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Zaviazkina N.V. Problem of the sense’s level of regulation of activity in the justification 

of category of diminished responsibility. The forensic psychological examination of diminished 

responsibility covers such psychological categories as "personal sense", "semantic regulation of ac-

tivity", "identity", "will", "value", "morality", "responsibility", "social consequences" and others.  

A significant role in this examination is given to a psychological diagnostic, which helps to 

identify the depth of the lesion or the preservation of mental functions, including the point of view 

of their formation in ontogeny, as well as possessing knowledge of the decay function due to vari-

ous pathologies; as well as the availability and stability of compensatory mechanisms. These fea-

tures take a special place in the justification of the categories of diminished responsibility due to 

varying degrees of intellectual disability, emotions and will, interpersonal relationships, as well as 

the integrity of critical analysis in conjunction of prognostic features.

Within the framework of psychological competence for participation in complex with psy-

chiatrists examinations are of particular importance of violation semantic sphere due to mental dis-

order, because it is a mental disorder which can lead to dissociation of an integrated system of regu-

lation of activity or to its distorted functioning.

Developed psychological model-level regulation of activity, semantic personality structures, 

and motives have a particular interest in conducting examinations with a psychologist to study the 

richness of content expert conclusions in various psychiatric disorders. 

Key words: semantic regulation, examination, diminished responsibility.  


