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The Influence of Conventionality and Presentation
Form on Indirect Replies Comprehension in Conversations

Zhang Xiuping' , Yang Xiaohong™” , Yang Yufang®”
(1. Research Institute of International Chinese Language Education,Beijing Language and Culture University , Beijing 100083 ;
2. Key Laboratory of Behavioral Science, Institute of Psychology,Chinese Academy of Sciences,Beijing 100101 ;
3. Department of Psychology, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049 )

Abstract : Indirect reply is a very common formfor language communication. The present study observed the influence of conventionality
and presentation form on the comprehension for indirect replies using self — paced reading paradigm. The conventionality was manipula-
ted into high, medium and low levels which corresponded to direct reply, indirect refusal and indirect opinion , respectively. The presenta-
tion form was divided into whole — sentence presentation and word — by — word presentation. Results showed that when target sentences
were presented as a whole ,reading times for the three kinds of replies had graded reduction as the conventionality increased. When tar-
get sentences were presented word — by — word , no difference was found between reading times for direct reply and indirect refusal , both
longer than that for indirect opinion. This study indicated that conventionality and presentation form interactively affect indirect reply
comprehension.

Key words ;indirect reply; conventionality ; whole — sentence presentation; word — by — word presentation ; self — paced reading
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Theoretical Psychology Should Look Beyond the Future

Chen Jian Ye Haosheng
(School of Education ,Guangzhou University , Guangzhou 511400)

Abstract ; Theory should be an important part or rather be the foundation of any subject system. And then theoretical psychology also
should be an important part and the foundation of psychology. However,in the current, psychology ignores the achievement of theoretical
psychology. There are some external and internal reasons from theoretical psychology. But whatever the case,a higher requirement for
theoretical psychology was put forward to focus on the present and look beyond the future. The intervention of theoretical psychology for
the present should be mainly carried out in those two aspects:one is to receive the influence of contemporaray thoughts in order to arm
the whole psychology and respond to the problems raised by contemporaray thoughts; The second is to discuss and find out the specific
problems in current psychology. If the theoretical psychology wants to play an important role in the psychology’ s development,it should
keep the intervention in the present,only in this way can it highlight its own value and significance ,and make contributions to the devel-
opment of the whole psychology.

Key words: theoretical psychology ; positivism ; scientificity ; qualitative — research





