. Zeigarnik with
two children. She was supported; first of all, by A.R. Luria and S. Ya. Rubinstein. Com-
pare the photos of 1922 and 1942 (Figure 2 and 3) — they transmit the idea how harsh
Bluma’s life was better than words. But she encountered not only blows of fate but was
blessed with its gifts as well! One may read this in her grandson’s story, Andrey Zeigarnik
(Zeigarnik A. V., 2001). The collaboration of Zeigarnik and Luria in Kisegach is also de-
scribed by E. D. Homskaya (2001).

The working experience in the hospital was depicted in several articles by B. Zeigarnik
during the war and post-war time (for instance, Zeigarnik B. V., 1943a, 1943b, 1947).

in 1942. The third person is unknown (Olga Kaufman?)

* Lubyanka is a common name for the NKVD/KGB/FSB building on the Lubyanskaya square.



106 In Memory of A.R. Luria

Both authors of these comments to The Work Diary were acquainted with
B.V. Zeigarnik. She was a small, slim old woman (she never lectured from the pulpit because
she would not be seen from there). Her lectures were perfect, she told much about Kurt
Lewin and shared her love for her two teachers — Kurt Lewin and Lev Vygotsky. Students
and staff reciprocated her, affectionately calling her “Blumochka.” One of the authors,
Tatyana Vasilyevna Akhutina, has carefully preserved the book of Zeigarnik Pathopsychology
dated 1976 that was presented by Bluma Zeigarnik and signed by her (see Figure 4).

Figure 4. B.V. Zeigarnik’s inscription on her book “Pathopsychology” (Abnormal
Psychology) — “To Dear Tatyana Vasilievna Akhutina with best wishes” 20.X.76

Alexander Vladimirovich Zaporozhets (1905-1981), his wife and co-worker Tamara
Osipovna (losifovna) Ginevskaya (1905-1992) were psychologists of Vygotsky circle.
A.V. Zaporozhets was one of the famous “five” students, the closest students of Vygotsky.

There is a myth about the work of Zaporozhets during the war which is widespread
on the Internet and repeated in Wikipedia: “In 1941-1943, he worked at the experimental
hospital for movements rehabilitation at the Institute of psychology (the Sverdlovsk region)”
(“Zaporozhets Alexander Vladimirovich,” 2020). It needs clarification: first, the hospital was
not experimental; secondly, not for the rehabilitation of movements; thirdly, not one but two.
The first hospital was at the AIEM (the Chelyabinsk region) and the second — at the Institute
of Psychology (the Sverdlovsk region). Where did this long-lasting myth come from?

¢ Blumochka is a diminutive form of the name Bluma.
7 “The Five” was a group of students of the 2nd MSU: Lidia Bozhovich (1908-1981), Rosa Levina (1908-
1989), Natalia Morozova (1906-1989), Lia Slavina (1906-1986) and Alexander Zaporozhets (1905-1981).
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Zaporozhets was born in Kiev. In his early youth, he was an artist and played in the Les
Kurbas theatre. Since 1925, he studied at the 2nd Moscow State University (MSU) where he
made friends with four classmate girls. Luria recalled the emergence of “the five™:

At that time, I occupied the position of the head of the Psychology Laboratory at the Institute
(Academy — T. A., N. P) of the Communist Education named after N. K. Krupskaya. In order
to attract University students to scientific work, I organized a student psychological circle,
in which we discussed L.S. Vygotsky’s ideas (Luria A.R., 1982, p. 33).2

A.V. Zaporozhets recalled that in the experiments fulfilled by “the five” under
A.R. Luria’s supervision, children at different ages (from pre-schoolers to adolescents)
had to memorize a number of words with the help of a pictogram, that is, a graphic image
of the memorized material. The analysis of age-related differences showed the transition
from external to internal mediation of the memorization process (Zaporozhets, 1982,
p. 14-15). Describing those experiments, Luria noted: “This colossal work has remained
unpublished but it has given birth to much more important fruit — five first-class psy-
chologists...” (Luria A.R., 2003, p. 272). In 1930, A. Zaporozhets graduated from the Uni-
versity, and at the end of 1931, he moved to Kharkov.

Tamara Ginevskaya described the moving and life in Kharkov:

The debate still flared up, and finally, Lev Semenovich was “killed,” and his scientific school
was defeated. Having found neither emotional nor material support a small group of Moscow
scientists (Luria, Leontiev, Bozhovich and Zaporozhets) went, as it was said then, “on a long
business trip” They moved to Kharkov — the capital of the Ukraine at that time — to a new
psychoneurological clinic established by Professor Rokhlin at the psychiatric hospital. It was
Vygotsky who negotiated the work in Kharkov...

We settled in a large apartment that Professor Rokhlin had rented for the Moscow com-
munity. For some time, we lived in it really all together: we, Luria, Bozhovich and Leontiev
but soon, only Luria and us stayed there (there were two rooms)... (cited from the book
by Luria E. A., 1994, p. 69; see also Ginevskaya, 2005) (see Figure 5).°

It is known that according to the contract, Luria and Leontiev had to be in Kharkov
for 20 days each month, and the rest of the time they could live in Moscow. There, in May,
1933, Luria accidentally met Lana Pimenovna Lipchina after a three-year break. She be-

# Luria worked both at the Academy of Communist Education and at the 2nd MSU. Their buildings
were opposite each other.

° In his letters to Luria, Vygotsky wrote about the negotiations with Rokhlin about moving to Kharkiv
(Vygotsky, 2004). In the fall of 1931, Vygotsky was approved as the head of the department of genetic psy-
chology in the State Institute of personnel training of People’s Commissariat of Healthcare of the Ukraine
(Vygodskaya & Lifanova, 1996, p. 129; Yasnitsky, 2008, p. 93). L. Vygotsky planned moving to Kharkov but
the state of his health and responsibility for a large family (two daughters, the nephew, his wife, mother and
sisters) were the reasons (perhaps, not the only ones) why Vygotsky could not do this.
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Figure 5. Alexey Leontiev, Lydia Bozhovich and Alexander Zaporozhets (the leaders
of the Kharkov group — the early 30s)

came his wife in July. This event triggered his decision to leave for Moscow. In 1934, Luria
and Leontiev returned to Moscow, the former — in March, and the latter — in October
(Yasnitsky, 2008, p. 94).

A brief introduction into scientific developments in Kharkov. In 1932, L.S. Vygotsky
delivered a report On the Plan of Works on Genetic and Clinical Psychology. Luria’s tran-
script of the report is preserved in his archive. Vygotsky set the task of “studying higher
psychological functions from a systemic point of view;” and to solve this problem, Vygotsky
suggested two ways: the analysis of “disintegration and genesis” (quoted from the article
Akhutina, 2012, p. 9). At the same time, he concretised the principles of the analysis
of disintegration, in essence, formulating the principles of the future neuropsychology
(Ibid.). The object of the analysis was to be speech/language and non-verbal functions.
Vygotsky focused on speech which was important to carry out another strategic plan —
the study of the dynamic semantic structure (or structure of senses) of consciousness.
Implementing the plan for clinical psychology, Vygotsky and Luria entered the medical
faculty of the Kharkov Psychoneurological Institute, combining full-time and distance
learning. Luria worked intensively in the clinic in Kharkov, while Vygotsky examined and
analysed patients in Moscow.

A.N. Leontiev put forward a different program. He accuses Vygotsky of “word-cen-
trism” and contrasts this with the study of action and activity. Here is how he assessed
the situation in Kharkov, dictating his autobiography to his son in 1976: “The confron-
tation of two lines towards the future. My line is a return to the original theses and their
development in a new direction. The study of the action (= an object-related action)...
Vygotsky’s line is affective tendencies, emotions, feelings” (Leontiev, A. A., Leontiev, D. A.,
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& Sokolova, 2005, pp. 375-376). A bit earlier on that day, Leontiev spoke of Vygotsky:
“The closure of all psychology to meaning. Crept out — aphasia, schizophrenia, the-
ses on localization (neuropsychology), etc”' (Ibid., p. 374). And he continued after:
“The Kharkovites grouped around me, not A. Luria, since Bozhovich and Zaporozhets
preferred working with me, and Galperin (local) was also reached out to me... A. Luria
did not fit in the society in Kharkov” (Ibid., p. 375), see Figure 5.

In Kharkov, Zaporozhets became the closest assistant and friend of A.N. Leontiev.
At the same time, according to V.P. Zinchenko:

Undoubtedly, A. V. Zaporozhets was also a leader but an inconspicuous and non-garish leader.
He was a moral leader... Consciously or unconsciously, he kept a low profile. For example,
only from A.N. Leontiev’s notes to his text about the hypothesis of the genesis of the psyche
and its experimental verification, I learned that the both things were made up together with
A.V. Zaporozhets (Zinchenko, 2011, p. 367)."

In addition, in the preface to this book it is written that it was Zaporozhets who com-
piled the notes to it. It was the end of the 50s when Alexander Zaporozhets was already
a distinguished scientist and the head of the laboratory but it was natural for him to offer
that help. V.P. Zinchenko (2011) remarked “an infinite kindness” in A. V. Zaporozhets.
K. M. Gurevich recalled about Alexander Zaporozhets: “You know, this is an exceptional
person, absolutely exceptional... Always ready to do everything that is necessary to you,
at the same time, he always [made it clear that] he was interested in that” (Leontiev A. A.
etal., 2005, p. 255).12

We should note that the list of the themes by Zaporozhets in Kharkov included
not only A.N. Leontiev’s topics. On the one hand, these were The Study of the Meaning
of the Function of the Practical Activity of the Child (co-authored with P.I. Zinchenko)
and Preverbal Forms of Thinking. And on the other hand, these were The Development
of Reasoning in the Child (co-authored with G.D. Lukov), The Semic Analysis of Children’s

10 “Crept out” — this was said about the last work of Vygotsky, his neuropsychological testament,
the theses of the report Psychology and Localization of Mental Functions (Kharkov, 1934)! A bright represen-
tative of the Kharkov group, L.I. Bozhovich, expressed another opinion about this direction of Vygotsky’s
work. Her main problem was the development of personality (for her biography, find Gutkina, 2008). In her
last article, she wrote that the study of the problems of underdevelopment and disintegration had allowed
Vygotsky to approach the concept of Psychological Systems. She claimed: “..in essence, L.S. Vygotsky has
overcome the crisis in psychology through studying the genesis and structure of higher mental functions
and creating a method for studying them” (Bozhovich, 1988, p. 108).

1 Zinchenko spoke about the book by A.N. Leontiev Problems of the Development of the Mind
(1959/1965), for which the author was awarded with the Lenin prize in 1963. In a footnote (1959/1965, p. 50),
A. Leontiev wrote: “..the hypothesis about the genesis and nature of sensitivity was developed by the author
jointly with A. V. Zaporozhets (1936)”

12 Kindness also distinguished L. S. Vygotsky. To the question of G.L. Vygodskaya about her father, what
personality trait would you single out, A.R. Luria answered: “His mind. Genius,” D. B. Elkonin — “Kindness.
Breadth. Scientific generosity,” A.V. Zaporozhets — “Nobility. High morality. Delicacy;” N.G. Morozova —
“A characteristic feature of Lev Semenovich was his desire to help” (Vygodskaya & Lifanova, 1996, p. 160).
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Speech, and The Semic Analysis of Language Meanings Acquired at School (co-authored
with V.I. Asnin) (see Galperin, 1934; Yasnitsky, 2008). The term semic analysis was used
by A.R. Luria in the 1930s but it was introduced into active use by Vygotsky. On De-
cember 5, 1932, Vygotsky gathered his students for an “internal conference” and made
the famous report on The Problem of Consciousness. In its conclusion, he said: “The semic
analysis is the only adequate method for the study of the systemic and semantic structure
of consciousness” (Vygotsky, 1997, p. 137 / 1982, p. 166). We learned from L. S. Vygotsky’s
Notebooks that on the eve of the main report, Vygotsky invited Luria, Leontiev and
“the five” to The Symposium — On the Prospect of Our Research (Zavershneva & Van der
Veer, 2017). Vygotsky’s records preserved the plan of his report including the rationale
of “the necessity for a new stage of the research” and his notes during the discussion,
i.e., the schemes of the response to each participant. Thus, Vygotsky cared about their
further joint work. The report on December 5 lasted seven hours with a two-hour break;
the discussion took another day, December 9.

A.N. Leontiev in his oral autobiography said: “The apogee of discord — 1932 (after
the report), the beginning of 1933” (Leontiev A. A. et al., 2005, p. 376).

In summer 1934, Vygotsky died. And this event changed the evaluation of the simi-
larity and discord. The differences in the positions of L.S. Vygotsky and A.N. Leontiev
which seemed “terribly” fundamental, turned out to be not that serious within the time
perspective. Vygotsky understood this before, he tried to gather all his students at AIEM’s
when this opportunity occurred in January 1934. This was also understood by Leontiev,
who in 1977, speaking about Vygotsky, admitted: “The alternative of 1930-1931 was not
an alternative but a necessary line of the movement of the psychological research. Not
Either-Or, but necessarily And-And” (Ibid., 2005, p. 48). It was claimed in 1977, but
the simplified cliché “The Kharkov school is Leontiev, and Zaporozhets is Leontiev’s al-
ter ego” is still reflected in literature. So, the myth about one hospital grew out of a more
general myth about the Kharkov period of life of A.V. Zaporozhets. Let’s consider his
work in hospitals.

Neurosurgical evacuation hospital No. 3120 in Kisegach began working in Au-
gust 1941. It provided facilities for a clinic of nervous diseases of the AIEM, director
N.I. Grashchenkov. A.R. Luria, A.V. Zaporozhets, S. Ya. Rubinstein took part in its estab-
lishment, in particular, in the organisation of labour workshops. Later, S. G. Gellerstein,"
B.V. Mitlina and others joined the work on occupational therapy (Zeigarnik & Rubinstein,
1982). The first important results in the rehabilitation of movements and working ability
were described in the brochure of A.V. Zaporozhets and S. Ya. Rubinstein The Method
of Restorative Occupational Therapy for Injuries of Upper Limbs (1942, p. 28).

From Luria’s The Work Diary, it was clear that on March 18, 1942, he had a conver-
sation with Zaporozhets. They discussed “the concept of the rehabilitation role of com-
pensation.” After these words, Luria put two exclamatory marks.

B S.G. Gellerstein (1896-1967) — Dr. in Biology, Professor, one of the founders of the Soviet Psychology
and Psychophysiology of Work.
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Let us move on to the hospital in Kaurovka where A.V. Zaporozhets worked with
A.N. Leontiev. In the chronicle of Moscow State University dated 1942 and published
in the newspaper of the Moscow University in May 2004, one might read: “September 6.
A Rehabilitation clinic at the Research Institute of Psychology of the Moscow State
University was established in hospital 4003. The clinic aimed at developing therapeutic-
pedagogical methods of the correction of motor and sensory defects as a result of mili-
tary injuries... Professor A.N. Leontiev was appointed as Director” (Chronicle of 1942,
2004)."

Zaporozhets revealed his attitude to the moving to Kaurovka in his letter to
A.N. Leontiev dated 6.11.1942:

These days I work very productively (contrary to reason). I have finished a brochure on the re-
habilitation training and thought up some interesting things about the principles of the re-
habilitation and about the structure of voluntary action. I will tell you when we meet... Has
anything been undertaken about Danya (D. B. Elkonin)? I really want to be together. I hope
it will be soon (see Sokolova, 1995, p. 8).

It is not known when Zaporozhets and Ginevskaya moved to Kaurovka. It was
not earlier than October 1942 (see the letter above) and not later than February 13,
1943 according to the record in A.N. Leontiev’s diary with the mention of Ginevskaya
and Zaporozhets (Leontiev A. A. et al., 2005, p. 362). Zaporozhets returned to Moscow
in the autumn of 1943 where he was invited by A.N. Leontiev to work at the Institute
of Psychology at the Moscow State University. A.N. Leontiev left Kaurovka in the summer
of 1943 (Leontiev A. A. et al., 2005, p. 48).

The book by A.N. Leontiev and A.V. Zaporozhets The Rehabilitation of Movement:
The Study of the Hand Function Rehabilitation After Injury was prepared in a short time
and published in 1945 with a circulation of ten thousand copies (Luria’s Traumatic Apha-
sia edition of four thousand copies). A. V. Zaporozhets wrote six chapters of this book
(chapters 4-9) out of ten. The footnote on page seven read: “A.R. Luria was the initiator
to organize this work [the development of the theoretical basis of rehabilitative functional
methods]. He was the first in the Soviet Union to raise psychological issues of the re-
habilitation of functions after injury” (1945/1960). Chapter 5 described the dynamics
of movement rehabilitation in patients “in two rehabilitation hospitals™ in 60 patients from
Kaurovka and 25 patients from Kisegach (1945/1960, pp. 108-109). The list of references
included an article by Zaporozhets and Rubinstein about occupational therapy (1942).
Later, the same authors wrote the article Psychophysiological Issues of the Organization
of Restorative Occupational Therapy (1947).

' The hospital number was incorrect in the chronicle. The right number EG 4003 was found in the docu-
ments of P. Ya. Galperin and published by M. A. Stepanova (2017). Galperin worked there from February
to October 1943.
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Tamara Ginevskaya accompanied her husband in Kharkov, Kisegach, and
Kaurovka. We know that she was a laboratory assistant in Kharkov and senior labo-
ratory assistant in Kaurovka. After the war, she worked in the laboratories of Leontiev
and Zaporozhets. A.N. Leontiev in his oral autobiography recalled that the collection
of works of the Kharkov School, scattered after the decree on Pedology in 1936, had in-
cluded “Ginevskaya’s investigations on the distinction of the genetic and semantic centres
of the drawing which explicated and documented the presence of the analysis of activity
(action, goal)” (Leontiev A. A. et al., 2005, p. 377). In 1941, a similar article was published
in Ukrainian in the Scientific notes of the Chernivtsi Pedagogical Institute. In Kaurovka,
T. Ginevskaya and P. Ya. Galperin studied the dependence of the range of movements
upon the psychological nature of the task. The authors showed that the change of the task
might cause “a drastic and unexpected increase in the efficiency of the movement... due
to the change in the psychological structure of the task” (Galperin & Ginevskaya, 1947,
p. 79). Together with A.N. Leontiev, she explored the sensitivity of an injured hand, and
then continued this theme in the genetic aspect. Tamara Ginevskaya’s memories about
Zaporozhets and his colleagues are very important for the history of psychology (2005).

Susanna Yakovlevna Rubinstein (1911-1988) was a well-known psychologist, one
of the founders of the Russian pathopsychology (abnormal psychology). S. Ya. Rubinstein
was born in Odessa; her mother taught mathematics in the male gymnasium,; it was rare
in those times. The father’s profession was unknown, and biographers wrote that he had
been a respected man in Odessa who performed functions similar to those of a magis-
trate (justice of the peace) (Zvereva, 2012). Right after leaving the school, sixteen-year-
old Susanna left for Moscow and entered the pedagogical faculty of the 2nd MSU. After
graduating from the University, S. Ya. Rubinstein engaged in research and development
of the psychological basis for professional selection and vocational guidance. In 1938,
he entered the graduate school at the All-Union Institute of Experimental Medicine,
in which A.R. Luria became her scientific supervisor. At that time, B. V. Zeigarnik worked
in the Institute clinic; she became a close friend and instructor of S. Rubinstein for a life-
time. Owing to Luria and Zeigarnik, the young graduate student deepened her under-
standing of Vygotsky’s ideas' that became a basis for her further scientific path.

In summer 1940, Bluma Zeigarnik’s husband was arrested on a charge of espionage.
Describing the difficult time after the arrest of A. Ya. Zeigarnik, grandson of A. Ya. and
B.V. Zeygarnik, Andrey, wrote:

I would like to mention here Alexander Luria, who at that time and many years later in every
possible way supported and helped Bluma Zeigarnik, as well as her closest friend Susanna
Rubinstein. Her support, no matter how arrogant it may sound, is today perceived as a feat.

5 S. Ya. Rubinstein recalled in 1988: “T happened to listen to his lectures (Vygotsky) as a student and
to be present at the discussions (analyses) of children. Charm and erudition combined in his speech with
the simplicity and accessibility of presentation” (Vygodskaya & Lifanova, 1996, p. 251).
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This courageous person was not only afraid to accompany Bluma to Lubyanka, but also offered
to go there instead. Very few were ready to take such a risk (Zeigarnik A. V., 2001, p. 186).

Then many were afraid even to say hello to relatives of “enemies of the people”
(see Figure 6).

Figure 6. Susanna Yakovlevna Rubinstein (the 60s)

In 1941, when the Great Patriotic War began, A.R. Luria invited S. Ya. Rubin-
stein (and B. V. Zeigarnik) to go to Kisegach. There she took part in the establishment
of labour workshops and gave training classes to patients. We presented the memoirs
of B. V. Zeigarnik and S. Ya. Rubinstein about this time in the preface to the first part of our
publication. Together with A. V. Zaporozhets Susanna Rubinstein developed methodolog-
ical reccommendations for the rehabilitation of movements in patients with brain lesions.
The brochure about it was published in 1942 in Chelyabinsk. The professional experience
of the war years was summarised by Susanna Rubinstein in her PhD thesis The Rehabilita-
tion of Working Ability in Patients with Military Brain Injury (1945) and in some articles.
For instance, in 1947, an article by Zaporozhets and Rubinstein Psychophysiological Issues
of the Organisation of Restorative Occupational Therapy was published in the Scientific
Notes of the MSU (Zaporozhets & Rubinstein, 1947; see also Rubinstein, 1949).

The myth about the work of A.V. Zaporozhets only in Kaurovka touched also
S. Ya. Rubinstein. Some wrote about her, that she also worked there. However,
A.N. Leontiev listed all those who participated in the work under his guidance: Asso-
ciate Professor A.V. Zaporozhets, Associate Professor P. Ya. Galperin, Senior Research
Fellows of the Research Institute of Psychology A.G. Komm and Ya.Z. Neverovich, Senior
Laboratory Assistant T. O. Ginevskaya, Associate Professor of the Sverdlovsk Pedagogical
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Institute V.S. Merlin, and the Hospital Employees Z. M. Zolina and Dr. E. D. Polykovsky
(Leontiev & Zaporozhets, 1945, p. 7-8).

After the war S. Ya. Rubinstein worked in the Laboratory of Pathopsychology
at the Research Institute of Forensic Psychiatry named after Serbsky. In 1956, she par-
ticipated in the establishment of one of the first psychological laboratories in the aero-
space psychology under the guidance of K. K. Platonov. Since 1962, under the guidance
of B.V. Zeigarnik, she worked in the Laboratory of Psychopathology of the Moscow
Research Institute of Psychiatry of the Ministry of Healthcare of the RSFSR. In 1971, she
defended her doctoral thesis on the problem of auditory hallucinations. In the seventies,
she delivered lectures at the Lenin Moscow State Pedagogical Institute and Moscow State
University. The methodological guide Experimental Methods of Pathopsychology (1970)
of S. Ya. Rubinstein is still very popular among colleagues and students.

Esther Solomonovna Bein (1906'°-1981) was a neuropsychologist, Dr. in Biology
(in the field of Psychology), professor, a student and a friend of L.S. Vygotsky and A.R. Luria.

It is known from the Internet that in 1940 she finished research on constancy
of the size perception in adults and children with impaired and normal hearing. The sub-
jects had to determine the size of the object at different distances from the subject. Being
detected that children with hearing impairment (as well as those who hear) had a constant
perception of the size of objects that is clearly pronounced at the early school age.

During the war, E.S. Bein together with A.R. Luria participated in the development
of the neuropsychology methods. She studied speech impairment in brain pathology;
as a result, she worked out widely known methods of speech rehabilitation. The results
were summarized in her doctoral thesis in biology (1949) on the problems of the psycho-
logical analysis of sensory aphasia and the ways to overcome it. For more than 40 years,
she worked at the Research Institute of Neurology of the USSR Academy of Medical
Sciences, was one of the founders of the rehabilitation department, led a group of neuro-
psychologists and speech therapists. During the last years, E. S. Bein was also a consultant
in the Research Institute of Defectology of the USSR Academy of Pedagogical Sciences.

What is important to add to this information?

1. Among E.S. Bein’s fellow defectologists, there were R.N. Vygodskaya, R.E. Levina,
N.G. Morozova, Zh.I. Schif,'"” i.e. L.S. Vygotsky’s widow and three of his close
students. They invited E. Bein to take part in the preparation of a volume on
defectology for the collected works of Vygotsky. She engaged both in compiling
the volume and in writing the afterword and notes (see Vygotsky, 1993/1983).

16 E. S. Bein’s birth year is often given incorrectly in the Internet.

17 Zh. 1. Schif (1904-1978) worked as a teacher for seven years after graduating from the Leningrad
Pedagogical Institute named after A.I. Herzen (1926). In 1930-1932, she studied at the graduate school
of the same Institute, carried out investigations under the supervision of L.S. Vygotsky and defended her
PhD thesis on The Development of Scientific Concepts in Schoolchildren (1934). In 1935, she published a book
with the same title with the Preface by L.S. Vygotsky. In 1936, due to the eradication of pedology, she was
deprived of her PhD (re-awarded in 1946). All the subsequent scientific activity of Zh.I. Schif was connected
with the Research Institute of Defectology of the Academy of Pedagogical Sciences.
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2. As to the work in Kisegach, Luria’s Traumatic Aphasia (1947/1970) showed that
E.S. Bein was an active assistant of A.R. Luria in the development of the methods
of the diagnosis and correction of aphasia. It was her who Luria referred to most
often (11 times), mainly to the study of sensory aphasia and the development
of the methods to overcome it. In The Diary in the record of 20.1.1942, Luria
fixed the work with a patient with a severe temporal lobe syndrome and wrote
after: “planning Bein’s theme” One might think that there was no coincidence
that the discussion of the scientific theme of Bein (the theme in the hospital and
the thesis) happened after the examination of the patient with sensory aphasia.
In 1947, she defended her thesis on The Psychological Analysis of Sensory Aphasia
(referred to in her works and in Luria’s books). Probably, later (in 1949 or 1950),
she was awarded a doctorate taking into consideration the collection of her works.

3. For many years, E.S. Bein gave clinical workshops at the Lenin Moscow State
Pedagogical Institute, introducing the rehabilitation of speech in patients with
aphasia to future speech therapists. One of the authors of the present publication,
T. V. Akhutina, attended those workshops. What do I remember? E. Bein gave us
classes in the Institute of Neurology. On the wall of her study, there was a large
portrait of L. S. Vygotsky; as I learned later, that was the original lifetime portrait.
E. Bein herself was a middle-aged, plump woman, no longer very healthy and no
longer very beautiful (but see her portrait in Figure 7). She gave lectures on aphasia
in-depth and clearly. I still remember her words which I transmit to my students:

This is not so difficult to conduct efficient classes with patients with aphasia (all
of us, students, pricked up our ears, we did not obviously expect this!). One needs
to choose tasks which a patient manages to perform, without any mistakes, but will

make an every effort.

Figure 7. Esther Solomonovna Bein (the 50s)
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I always remember this advice given in 1962, when I tell students about the approach
to rehabilitation put forward by Barbara Wilson — errorless learning (for instance, Wilson,
Baddeley, Evans, & Shiel, 1994).

When I began dealing with aphasia after my graduation, I got acquainted and made
close friends with E.S. Bein’s student, a speech therapist, Marianna Konstantinovna
Shokhor-Trotskaya.'® Once I told her about my mother, Elena Nikolaevna Gruzintseva.
My mother was a defectologist and graduated from the 2nd Moscow State University; she
attended L. S. Vygotsky’s lectures there, later she met with him, when working at the Insti-
tute of Defectology. She appreciated Vygotsky greatly, kept his books and the shorthand
of his report, even though it was dangerous. A photograph of defectology professors
with students is kept at our house — with L. S. Vygotsky and my mother in it."” After this
conversation, Marianna Shokhor-Trotskaya told me that for many years she had accom-
panied E. Bein (at her request) to Rita Noyevna Vygodskaya’s house on the paydays where
Vygotsky’s widow had lived with two daughters. Being aware of the fact that her family
experienced financial difficulties, E. Bein gave a part of her salary to Rita Vygodskaya.
Once, on the way to the Vygodskys, E. Bein said: “If I had been in Moscow in 1934, Lev
Vygotsky would not have died” M. Shokhor-Trotskaya did not ask any questions, E. Bein
seemed to have said this phrase to herself.

At the end of life diseased Shokhor-Trotskaya made a great present to our Laboratory
of Neuropsychology at Moscow State University. She presented us with L.S. Vygotsky’s
portrait that she had been keeping after E.S. Bein’s death. Janna Markovna Glozman
brought the portrait to the laboratory and it has been with us since then.

Olga Petrovna Kaufman was a psychologist and a co-worker of A.R. Luria in his
laboratory at the AIEM. Together with A.R. Luria and E.S. Bein, she developed meth-
ods of the rehabilitation of speech and writing in Kisegach. There is a lack of data about
O.P. Kaufman’s publications even on the Internet. We managed to find only three links:
two of them were in the post-war year of 1947. Due to another link we learned that
at least until 1952 O. Kaufman worked at the Research Institute of Neurology of the USSR
Academy of Medical Sciences in the Department of Psychophysiology and Pathology
of the Brain Activity.

In Traumatic Aphasia A.R. Luria referred to her investigations nine times and noted
that her two articles were being published or prepared for the publication. O. P. Kaufman
studied motor aphasia (efferent and afferent) — in particular, speech comprehension
in such patients. In 1947 and 1949, the article Restoration of the Speech Process in Motor
Aphasia and the article about optical agraphy were published (Kaufman, 1947, 1949).
The third article meant by Luria — Rehabilitation Training in Case of Semantic Aphasia —
was not found on the Internet. In 1952, the first study guide on the rehabilitation of speech
in aphasia was developed in the Research Institute of Neurology of the USSR Academy

8 M. K. Shokhor-Trotskaya (=1931-2002) was a well-known speech therapist, E.S. Bein’s student and
the author of numerous works on the rehabilitation of speech in aphasia.

¥ That photo is reproduced of the book Lev Semyonovich Vygotsky (Vygodskaya & Lifanova, 1996,
p. 119).
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of Medical Sciences. It was the album The Rehabilitation of Speech Processes in Traumatic
Aphasia compiled by E.S. Bein and O. P. Kaufman, and edited by Prof. A.R. Luria (Bein
& Kaufman, 1952). We learned this from M. K. Shokhor-Trotskaya’s book The Strategy
and Tactics of Speech Rehabilitation (2001) which reproduced this “perfectly illustrated
album” on pages 167-173.

We are finishing the story of the psychologists who happened to be A.R. Luria’s
colleagues in Kisegach. A.N. Leontiev said about his peers: “You know, I get lucky with
people. Take those who surround me — they are exceptional people” (the memoirs
of K.M. Gurevich cited by Leontiev A. A. et al,, 2005, p. 255). One might say the same
about A.R. Luria’s group in Kisegach. And this is no coincidence — after all, many
of the friends were in common (see Figure 8, 9).

The Russian text of the Diary is presented in the Appendix.

In the text below, comments from the right pages appear immediately after the records
to which they relate. There are many abbreviations in the text; all of the abbreviations
are expanded in this publication. In obvious cases they are not specifically marked, but
in the most difficult places the disclosure is given in [square] brackets. Illegible words are
marked with <angle> brackets, and inserted words are in {curly} brackets. All of the au-
thor’s underlines are preserved; a single underline is conveyed respectively, double un-
derscores are passed in bold with underscores.

Figure 8. A.N. Leontiev, R.E. Levina, L.I. Bozhovich, L.S. Slavina, A.R. Luria (sitting),
A.V. Zaporozhets, N. G. Morozova, D.B. Elkonin. Here we see A.R. Luria and A.N. Leontiev,
“the five” and D. B. Elkonin against the background of the teacher’s portrait
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Figure 9. A.N. Leontiev, A.R. Luria (sitting in the center), N. G. Morozova and R.E. Levina
(to the left and right of them), T. O. Ginevskaya, L.S. Slavina, L.1. Bozhovich and D. B. Elkonin
(standing). Please, note that in the previous photo, Zaporozhets put his hand on Leontiev’s
shoulder, and in this one — Bozhovich put her hand on Lurias shoulder, i.e. both “elders” are
highlighted

The Work Diary

15.111.
Experiment with Zakharov.
1) A pure parietal aphasia® — the impairment of Zusammensehen.?'

2 A.R. Luria considered semantic aphasia to be parietal aphasia. The second volume of the planned
three-volume book entitled The Study of Aphasia in the Light of the Brain Pathology was called Parietal (Se-
mantic) Aphasia. The first volume of Temporal (Sensory) Aphasia was finished in 1940, and based on that, in
1942, a doctoral dissertation on medicine was defended. In 1940, the second, incomplete and unpublished
volume consisted of 219 typewritten pages. It included three different literature reviews — from neurology
to linguistics — and showed the role of the simultaneous spatial synthesis (Zusammensehen) and a holistic
strategy of perception in the understanding of complex logical and grammatical constructions (Luria A.R.,
1940; see also Akhutina & Agris, 2018).

2 Zusammensehen (Ger.) — a compound word: zusammen (together) + sehen (see). It means simul-
taneous vision.



T.V. Akhutina, N. M. Pylaeva « Luria in Kisegach. Part 2 119

2) The mechanism of grasping the meaning of a phrase: the patient cannot grasp the implicit

sense hidden behind the external phasic*? aspect of the phrase; therefore, he:

— either tries to recognize the meaning “in the face,” bringing <parts> of the phrase closer
to one another and recognizing something familiar in the phrase; understanding by means
of recognition,

— or gives a grammatical analysis of the phrase, and due to the preservation of the rules,
he gradually gets to the meaning and comes to its evaluation by conclusion (but then he
has always got a feeling of uncertainty because there is no grasp).

On the right side: NB! Parietal aphasia.

1) No grasp, zusammen sehen!

2) Hence the attempt to master the concept, semantic structure goes in two ways

| either by the reduction till the recognition (and then the patient acquires a full clarity of

| the evaluation)

| or by the increase till the conclusion (and then the patient experiences a feeling of | uncer-
tainty of his evaluation as there is no inner scheme!)

18.111.
Experiment with Usatov.

1) A severe limitation of the field of perception: the patient saw only one object, and the field
of vision was regulated not by the spatial principle but by the object field.

2) Memory: the lack of memorization after 150-200 repetitions (with reduced energy acti-
vation!).

On the right side:

1): (further experiments with interacting and neighbouring objects are necessary).
2): (further experiments with a mediated memorization are necessary).

A talk with A.V. Zaporozhets”

The idea of the rehabilitation role of the compensation!!

19.111.
Wrote a report about the clinic...

20.1I11.

1) Experiment with Karabanov. To the issue of frontal aphasia.

a) the inability to make an inner field (the experiment with memory — no <3-4 letters il-
legible>) of memorization;

22 The opposition of the phasic (external) and inner speech was proposed by L.S. Vygotsky in his
Thinking and Speech.

3 A. V. Zaporozhets (1905-1981) was a known Russian psychologist. He was a student of L. S. Vygotsky
and A.R. Luria, a member of the Kharkov group of A.N. Leontiev (see above in the introduction to the sec-
ond part).
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b) the experiment with <directed?> associations* — <3 letters illegible>. = naming the same
words several times;

c) the experiment with a series (...+3) — repeats the chains audibly!

d) a series of measuring experiments!

2) {O. P.} Kaufman’s observations of Svetlov: The operation ({cerebral} edema) destroys

the temporary connections that have been developed by training and leaves a severely impaired

functions unchanged!

On the right side:
Parietal lobe: the effect of edema on the destruction of temporary connections.

21.I11.

Experiment with Karabanov:*® Motor skills

a) inability for narrative motor skills (Apraxie der Handlungsfolge);*
b) the impairment of kinetic melodies

22.I11.
Experiment with Karabanov. W? of rhythms (the inability for an immediate perception

of the rhythms with the following fragmentation). W: easily performs all the trials for the activity

if all the W components are within the field.

23.111.
Experiment with Karabanov: the analysis of memory (based on the external mediation:

mediated memorization, recognition, etc.).

24.111.
Experiment with Karabanov: the analysis of intellectual processes: the inability to grasp

the inner meaning of mental structures.

25.111.
Experiment with Karabanov: The pictogram and a letter to the wife: the mediation helps.

26.111.
Experiment with Karabanov. Memorizing 2 lines of a poem with the interference in learning.

The patient is not able for the dynamic generalization of a higher order (i. e., having memorized C,

2 Possibly, Luria is referring to directed associations, i.e. Semantic Fluency Test.
» Pat. Kar. was described in Traumatic Aphasia on pages 79-80 of Russian edition and pages 180-181

of English edition (Luria A.R., 1947/1970).

* Apraxie der Handlungsfolge (Ger.) — the apraxia of the action sequence.
¥ W — Wahrnehmung [?] (Ger.) — perception.
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he loses E; having memorized E, he loses C, i.e. he does not produce any structure (E [a curly
bracket above (E].
No records from 26.111 till 16.1V.

16.1V.
1) Vostrikov — Injury to the left frontotemporal area. Premotor syndrome - premotor speech

impairments, functional layers on premotor disorders.

2) Belonogov — concussion syndrome, asthenia, fatigue.

Counting disability by type of link omission.

3) Melnichenko — the 7th (Brodmann) area syndrome?® (the deficit of the differentiation
of contralateral movements, with intact kinetic melodies and strength).

4) Evstakhiev — premotor impairment, with symptoms of a healthy (ipsilateral) hand.

20.IV.
Experiment with Polyakov: The right premotor area syndrome (1. Impulsivity with the deficit
of <splitting> self-consciousness and 2. motor skills: the inability for perceiving and repeating

rhythms).
On the right side: NB!
22.IV.

1) The basic idea: the premorbid level has {a value} in that sense that after injury, the ability
to keep former traces and to form new connections suffers in different ways. Thus, in a per-

son with a low premorbid condition, the injury may cause the “disturbance” of those prin-
ciples which are intact in another individual. This is not because of the severity of the injury
but due to the fact that in patients (A), that function runs in the order of the formation
of new connections and in the order of the reproduction of previous ones in patients (B).

2) A number of patients with negative symptoms: soft tissue injury may cause a transient
contusion of this system... but a very rapid and full restitution (cf. Gabdullin, Agabekov,
etc. — the rehabilitation of the left temporal region).

3) The injury can lead not only to the loss but also the weakening of the function — by type
of Sehschwiche (cf. patient Kalabekov) or Horschwiche? (cf. patients Gabdullin, Kopalo, etc.).

24.1V.
Experiment with Dgantuev — universal aspontaneity (without any frontal semiology).

25.IV.
The impairment of sense comprehension in frontal patients!
On the right side: SENSE AND MEANING (frontal and posterior lesions)

2 Upper sections of the parietal lobe.
» Sehschwdche, Hérschwiche (Ger.) — poor vision, poor hearing.
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A trip to Moscow

20.V1.42.
Experiment with Moiseev; a conversation with {O. P.} Kaufman.
The interzonal interaction. Each zone has its specific function but simultaneously — contri-

butes its component to the organization of work of other zones; in parietal lesions, the temporal
region begins functioning in a different way (through the insula?); this is expressed in the inabil-

ity to grasp the simultaneous schemes of acoustic processes — and particularly — the inability
to grasp the sound structure of the word, the inability to acquire a complex structure of the rhythm
(cEA N+ 1] | — this rhythm — does not go at all!).

Hence — parietal syndrome: the impairment of simultaneous schematization in optics

(the spatial arrangement), in grammar, in counting; — the same in acoustics!!

On the right side: NB {on one line with The interzonal interaction}

22.V1.42.

1) Observation patient Snekov: in parietal lesions, any task hidden behind the question
is understood (the patient knows what he needs to answer) but the structure of the question is not
grasped.

On the right side: NB: Sense and meaning.

In frontal lesions, concussions and general dementias — a patient does not grasp the sense
of the question, i.e. the assigned task remains unclear — and he has the tendency not to answer
the question but to repeat the question approaching echolalia!

On the right side: Cf. patient Davydov!

2) Patient Petrov ({E.} Bein) — a pure temporal syndrome! Trained to acquire sounds through
the letter.

3) Patients Barsuk and especially Mitskevich — residual, stable impairment of active frontal

systems. Frontal Abstimmung® of speech function — expressed in the deautomatization
of speech, its aspontaneity and the impairment of the THOUGHT->SPEECH system with
a sufficient intactness of the W>SPEECH system; hence the intactness of naming the ob-
jects and an acute amnesia in the spontaneous speech.

On the right side: Frontal aphasia!
Cf. Mitskevich! cf. Shingarev! cf. Karabanov! cf. Sychev!
4) Zozulya — the 37th area syndrome (occipital-temporal syndrome) — the impairment

of the recollection of words, no parietal impairments.

30 Abstimmung (Ger.) — adjustment.
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On the right side: Occipital-temporal syndrome?
5) Kasheev — The T3 syndrome:* the impairment of acoustic and speech memory, with

an intact phoneme differentiation.
On the right side: The T3 syndrome

23.VL.

1) Buyskikh — a case with negative aphasic symptoms in the latent left-hander. The hypothesis
of a LATENT ambivalence of the hemispheres and a recessive heredity of the hemispheric
dominance: the patient with heredity (his genealogy is in Figure 10). {This patient is de-
scribed in Traumatic Aphasia, case 2 (Luria A.R., 1947, p. 37-38 / 1970, p. 63-64)}

Figure 10. Genealogy of patient Buysk.

2) Premotor syndrome: Vostrikov! Diuzhev!

3) Davydov: a severe impairment of the left hemisphere! Primitiveness of the psyche — against
the background of a relative intactness of the sound aspect of speech.

4) Experiment with Nikanorov:

a) the stages of phonemic difficulties in writing (delays — transposition of sounds — sub-
stitutions).

b) Assertion: in local concussions (without any damage to the integrity of the brain) — not
the disintegration syndrome but the SYNDROME OF LOCAL ASTHENIZATION!

— different dynamics of the structure;

— adifferent course;

— adifferent prognosis.

On the right side: Cf. Sultanov! Cf. Blinnikov!

Theme: CLINICAL SYNDROMES of traumatic aphasia
(forms of destruction — the form of asthenias)

1.VII
1) Experiment with premotor syndrome IT/\IT/\**
L. A group of premotor patients produce clear and persistent symptoms

1 T3 syndrome — syndrome of damage to the lower temporal gyrus.
3 TINII/\ — The Graphomotor Sequences Test.
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II. A group of marginal premotor patients — unstable and easily treatable symptoms
III. A group of premotor, frontotemporal patients — may not produce symptoms
IV. A group of the right premotor patients —??
2) Kosrochenko — the disintegration of the structure of complex actions in frontal abscess.

14.VII

Experiment with Kosrochenko.

1) Frontal lesions — the disturbance of motivation, field factors and clichés instead of motives
Memory — instead of recollections - associations, “floating up’;
W. {perception} — within impressions!
Understanding — only of an external situation but not the motives.

2) Rehabilitation — (compensation); ways (a) through dividing a complex instruction into
parts, (b) through changing the context!!

On the right side:

1) The illustration to the Frontal chapter (the traumatic material).

2) With BL. V. {Zeigarnik} — meaning / sense!! structure mental <processes> in frontal lesions!
For 2) NB. To the theory of the compensation (overcoming) of frontal lesions!

23.VIL

1) An experiment with Kuybar. Pseudo-semantic syndrome in the left temporal lobe lesion.

The impairment of the understanding of grammatical structures — but with the possibility
of the compensation! (due to the inability to retain the series).

The impairment of oral counting — written counting is intact.

2) Experiment with Volkov:

The intactness of the W. {perception} of phonemes, the intactness of the understanding
of words (no alienation), the intactness of the sound analysis — the disturbed series!!

On the right side:
The pseudo-semantic (temporal) impairment.
3!

24.VII.

1) Experiment with Smirnov (injury to the frontal-premotor area).

a) Shrapnel leucotomy!* The separation of the whole frontal system!! Hence the disturbance
of sense — with the intact meaning.

b) Against the background of the general aspontaneity — mild impairments of premotor
speech.

NB: the reverse development of speech was delayed!!

3 Leucotomy (lobotomy) — the dissection of the white matter of the brain.
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On the right side: Military expert Egas Moniz!!**

25.VIL
Experiment with Brozgalov: The T2 syndrome (intermediate between T1 and T3!!)*
On the right side: T2

26.VII.

New aphasic patients (the general examination).

NB: patient Shkoliar (the right frontal lesion in the left-hander with negative symptoms:
a latent right-handed person!!).

On the right side: NB: Fig. 11. A genotypic causation of the dominance (a latent recessive
right-hander!!)

e )

Figure 11. Pat. Shk.
27.VIL

Prosvetov — a severe premotor symptom complex.
A new sensitized trial (finger sequencing).

A departure for Kazan

22.VIII
Experiment with Ivanov.

Awkwardness — parietal (extra-spatial)
— thalamic (postural)
— premotor (dynamic)

** Egas Monitz was a Portuguese neurologist and the developer of cerebral angiography. He was regarded
as one of the founders of modern psychosurgery, having developed the surgical procedure of leucotomy —
known better today as lobotomy. Owing to that fact, he became the first Portuguese national to receive a Nobel
Prize in 1949 (shared with Walter Rudolf Hess).

* Syndromes T1, T2 and T3 are syndromes of lesions of the superior, middle and inferior temporal gyri.
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25.VIII
Kulagin ({with O. P} Kaufman). 1) Optical agraphia! 2) the cerebral sinus syndrome

26.VIII.

1) Kertbat — a reverse development of syndrome T2-3 brings reveals the lesion of successive
processes, the impairment of acoustic mnesis and the disturbance of word stress.*

2) Odinets — T3 (fully rehabilitated).

On the right side: Dynamic reversals of the injuries to T3

27.VIII

1) Kharin — mild symptoms of the frontal lobe.

Pimenov — a negative case: injury to the soft tissues of the frontal lobe without any symptoms.

2) Kulichkov — motor agrammatism with telegraphic style.

3) Barsenev — (Perelman’s”” patient). A neurodynamic genesis of stuttering in concussion
patients. (The conflict of increased inertia of excitation — with a tendency to active speech.)

On the right side:
NB
Neuro-dynamic dysphasia!
in a concussion patient
{with mixed dominance}
28.VIII

1) Guriakov. The delineation of aphasia from the frontal disturbances (frontotemporal aphasia).
2) Furman, Antonov. Frontal and premotor impairments.

31.VIII
1) Bursiagin. Temporal aphasia. A disturbed repetition and naming of words.
2) Kondratenko. Frontal aphasia (the spontaneous speech impairment).

2.IX.

Katkov —injury to the left frontotemporal area with the following rapidly-passed aphasia
(left-handedness in the family, see Figure 12). {See Traumatic Aphasia, case 6 (Luria A.R., 1947,
p. 39-40 / 1970, p. 67)}

3 Word stress is a relative emphasis or accent given to a certain syllable in the word.
7 L. B. Perelman is a staff member of the hospital, a neuropathologist and the author of the book
Reactive Post-Concussion Deaf-Muteness, its Identification and Treatment (1943).
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On the right side:

Figure 12. Genealogy of patient Katk.

16.IX.
Experiment with Karabanov (Bassin).*® The inability (illegible) the genuine melody design.

17.IX
1) Experiment with Karabanov — the impairment of fluency in W. (perception) and thinking
(a disturbed internal field).
2) Observations over Makr (illegible). The disturbance of voluntary processes.
The essence of hysteria: Usually, involuntary processes become voluntary but the voluntary
flow of processes is disrupted.
The levels of voluntariness and levels of disintegration.

18.IX

Experiments with aphasia.
Motor-aphasic thought impairment (with O. P. Kaufman).

19.1IX

1) Kondratenko. Rhythms. Automation impairment (premotor syndrome).

2) Prosvetov. Rhythms. Frontal syndrome. The tension of the motor set in delayed actions.
3) Surovtsev, Sarovets. Rhythms. Disturbed rhythms of the afferent type.

3.X. 42.
Prokhorov | Sense and meaning
Moiseev | in frontal lesions

*# F. V. Bassin (1905-1992) was a staff member of the hospital, a psychologist. He was a member
of L.S. Vygotsky’s circle and became a well-known psychologist and neurophysiologist, an expert in the psy-
chology of the unconscious. He was one of the initiators and organizers of the Tbilisi Symposium on the un-
conscious.
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3.X.42.

1) Experiment with Sehschwiche® in the occipital injury (Zakharchenko): it is “removed”
by glasses, i. e. “an unclear vision” presbyopia* ceases to be compensated.

2) Experiment with Prokhorov: a frontal patient: understanding the sense — counting (di-
vision) — rhythms.

3) Experiment with Kubyshkin: a compensated impairment of functions in the impaired frontal
lobe in the ambidextrous person (Figure 13, at the top). NB: ambidextria! (on the right side).

9.X.42. Nadezhdin: a left-hander with the injury to the right premotor zone and the corres-
ponding dominant hemi-syndrome (Figure 13, at the bottom) (on the right side).

Figure 13. Genealogy of patients Kub. (at the top) and Nad. (at the bottom)

10-16.X.42.

With O.P. Kaufman. The development of issues on motor aphasia.

1) The classification of motor aphasias (phasic — denervated — dynamic)
2) Different ratios of speech/thought in them.

17.X.42.

1) Komarov. A severe motor aphasia without any semantic disorders in the patient with the in-
jury to the left hemisphere — with a hidden gene of left-handedness gives very minor semantic
and <motor> disorders and severe impairments of motor speech (Figure 14).

¥ Sehschwdche (Ger.) — poor vision.
0 Presbyopia (aged sight) is a refractive error of the eye in which a person cannot focus on the fine
print or small objects at the close distance.
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On the right side:

Figure 14. Genealogy of patient Kom.
2) The analysis of motor aphasias: Classification by

phasic denervated dynamic
length speech speech speech
and —
“depth” ertlng - =
syllog. exp.*! - -
22.X.

Saborov: agrammatism. A disturbed scheme of the phrase.

23.X.

Gazdiuk: Subcortical concussion syndrome (pseudo-parkinsonism; with a frontal-subcortical

defect).

24.X.

1) Baranishin — frontal syndrome (b). 2) Saborov — the impairment of the flow of intellectual

processes in frontal aphasia.

28.X.
Saborov — the inability to retain the sequence.

30.X.

1) Saborov — Compensation in series sequences
= | — with reflection.

| = — easy!!

{The series is surrounded by a triangle showing the decreasing structure of the series. Perhaps,

it was a trial for constructing a serial sequence with sticks}.

4 Syllog. exp. — seemingly, Luria implied tests for understanding syllogisms. He used them to study

thinking in frontal impairments or semantic aphasia.
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2) The right frontal lobe — Leidest, Peschanov — Rhythms: the evaluation of " as " {i.e.
the evaluation of the rhythm “by 2” as “by 37} — there is an impairment of the sensory denervation
(2 times are loud — one time is quiet).

On the right side: NB!! The disturbance of rhythms assessment = the phenomenon of the im-
pairment of sensory denervation!!

3.XI1.
More cases of a latent left-handedness! (Katkov!)

5.XI.

1) Saborov — an experiment with memorizing a poem — the disintegration of the structure
of the poetic rhythm.

2) Togadev: slight remnants of premotor aphasia (“house-table-cat” {It is Luria’s test for
verbal memory})

On the right side: NB

8.XI.
1) Saborov — the frontal disintegration of perception
2) Saveliev — a disturbance of <illegible> actions

9.XI.

1) Khristov — temporal aphasia.

A new sensitized method for studying the alienation of words (excluding the active speech).
2) Simonov — motor aphasia with the general impairment of the dynamic background.

10-11.XT.
Experiments with rhythms.
1) The mediation by the space (optical memory) and speech.

12.XI.

Experiments with rhythms: the mediation by speech images “mAmmy — banAna” in temporal
patients gives no results (Bursiagin, Khristov) {this refers to the use of stress in words: in the word
“mAmmy” stress is on the first syllable, in the word “banAna” — on the second syllable}.

13.XI1.

1) Saveliev | the impairment of simple rhythms and their mediation

2) Shegalov | “dAddy — informAtion” {in the word “daddy” ['daed1], the stress is on the first
syllable, in the word “information” [info'meifn] — on the third syllable}.

(The end of the records in the year of 1942)

To be continued...
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Appendix
Mpunoxenue

OTO HPUIOKEHME MbI PELININ [JaTh, TOCKOTIbKY TeKCT «/IHeBHMKA pabOTbI» MPECTaBIsAET CO-
60it muyHble 3amucy. [lepeBoj; TaKOro TeKCTa Ha MHOCTPAHHBIN SI3BIK HE MCKII0YAeT BO3MOXKHOCTD
CyOBEKTUBHOI MHTEPIIPETALIMM HAMCAHHOTO. YTOObI 136€XaTh STOTO PUCKA 1 TO3BOIUTD YUTATE/IAM
CaMMM O3HAaKOMUTBCS C IEPBOVCTOYHMKOM, B IIPVIOXKEHNI MBI ITyO/IMKYeM 3aICH Ha sI3BIKE OPUTH-
Hasa. B Tekcre «[lHeBHMKa» COffep)KaTcst COKpalieHus. VIX oO'bsicHeHNe 1TaHO B KBAJ[PATHBIX CKOOKaX.
Hepas6opunBsle c710Ba 3aK/II0YEHbI B yIIOBbIe CKOOKH, @ BCTAB/IEHHbIE C/IOBA — B (DUIyPHBIE CKOOKIL.

Hymepauns pucyHKOB IPUBOANUTCA B COOTBETCTBUM C aHIJIMIICKMM BapyMaHTOM.

[lHeBHMK pa6oTbl

15.111.

OmnBbIT ¢ 3aXapOBbIM.
1) Yncras temenHas adasus' — HapyuieHre Zusammensehen? [cMMynIbTaHHOTO BUAEHMSA].

2) MexaHn3M CXBAaTbIBaHMsI CMBICTIA (Ppasbl: 6ONBHOI He MOXKET CXBATUTh CKPBITHIIT 32 BHEII-
Hell (pasndeckoir’ cropoHOIt (ppasbl CMBICT; IOITOMY OH
— JUIV CTapaeTcs Y3HATDh CMBICT B JINLIO, COMDKast <4acTu> ¢ppaspl APYT C APYTOM, y3HaBas
3HaKoMoe B (hpase; MOHMMAHUE METO/IOM Y3HABAHU A,
— WM JaeT rpaMMaTUYeCKIIT aHa/In3 Gpasbl U TaK KaK Y HETO COXPaHEHBI IPAaBU/Ia — OH
TIOCTENeHHO JOOMPaeTCs IO CMBICTIA ¥ TIPUXOMIUT K €ro OIleHKe MeTOJIOM YMO3aK/Iioye-
HuA (HO TOTZA Y HETO BCe BPeMsI OCTAeTCs YYBCTBO HESICHOCTH, 160 HeT CXBATbIBAHMSA).

! Temennoit adasnueit A.P. Jlypusa HaspiBan ceMaHTHYecKyI0 adasuio. Bropoii ToM u3 3aiyMaHHOTO
TPEXTOMHIKA II0]] Ha3BaHueM «Y4eHre 06 adasuu B CBeTe MO3TOBOIT [TATONOIMN» Ha3bIBajIcs «TeMeH-
Has (cemaHTHdecKas) adasusi». [lepsolit Tom «Bucounas (cercopHas) adasusi» 61 3aKoHYeH B 1940 .,
u B 1942 1. Ha eT0 OCHOBe OBIIA 3alNMIIIeHa JOKTOPCKas AUCCePTAL IO MeAnIHe. BTopoil, He3aKOH4YeHHBII
" HeM3JaHHbI ToM B 1940 T. BKmo4yas 219 MammHONMCHBIX cTpanutl. OH cofiep)Kas Tpu pasHbIX 0630pa
TIUTEPATYPbl — OT HEBPOIOTUY JI0 IMHIBUCTUKM — Y TIOKa3bIBaJI, KAKOBA POJIb CUMY/IbTAHHOTO IIPOCTPaH-
CTBEHHOTO cuHTe3a (Zusammensehen) 11 11€/I0CTHOI CTpaTErUy BOCHPUATHSL B 06€eCIieYeHNN TOHMMaHUS
CTIOXKHBIX JIOTMKO-TpaMMaTiIecKux KoHcTpykuuit (Luria A. R., 1940; cm. Taxoxe: Akhutina & Agris, 2018).

2 Zusammensehen (HeM.) — CTIO)KHOe CIOBO, COCTOsIIIIee U3 ABYX YacTeil: Zusammen (BMecte) u sehen
(BumeTh).

* IlpotuBomocTaBieHe dasnudeckoil (BHelIHeiT) 1 BHYTpeHHell peunt 6pu10 npemaoxeno JI. C. Ber-
TOTCKUM B «MBIIIJIEHUN U PeUm».
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Ha npasoii cmopone: NB! Temennas adasusi.

1) Her cxBaTbiBaHms1, zusammen sehen!

2) OTCIOfa IIOIIBITKA OBJIAfIeTh IIOHATUEM, CMBICTIOBON CTPYKTYPOI UieT IBYMSA Iy TAMU

| wm cHmkeHnem o ysHaBaHust (v TOra_60MBHOI IPUOGPETAET MONHYIO | ACHOCTD OLIEHKN)

| mm mopHsATMEM O yMO3aKII0UeHus (1 TOTAA y 6OTIBHOTO OCTAETCs OLYIEHe | HesCHOCTY
CBOeJT OLIeHKY, TaK KaK BHYTPEHHel CXeMbl HeT!).

18.111.

OmbIT ¢ YcaToBbIM.

1) Ipy6oe orpaHudeHe MOJst BOCIPUATISL: OONBHOI BUJEN NI OOVMH IPEIMET, U MOJIe
3pEeHMs PETYIUPYETCA HE IPOCTPAHCTBEHHDBIM, & IIPEAMETHBIM IIPUHLIUIIOM.

2) [TamaATh: OTCYTCTBME 3amOMUHaHNA 1Tocte 150-200 moBTopeHmit (IIpu sHepreTMYecKoi
CHIDKeHHOCTH!).

Ha npasoii cmopone:

Hanporus 1): (HyXHBI JabHelIIMe 9KCIIePYMEHTDl Ha B3aMMOJEIICTBYIOLIIE Y COIYTCT-
ByIoILI/ie OO BEKTHI).

Hamnporus 2): (Hy>KHBI Ja/ibHeIIIIINe SKCIEPUMEHTHI C OLIOCPeLOBAHHBIM 3alIOMIHAHNEM).

Becena c A.B. 3anopoxiiem*

Vnes BocCcTaHaBIMBAIOIIEY pony kKoMueHcarmn!!

19.111.
IIncan oTyeT 0 KIMHUKE.

20.I11.

1) Ot ¢ Kapabanossiv®. K 1o6Hoi1 adasmm.

a) HeBO3MO>KHOCTD CO37IaTh BHYTpeHHee IoJIe (OIBIT C TaMAThI0 — HeT <3-4 OYKBBI Hp36>)
3aIIOMIHAHVIS;

b) ombIT ¢ Orp<aHMYEHHBIMU?> acCOLMALMAMN® — <3 OYKBBI Hp36>. = IepedcieH e 110 He-
CKOJIBKO a3 TeX e C/IOB;

C) OIIBIT C YMC/IOBBIM PAAOM (... +3) — MOBTOpPsET BCIIYX 3BeHbs!

d) cepus u3MepUTENbHBIX OIBITOB!

2) Habmogenust {O. I1.} Kaydman xag CenoBbim: Omnepanyst (0TeK) paspylaeT BpeMeHHbIe

CBsI3M, BO3HIUKIIINE B pe3y/ibTate 00y4eHNs, 11 OCTaB/IsieT O6e3 u3MeHeHus rpybo HapyIlIeHHOe!

Ha npasoii cmopone: TeMd: BnuAHMe OTeKa Ha pa3pylIeHVe BpeMEeHHDBIX CBA3EIL.

* A. B. 3amopoxxery (1905-1981) — m3BeCTHBIIT pOCCUIICKIIT TICMXOJIOT (ITOAPOOHEE CM. BO BBEIEHNN
K 9TOI1 9acTn).

* BonbHoit Kap. omcan B «TpaBmaruyeckoit adasun» (Luria A.R., 1947, p. 79-80 / 1970, 180-181).

¢ B03MOXHO, JIypyst MMeeT B BU/Y HallpaB/IeHHbIE ACCOLIMALINIL.
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21.I11.

Ot ¢ Kapabanoseim: MoTtopuka
a) HeBO3MOXXHOCTb II0BECTBOBaTenbHOI MoTopuky (Apraxie der Handlungsfolge)’;
b) HapylIeHye BOSMOXXHOCTI KMHETUYECKIX MeIOfVIA

22.111.
Oumbit ¢ Kapa6anosbiv. W® pTMOB (HEBO3MOXKHOCTD Cpa3y BOCIPUHATD PUTMBI € pacyie-
HeHueM Ha ¢pparMeHTbl). W: JIETKO fieflaeT Bce IPOODI Ha aKTYBHOCTD, €C/IM BCe KOMIOHEeHThl W

€CTb B IIOJIE.

23.11L.
Omnbit ¢ KapabaHoBbIM: aHa/M3 aMATH (OIIOpa Ha BHELIHee OIIOCPeOBaHNe: OII0CPeOBaH-
HOe 3alIOMIHaHIie, Y3HaBaHIe I T. II.).

24.111.
OumbiT ¢ KapabaHOBBIM: aHa/IN3 MHTE/UIEKTYa/IbHBIX IIPOLIECCOB: HEBO3MOXKHOCTD CXBAaTUTD
BHYTPEHHMII CMBIC/I MHTE/IEKTYa/IbHbIX CTPYKTYP.

25.111.
Ompit ¢ Kapabanosbsim: [InkTorpamma u MUCbMO YKeHe: OTTOCPeOBaHe IIOMOTAeT.

26.111.
Ot ¢ KapabaHoBbIM. 3ay4nBaHue 2 CTPOYEK CTUXOTBOPEHIA ¢ MHTepdepeHIel 3aydnBa-

H1A. Y 60bHOTO He IoNyyaeTcs JUHaMudeckoe 06061eHye BBICIIETO IOpANKa (T. €. oH, 3ayuns C,
tepsieT E, sayuns E, repsier C, T. e. He BoIpabarbiBaeT cTpykTypbl (E [cBepxy purypHas ckobkal.

C 26.111 no 16.1V nem 3anuceil.

16.IV.
1) BoctpukoB — PaHeHne 71eBoit 106HO-BICOYHOI 06macTin. [IpeMOTOPHBI CUHAPOM >

IPeMOTOPHBIE HapyIIeHNA peult, GYHKIVOHAIbHbIC HAIUIACTOBAHMA Ha IPeMOTOPHbIE
HapyLIEeHN.

2) BenoHOroB — KOMMOIIVMOHHBIT CHHIPOM, aCTeHNs, UCTOoIaeMocTb. HapyieHus cyera
IO TUITY YIIyCKaHVsI 3BEHbEB.

3) MenbHu4eHKO — cuHApoM 7-ro nona’ (nedext guddepeHIanuy KOHTpIaTepaabHbIX
IBVDKEHUIT IIPY COXPaHEeHUM KHETUYEeCKIIX MEIORMI U CUJIbI).

4) EBcTaxmeB — ImpeMOTOPHOE HapylIeHue ¢ CUMIITOMaMH 3[J0POBOIT (MIICHIIaTePaTbHOIL)

pyKn.

7 Apraxie der Handlungsfolge (HeM.) — anpakcus rocnegosarenbHocTy Aeiicteuit. Onmncana K. Kleist.
8 W -Wahrnehmung [?] (HeM.) — BoCIpuATHE.
° BepxHue OTHE/bI TEMEHHOII IO,
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20.IV.

Omprt ¢ [omsikobiM: CHHAPOM IpaBoit peMoTOpHOI 06macTy (1. VIMITy/IbCMBHOCTS C He-
JOCTaTKOM <pacIleNIeHNA> CAMOCO3HAHMA U 2. MOTOPMKA: HEBO3MOXKHOCTb BOCIIPUATHA U TI0-
BTOPEHYVSI PUTMOB).

Ha npasoii cmopone: NB!

22.1V.
1) OcHOBHas1 MBIC/Ib: TIPEMOPOUIHBI YPOBEHD MMeeT {3HaueHue} B TOM CMBICTIE, YTO CIIO-
COOHOCTb COXPAHSATH IIPEXXHIE CIeIbl 1 0OPA30BBIBAT HOBbIE CBA3M IIOC/IE PAHEHMS

CTpajiaeT IO-pasHOMY; TaKMM 006pasoM, y Ye/I0BeKa C HM3KMM IIPEMOpPONIOM paHeHe
MOJKET BBI3BATb «HAPYILIEHVEe» TeX IPUHINIIOB, KOTOPBIE Y PYTOr0 COXPAHSIOTCS, He 13-
3a TSDKECTM PaHeHUs, a U3-3a TOro, YTO y 60bHBIX (A) 9Ta GYHKUMSA UMET B HOPsILKE
BOCIIUTAHNsSI HOBBIX CBsA3ell, a y 60/bpHOTO (B) — B Opsi/iKe BOCIPOM3BEIeHIsI TPEXXHUX.

2) Psam 60/TbHBIX C OTPUIIATEbHBIMI CUMIITOMAMM: PAHEHNE MATKUX TKAHEl MOYKET BbI3BATh
CKOPOIIPEXOJIAIIYI0 KOHTY3MIO TaHHOJ CHCTEMBI. .. HO O4eHb OBICTPYIO U IIOJIHYIO PECTH-
Tyuuio (cp. fabnymmnn, ArabekoB 1 fp. — peabunmnuTanus 1eBoit BUCOIHOI 00/1acTu).

3) PaHeHue MOXXET IIOBECTH He TOTBKO K BBIIIAJEHIIO, HO ¥ K OCIA0eHNI0 PYHKIIUM — THUIIA
Sehschwiche (cp. 6onbroit Kamabexos) min Hrschwiche' (cp. 6ompubre Tabpynms,
Komnaso u zp.).

24.1V.
Ompit ¢ [IraHTyeBbIM — YHUBEpPCA/IbHASI ACIIOHTAHHOCTD (6€3 TOOHOI CeMIOTUKM).

25.IV.

Hapymenue cMpicia y 106HbIX 60/IbHBIX!

Ha npasoii cmopone: CMbBICJI VI SHAYEHME (j106Hble 1 3aiHE TOPasKeHNs)

Iloespxa B MocKBy

20.VI1.42.
OmnbiT ¢ MonceesniM; 6ecena ¢ {O. I1.} Kaydbman.

Mesx3onanbpHoe B3aumoperictBue. Kaxxpas 3oHa umeeT ¢Bolo crenuduyeckyro GyHKIMIO,
HO O]IHOBPCMCHHO — BHOCUT CBOI‘/'[ KOMIIOHEHT B OpPraHM3anmno Da6OTBI OPYVIuUX 30H; TaK HpI/I

TEMEHHDBIX IIOPAKEHNAX NHa1Ye (l{epes OCTpOBOK?) HauYMHaET pa60TaTb BICOYHasA O67'IaCTb; 9TO
BbIpA’KA€TCsA B HEBO3SMOXKHOCTY CXBATUTD CUMYIbTAHHDIE CXEMbI aKYCTMIECKIMX ITPOLIECCOB —

Y KOHKPETHO — HEBO3MOXXHOCTVI CXBAThIBATh 3BYKOBOE CTPOEHME CJIOBA, HEBO3MOXXHOCTI YC-
BauBarhb cIOkHYI0 cTpykTypy putma (cp. Il I I +; Il [l | — He nmeT coBcem!).

10" Sehschwiche, Horschwiche (HeM.) — caboCTb 3peHus, cTaboCTh CIyXa.
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Orciofia — TeMeHHOJT CUHIPOM: HapyIIeH)e CUMY/IbTaHHOI CXeMaTU3aluy B OITUKe (TIpo-
CTPaHCTBEHHOE PACIIONIOXKeHNe), B TPAMMaTHKe, B CUeTe; — TO JKe U B aKycTuke!!

Ha npasoii cmopone: NB {Hanipotus coB Mexk30HanbHOe B3auMOIeicTBUe}

22.V1.42.
1) Ha6monenne 6onbpHO CHekoB: IIpy TeMeHHBIX IIOpakKeHMAX BCAKAsA 3aadya, CKPbITasd
3a BOIIPOCOM, TOHMMAETCs (6O/IbHOI 3HAET, YTO €My HY)KHO OTBETUTD), HO He CXBAThI-

BaeTCA CTPYKTYpa BOIpoOca.

Ha npasoii cmopone: NB: CMbIcT 1 3HaYeHe.

Hp]/[ JTOOHBIX TIOPpAXKEHUAX, KOMMOUMAX " O6HU/[X JEMEHIMAX — 60/IbHOIT HEe CXBaThIBAET
CMBICIT BOIIPOCA, T. €. 3a/Ia4a, KOTOPYIO €My CTaBAT, OCTACTCsI HEIIOHATHOI — 1 OH 0OHAPY>KMBAeT
TEHAEHIINIO HE OTBEYATDH Ha BOIIPOC, a HIOBTOPATDH BOIIPOC, HpI/I6}II/I>KaHCb K axosmaann!

Ha npasoii cmopone: Cp. 60nbHOI JaBbiroB!

2) Bonbuoit Iletpos ({3. C.} Beitn) — Ynctsrit Bucounslit cuagpom! O6ydeH yCBOEHNIO
3BYKOB 4epe3 OyKBY.

3) Bonbuble Bapcyk 1 0co6eHHO MulkeBUY — pe3upyaabHOe, YCTOIYMBOE HapylIeHe
aKTVUBHBIX JTOOHBIX cucTeM. JIo6Has Abstimmung'' pedeBoil GyHKIUY — BBIpaXkaeTcs
B le3aBTOMATH3allMM Pe4l, e aCHOHTAaHHOCTHU, HapyweHun cucreMbl MbICJIb->PEYb
IIPY IOCTATOYHON coxpaHHOCTU cucteMbl W->PEYb; oTciofia COXpaHHOCTD B Ha3bIBaHUU
IIPEZIMETOB U pe3Kas aMHe3A B CHOHTAHHOM PeyIL.

Ha npasoii cmopone: lo6Has adasns!

Cp. Muukesnd! cp. llInnrapes! cp. Kapabanos! cp. Corues!

4) 303yna — cungpoM 37 nond (3aTbIOYHO-BUCOYHBII CUHPOM) — HapylLIeHNe BOCIIOMI-
HaHUA C/I0B 63 TEMEHHBIX PacCTPOICTB.

Ha npasoii cmopore: 3aTblJIOYHO-BUCOYHBII CUHIPOM?

5) Kamees — Cunpgpom T3'*: HapylleHNe aKyCTMKO-pedeBOil IaMATI IIPYU COXPAHHOCTH
pasmdyenns GpoHem.

Ha npasoii cmopone: Cunpgpom T3 {nanpotus cos: 5) Kamees}

23.VL
1) Byiickux — OTpMLIATEeNbHBIN cay4ail adasuy y JaTeHTHOro jaeBuiu. [mmoTesa

JIATEHTHOW am6uBanieHTHOCTI NOJTyHIAPUI U PELIECCMBHOTO HAC/IeNOBaHMA JJOMIHAHT-
HOCTY IIOJTyIIapys: OOIBbHON ¢ HaCTeNCTBEHHOCTBIO (popociioBHasA byiick., cM. puc. 10).

1 Abstimmung (HeM.) — HaCTpOJIKa.
2 Cunppom T3 — CHHPOM MOPaKEeHMsT HUDKHEN BUCOYHON U3BUIVHBL.
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{ITaumenT ommcan B KHure «TpaBMaTndeckas adasusi», caydait 2 (Luria A.R., 1947,
p. 37-38 /1970, p. 63-64)}.

Puc. 10. PogocnoBras 6onbHOTO Bytick.

2) ITpemoTopHbIit cuHapom: Boctpukos! [Jroxes!

3) HaBbifoB: rpyboe HapyleHye eBoro noaymapys! [IpMMUTHBHOCTD ICUXUKY — Ha OHE

OTHOCUTENBHON COXPAHHOCTH 3BYKOBOJI CTOPOHBI PEYIL.

4) OnbiT ¢ HukanopoBbIM:

a) cTyneHy GpoHeMaTMYeCKUX 3aTPYAHEHMII B IUCbMe (3a[ep>KKII — IIePeCTaHOBKY 3BY-
KOB — 3aMEHBbI).

6) ITonoxxenne: [Tpy MeCTHBIX KOHTY3UsIX (6€3 MOBPEKEHNS LIETOCTHOCTI MO3Ia) — He CUH-
mpoM pacmazia, a CUHIIPOM MECTHOW ACTEHM3ALNN!

— [pyrasg JUHaMMKa CTPYKTYPHI,

— Jpyroe TeyeHMue,

— JpyTOii IPOTHO3.

Ha npasoii cmopone: Cp. Cynranos! Cp. binnuukos!

Tema: KJIMHNVKA TpaBmarudeckoit adasnn
(dpopmer paspyureHns — Gpopma acTeHMi1)

1.VII

1) OmsIT ¢ mpeMoTOpHBIM crHAPOMOM ITAITAY

L. Ipymma mpeMOTOPHBIX OOBHBIX JaeT YeTKIE U CTONKIE CYMIITOMBI

I1. [pyrmma OKO/IO-TIIPeMOTOPHBIX GOTBHBIX — HECTOIKIE JIETKO IPEOfI0IeBaeMbIe CYMIITOMBI
III. Tpynma mpeMOTOPHBIX, TOOHO-BUCOYHBIX OOIBHBIX — MOXKET He JaBaTb CUMIITOMOB
IV. Ipymmna mpaBbIX IPeMOTOPHBIX 60IBHBIX —¢?

2) KocpodyeHKo — pacrmaj CTpOeHNs CIOXKHBIX [eiICTBII Ipu T0OHOM abciecce.

14.VII

Omnit ¢ KocpoyeHko.

1) JlobHbIe TOpaXKeHNsT — HapyIlIeHIie MOTUBALINI, BMECTO MOTUBOB — IIOJIeBbIe (JaKTOPEI,
IITAMIIBI.

[TamMATh — BMeCTO BOCIIOMUHAHUIT > acconannu, BCIIJIBIBAHNME;

I TIAITA — rpadomoTOpHas mpoba.
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W. {BocmpusTue} — B npepenax BrevaTaeHuii!

IloHMMaHMe — TONMBKO BHEIIHEN CUTYalUy, HO HE MOTUBOB.
2) BoccranosyeHye — (KoMIeHcanyA); My Ty (a) yepes pacwIeHeHUe CI0KHON MHCTPYKIMN
Ha JacTy, (0) yepes n3MeHeHme KOHTeKCTa!!

Ha npasoii cmopone:

{K 1)} 1) inmoctpanms x JIo6HOI r71aBe (TpaBMaTUYeCKIiT MaTepua).

2) C bn. B. {3eitrapuux} — 3nagenne/cmpic!! CTpyKTypa ICUXUIECKUX <IIPOLLECCOB> IIPU
JIOOHBIX TOpaXKEeHMAX!

{K 2)} NB. K Teopnn kommeHcauu (peogoneHns) mo6HbIX HOpaXKeHuit!

23.VIIL.

1) Omnsit ¢ Kyit6ap. IlceBroceMaHTIYeCKUIT CHPOM IIPY MOPasKEHNN JIEBOI BUCOYHOI JOTIM.

HapyeHnne noHMMaHusA rpaMMaTHYeCKUX CTPYKTYP — HO € BO3MOXKHOCTBIO KOMIIeHcanyn!
(13-32 HeBO3MOXXHOCTY Yiep>KaHNA CEPUM).

Hapy1enne ycTHOTo c4eTa — Ipy COXPaHHOCTY MMCbMEHHOTO CUeTa.

2) OmbIT ¢ BonkoBbiM:

CoxpanHoctb W. {BoctipusiTusi} poHeM, COXpaHHOCTD IIOHMMAHUS C/IOB (HET OTYY)KAEHNs),
COXPaHHOCTD 3BYKOBOTO aHa/IM3a — PV HAPYIIEHNN CePUITHBIX pAROB!!

Ha npasoii cmopone: l1ceBroceManTnyeckoe (BMCOYHOE) PACCTPOICTBO.
3!

24.VIL.

1) OmsiT ¢ CMUPHOBBHIM (paHeHue 106HO-IPEMOTOPHOI 006/1aCTH).

a) Ockonounast neitkoromus!'* O1xenenne Bceii m06HoI cuctemsr!! OTciona — HapylIeHe
CMBIC/Ia — IPY COXPAHEHWN 3HAYEHNSI.

b) Ha ¢one 00611jeit acCIOHTAHHOCTY — JIeTKYe HAapYIIeHUs IPEMOTOPHOI peyl.

NB: 65110 3aziep>kaHo 06paTHOE pa3BuTHe peun!!

Ha npasoii cmopone: Oxcrept BoeHHbIN Egas Monitz!!"

25.VIL
Ompit ¢ bposranospim: Curapom T2 (mpomexyTounsiit Mmexxmy T1 u T3!1)'

Ha npasoii cmopone: T2

1 Jleitkoromusi (060TOMMSI) — paccedeHre 6eIoro BelecTBa roJTOBHOTO MO3ra.

15 Egas Monitz (9ram MOHHII) — HOPTYTraJbCKNil HEBPOJIOT, OIMH 113 OCHOBATe/Iel COBPEMEHHOII
IICUXOXMPYPINH, pa3paboTa LepeOpanbHYI0 aHIMOrpaduIo, IPEIOKIT XUPYPIUIECKYIO IPOLeRY Py
nerikoTomMun (CoBpeMeHHbI TepMuH nobotomust). Harpaxxen B 1949 r. HobGeneBckoit mpemueri.

16 Cunppombt T1, T2 u T3 — cuHAPOMBI TOpaKEHMs BePXHETT, CPeIHElT U HYDKHET BUCOYHDIX U3BI/INH.
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26.VII.

Hossre adasnkn (061uit mpocMoTp).

NB: 60mbroi1 LIK0/LID (TpaBoe T06HOE TOpakeHNe Y IeBIIN C OTPULIATENIBHOI CUMIITOMA-
THUKOJL: JTATEeHTHBII pasmall).

Ha npasoii cmopone:
NB: Puc. 11. TeHoTnmm4eckas 06yCI0BIEHHOCTD JOMUHAHTHOCTY (CKPBITHII PELieCCUBHBII
mpasiuall).

27.VIL
[IpocBeToB — rpyObIit IPEMOTOPHBII CUMIITOMOKOMIIIEKC.
HoBas cencnbunmsnpoBarnas npoba (mepecyeT mables).

Orpesn B Kasaup

22.VIII

OnbIT ¢ 601bHBIM VIBAHOBBIM.

Heyxkioxects — TeMeHHast (9KCTPa-IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHAS)
— TajlaMmu4ecKas (IIocTypabHas)
— IpeMOTOpHasA (AMHAMUYeCKas)

25.VIII
Kymaruu ({c O. IL.} Kay¢pwman). 1) Ontugeckas arpadust! 2) cungpom cunyca

26.VIII

1) Kepr6ar — o6paTHoe passurie cuHgpoma T2-3 faeT BbIsAB/ICHME TOPAXKEHS CYKI[eCCHB-
HBIX [IPOLIECCOB, HAPYIIEHNSI aKyCTUYECKOr0 MHE3VCa U HapyIIeHNsI YAAPHOCTIL.

2) Oguuer; — T3 (II0OTHOCTHIO BOCCTAHOBJIEH ).

Ha npasoii cmopone: InHaMmyecke oTKaTel panennit T3
27.VIII

1) XapuH — 7erxue CUMIITOMBI TOOHOJT O
IT1MeHOB — OTPUIATEIBHBII CIyYall: pAHEHNE MATKYX TKaHeil T00HOI o/ 6e3 CYMIITOMOB.
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2) Ky/m4KOB — MOTOPHBIII arpaMMaTH3M C TelerpadHbIM CTUIIEM.

3) Bepcenes — (6ombHoI [Tepenpmana)’. Helipo-guHaMudecKinii reHes 3anKaHmst y KOMMO-
[MOHHBIX 60/1bHBIX. (KOHQIUKT [TOBBIIIIEHHOI NHEPLNY BO36YX/EHIUSI — C TEH/eHIIMel
K aKTMBHOIJI peyn.)

Ha npasoii cmopone:

NB
Heiipo-gunamuyeckue gucdasum!
Y KOMMOLIMOHHOTO 6OBHOTO
MUKCTA
{co cMmenIaHHOI1 JOMMHAHTHOCTHIO}
28.VIII

1) Iypsikos. Otrpanudenue adasuu crepenu (mepeHe-BrcodHas apasns).
2) ®ypman, AHTOHOB. JIOGHbIE I TIPEMOTOPHBIE PACCTPOIICTBA.

31.VIII
1) Bypcsirun. Bucounas adasns. HapyiueHue moBTOpeHNs U Ha3bIBaHIWsI CTIOB.
2) Konpparenko. Jlo6uas adasns (HapylieHue CIIOHTAHHOI pedn).

2.IX.

KaTkoB — paHeHue 1eBoii T06HO-BUCOYHOI 06/1acTH ¢ 6BICTPO mpotueiert adasueit (epiire-
CTBO B POLLY, CM. puc. 12) {cm. « TpaBMaTndeckas adasus», crydait 6 (Luria A.R., 1947, p. 39-40/
1970, p. 67)}.

Ha npasoii cmopone:

Puc. 12. PogocnoBHas nmanyenTa Katk.

7 JI. B. TlepennbMaH — COTPYJHMK FOCINTAIA, HEBPOIATONOTL. ABTOp KHIUIM «PeakTuBHAas MOCTKOH-
TY3UOHHAas I[yXOHEMOTA, ee paclio3HaBaHue 1 jedeHne» (1943).
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16.IX.

Omsit ¢ Kapabanosbsim (Baccun)'®. HeBO3MOXXHOCTD <HP36> MOAIMHHYI0 KOHCTPYKIINIO
MeTIOIA.

17.1X

1) OubiT ¢ KapabaHoBbIM — HapylleHNe IaBHOCTY B W. (BOCIPMATIN) ¥ MBIILIEHUN
(HapylIeHMe BHYTPEHHETO MOJIA).
2) Habmopenus Hay Makp <Hp36>. HapyIeHue Ipou3BOIbHBIX IIPOLIECCOB.
CymnocTb nctepun: O6GbIYHO HEIPOU3BOIbHbIE IPOILIECCHI CTAHOBSATCS ITPOV3BOIbHBIMI,
a IIPOU3BO/IPHOE [TPOTEKAHIE MPOL[ECCOB HAPYIIAETCA.
YpOBHM IIPOM3BOTIBHOCTY ¥ YPOBHU PacIaja.

18.IX

OmnbiThl ¢ adasuern.

MortopHo-adasudeckoe Hapyierne Mbinvienus (¢ O.I1. Kaypman).

19.IX

1) Kongpatenko. Putmbl. Hapymenne aBTomMaTusanym (IIpeMOTOPHBLIL CUHAPOM).

2) [IpocBeroB. Putmbl. JIo6HbII cuHppoM. HanpsxeHue MOTOPHOII YCTAHOBKY B OTCPO-
YEHHBIX Je/ICTBYAX.

3) Cyposiies, Capogenr. Putmbl. Hapyiienne putMoB addepeHTHOTO THIIA.

3.X.42.

[Ipoxopos | Cmblc 11 3HaYeHME
MowceeB | py TOGHBIX HOPAXKEHMAX
3.X.42.

1) OmsiT ¢ Sehschwiche mpu sarpitouHoM paHeHun (3aXapueHKo): OHA «CHUMAETCSI» O4-
KaMI, T. €. «<HesICHOE 3peHIe» IpecOronmka® mepecraeT KOMIEHCUPOBATHCL.

2) Omnpit ¢ [TpoxopoBbIM: TOGHBI GONBHOI: MOHMMAaHE CMBICTIA — CUeT (Ie/IeHne) — PUTMBL.
3) Oubit ¢ KyObIIKMHBIM: KOMIIEHCUPOBAHHOE HapylIeHe QYHKINI IPY ITOPAKEHNN
706HOI Ko y ambupeKkcTpa (cM. puc. 13, BBepxy).

Ha npasoii cmopone: NB: ambupexcrpus!

8 ®. B. baccun (1905-1992) — COTPYAHMK TOCIMUTAIA, ICUXOIOL. VI3BECTHBII IICUXOJIOT 1 HElpo-
($U3MOIIOT, CIenNaNCT IO MCUXOIOIN 6eCCO3HATENBHOTO0, JOKTOP MEANIVMHCKIX HAayK. Bxogui B Kpyr
JI.C. Berrotckoro. OfyH U3 MHUIVMATOPOB 1 OPraHM3aTopoB TOMINCCKOTO cuMITO3MyMa 10 Ipobieme
6€ecco3HaTENbHOTO.

¥ Sehschwiche (Hem.) — cmabocTh 3peHns.

2 TIpec6buomnus («cTapyeckoe 3peHne») — aHOMaus pedpakuny r1asa, Ipyu KOTOPOIl Ye/I0BEK He MO-
JKeT pacCMOTPeThb MEIKUIT PKUET WM Ma/leHbKIe IPeAMeThbl Ha O/IM3KOM PacCTOAHNMN.
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9.X.42. Hapexxpun: JleB1la ¢ paHeHMeM ITPaBoli IIPEMOTOPHOII 30HbI I COOTBETCTBYIOLIM
IOMMHUPYIOILM reMUCHHAPOMOM (puc. 13, BHU3Y) (Ha npasoti cmopotie).

Puc. 13. Pogocnosusie 6ompubix Ky6. (BBepxy) 1 Han. (BHU3Y)

10-16.X.42.

C O.11. Kay¢pman. Paspaborka BOIIpocoB MOTOPHOIT aasuiL.

1) Knaccndukanys MoTopHbIX adasnii (pasudeckas — geHepBaTOpHas — AUHAMMIYECKas)
2) PasHble COOTHOLIEHNS PeYy/MBIC/H IIPY HUX.

17.X.42.

1) Komapos. Ipy6ast motopHas adasust 6e3 ceMaHTHUECKIX PACCTPOICTB y 60/IBHOTO € pa-
HEHVeM JIEBOTO IO/TyIIapysi — IIPU CKPBITOM TeHe JIEBIIECTBA /jaeT OUYeHb He3HAYMTe/IbHbIe
CeMaHTHYeCKIe M <[IBUTATe/IbHbIE> PACCTPOICTBA — IPU TPYOBIX pacCTPOCTBAX MOTOPHOII
peuu (puc. 14).

Ha npasoii cmopowe:

Puc. 14. PogocnoBuas Kom.
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2) Pas6op moropHbix adasuit: Knaccudukanys mo

dasnueckas JeHepBaTOpHas AUHAMUYECKas
IIHE pess pes pean
n
ToMMHE IIMCbMO - _
CUJUIOIMY. 9KCITL.?! - _
22.X.

CabopoB: arpammarusMm [3adepkuyTo]. Hapymienue cxemsr ppassl.

23.X.
lasmok: [TogKOPKOBO-KOMMOIIMOHHBIN CUHAPOM (IICEBIO-TIAPKMHCOHUSM; C TOOHO-
IIOFKOPKOBBIM Ie(peKTOM).

24.X.
1) bapauuums — cunpgpom no6Hsl (6).
2) CabopoB — HapylIeHe TeYeHNs] MHTE/UIEKTYa/IbHBIX IPOLIECCOB IIPK IOOHOI adasu.

28.X.
Cab0opoB — HEBO3MOXKHOCTD yaepykanus PAJIA.

30.X.

1) CabopoB — KomrieHcarus B CEpUTHBIX psjax

=| — ¢ ocMblIIIEHKEM

| = — nerxo!!

{Cepus obBefieHa TPeyrobHMKOM, IOKAa3bIBAOLIMM YOBIBAIOLIYIO CTPYKTYPY cepun. Bos-
MO’KHO, 9TO ObITa P06 BBIK/IA/[BIBAHIISI U3 TTATTOYEK CEPUIL.}

2) [TpaBerit 106 — Jleitecr, [lecaaHoB — PutMmbl: orjeHKa " Kak " [T. €. OLleHKa pUTMA «II0 2»
KaK «II0 3»] — eCTb HapyIlleHye CEH30PHOIL JeHepBaluy (2 pasa — OfuH c1abo).

Ha npasoti cmopore: NB!! HapymeHnne onjeHKV puTMOB = sBJIeHIe HAPYIIEHUA CEHCOPHOI
geHepBanyn!!

3.XI.
Eme ciyuan narenTHoit nesopykoctu! (Karkos!)

5.XI.
1) CabopOB — OIIBIT C 3ay4MBAHNEM CTUXOTBOPEHNS — PACIafl CTPYKTYPbI CTUXOTBOPHOTO
puTM™a.

2l Cujtornd. sKci. — TIIO-BUAVIMOMY, MMEIOTCA B BNy TECTDI Ha IIOHVMIMaHNE CUIJIOTI3MOB. Hypl/lﬂ
VICIIOJIb30BaJI VX JJI1 VICCTIENOBAHIA MBIIIJIEHNA TIPU JIOOHBIX HapyIIEHVAX VN CeMaHTUYEeCKON a(basvm.
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2) TorajieB: TOHKME OCTaTKM IPEMOTOPHON adasun («4oM-CTon-KoT» {ipoba Jlypust Ha CIyXo-
peveByIo IIaMsTh})

Ha npasoii cmoporne: NB

8.XI.
1) Ca6opoB — MOGHBII pacIiaj BOCIPUSITUS
2) CaBesibeB — HapylleHue <HpP36> HeCTBUI

9.XI.

1) XpucroB — BucoyHas adasusi.

HoBblit ceHCHOMIM3MPOBAHHBII METOJ, VICC/IEOBAHNS OTUYXK/IEHNS CJIOB (C BBIK/IIOUYEHNEM
AKTVBHOIL peun).

2) CumoHOB — MOTOpHast apasust ¢ 06IIMM HapyIlIeHeM AMHAMIYECKOro GoHa.

10-11.XT.
OTIBITHI C PUTMAMIL
1) OnocpencTBOBaHMe IPOCTPAHCTBOM (OITUYECKAsA TAMATD) U PeUbio.

12.XIT.

OmnbITH C pUTMaMIL: OIIOCPEICTBOBAHNE peueBbIM 00pa3oM «Ia-ma» — «JO-PO-Ta» y BU-
COYHBIX OOJIbHBIX He JaeT HMKakux pesynpraroB (Bypcsrus, Xpucros) [nMeeTcss B BUAY UC-
[I0/Ib30BAHNE YIAPEHISI B CJIOBAX: B CTI0BE «II1a-I1a» YAapeHIe Ha IIEPBOM CJIOTe, B CTIOBE «J0-PO-
ra» — Ha BTOPOM CJIOTe].

13.XI.

1) CaBenbeB | HapylIeHUe IPOCTHIX PUTMOB U

2) llleranoe | ux omocpepcTBoBanue «mAna» — «60pofA» {B coBe «ma-na» yaapeHue
Ha TIEPBOM CJIOTe, B CTI0Be «60-po-Ia» — Ha TPETbeM CIoTe}.

(Koney, 3anuceii 1942 2.)

Oxonuanue cnedyem...
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