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1. FC®IC

LEEHOE, R BIEEICHRIZEPN TVL I LT TR, LEXDENY
PRLEANROEFD, EHOBEX LR EXFERIFLTLIE LN TR W &2 HfFET 2,
DL BLERICHEIN TRV VSHATSLEICEINCTH L HEREBTEHHOE
TR A 6 O 2 25 & R A S 2 % 2 RRUEFRA T O R (inference) 205
HFEFND, £-FF L) FMIEICBVTIE, B2 SEROMEDEAIITHONTES
) (e.g., Graesser, Singer, & Trabasso, 1994 ; van Dijk & Kintsch, 1983), #itf#i2 B\ CHEFRIZ
VEART R DTHAZ ENRFEN TN 5,
FAFVFMICBNTERT 2 & SNDERICIIHELY RFERD LD, ZOHTD
Graesser et al. (1994) O 13 ¥ 4 7Oz L CHON TV D, EIIRLHEY, HERwic
SHEEND LOOHIIE, BISHBRC CELEOBEEDOE ) B TE Vw20 0hs, B
NDOITENZH N SN2 TH 5 ) EEOHERRFHAFOFMH OIKNE, EHOEROHR
ETHICEL, 20O b, RIIFETEIENEZ U TLDIE, Class 3 DEREIZOWTOHE
i & Class 7 DFERIZOWT DR TH %o

JE R DT ORI 346N Lifisn (bridging inferences) D—FETdH 5o B Lifam & X
FAFHTIAN D 5L (H) EFHALE, ZOEHREETURRPESESDOZNET

FALF PR
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F1 FRICEb AT Y 1 7 (Graesser etal., 1994, p. 375 £ ) {ERK)

Type of inference Brief description

Class 1 : Referential A word or phrase is referentially tied to a previous element or constituent of the
text (explicit or inferred).

Class 2 : Case structure role An explicit noun phrase is assigned to a particular case structure role, e.g.,
Assignment agent, recipient, object, location, time.
Class 3 : Causal antecedent The inference is on a causal chain (bridge) between the current explicit action,

event, or state and the previous passage context.

Class 4 : Superordinate goal The inference is a global one that motivates an agent’s intentional action.

Class 5 : Thematic This is a main point or moral of the text.

Class 6 : Character The inference is an emotion experienced by a character, caused by or in re-
emotional Reaction sponse to an event or action.

Class 7 : Causal consequence  The inference is on a forecasted causal chain, including physical events and new
plans of agents. These inferences do not include the character emotions in

class 6.
Class 8 : Instantiation of The inference is a subcategory or a particular exemplar that instantiates an ex-
noun category plicit noun or an implicit case role that is required by the verb.
Class 9 : Instrument The inference is an object, part of the body, or resource used when an agent exe-

cutes an intentional action.

Class 10 :_Subordinate goal The inference is a goal, plan, or action that specifies how an agent’s action is
action achieved.
Class 11 : State The inference is an ongoing state, from the time frame of the text, that is not

causally related to the story plot. The states include an agent’s traits, knowl-
edge, and beliefs ; the properties of objects and concepts ; and the spatial loca-
tion of entities.

Class 12 : Emotion of reader The inference is the emotion that the reader experiences when reading a text.

Class 13 : Author’s intent The inference is the author’s attitude or emotion in writing.
Note. R ATEYERG (local inferences), X KR E9HER (global inferences), RSB HE R

(elaborative inferences) 2 KB S5,

DHFELAE DT ZATHI RO ETH D, HELMEROBIL LT, Bl L2 2T
ié‘:‘ebjj%O

B 1 By 2
The cat leapt up on the kitchen table. The spy quickly threw his report in the fire.
Fred picked up the cat and put it outside. The ashes floated up the chimney.
(Singer, 1994, p. 487-488)

Bl ZFALZES, AT Z O 2 oMK (1 CHAER T2 XHP R 2D

HZERMERRT Do B2 Tid 2 XM DMIIZ “The report burned to ashes.” &\ 9 [ % #fi -
TWRIETTHE, TOLHIZ, HATHLE XOMOBBRELHEELLD, LELDOH
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DX vy TEMOD L) REWEIET 52 L OEE LR TH 5o B LIERIECEY
MRS 5 72O REARTT R BHETRTH A 720, GfEHIERINE ZEPHON TV,
MERAZOWCOHERIE FIAAYHERS (predictive inferences) & FEEN D 2 &A%\, FHIN
Mem L 3l ), LEOPIZEER SN TV L HRFERLITEHO/KEOTMNTH 5. TN
Hegmopl e LT, #I3 &fl4 2 LTFIZET 5,

3 5l 4

The salesman was sitting in the dining car of a The salesman was sitting in the dining car of a
train. train.

The waitress brought a bowl of soup to the table. The waitress brought a bowl of soup to the table.
Suddenly, the train slowed to a halt. Suddenly, the train slowed to a halt.

(Fincher-Kiefer, 1996, p. 226) The salesman jumped up and wiped off his pants.

(Fincher-Kiefer, 1995, p. 982)

B3 AR, FATIEZIORICEE S 2 & & LT “The soup spilled on the salesman.” &
WO HERR AT ) RN D 20 B4 TIEZOREATRENTE Y, EBIZZ MR IEL
Moo LN B TR FERRCZ OHERRATLHFF S B 5 &) D id ki3 5 S0k
EHATHOTHLN IR D, €D, FHINHEGRIER I N1, TEORD
IR LTS (RISEZZ ZEDRRPSHOE2LTH 5) HESLHATFOE RAGSR
TEERD & DL OB E AR SN S,

&I UiEam & PR, SiA TR ICENE LT TwE I (Bl L0 b0
SR EREODT Bl (A EHERR) 00, H5HWIILEOIRE MO ik (Rl
M EHER) ZROP V)R AREEEZF > Twh7ed, TNETOETLID2o0
a2 i L ¢, Z0ABEAEAWEE ST & 72, B2 1L, van Dijk and Kintsch (1983) (2
UL, RAZBIECE R G OE, WS (mental representations) 1EV) LiF %, Dl
FERIIED 7 &b EBIFLEE (a surface memory), M HEM T F A b X— Z (a proposi-
tional textbase), IKPLET )V (a situation model) D3 DDLNLVHH 5L, TDH 5, My
TFAMR=ZETF A POBFRICEDTHEE SN ERGES Y bT—2THY, 7
F 2 POFEHRD SR ENL, RRETFTIVIEZ OGET F A FR—AZHATFHYOR
SRR R SHEFR E MR TR AT OB L DL DTH Lo R TH L) Tk
&, COLHNERI—EWDPHEZEVEZETH), FITRLET VOIS & EHSH
TR O 71 ¥ & 72 % o Fincher-Kiefer (1993, 1996) (3A& ¥ L HEqm & FHIRGIERR O A K & oLy
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FER & OBBREWEE L, MBI LHERIIHEN T ¥ A M= 25 s, PR
WIRILE T VB END L LTWwD, AIIETIE, oM ET 2, HOARALEBREY
B OGN Ui & PR O A B DV CREER 179 o

ETEE (L) THEAFBOE, MUNCHRYER T LT LB > THL
VAL TH B 2 E13%  OBFE TR ST 5 (Grabe, 2009 ; T, 1998), Z OFH &
LT, L2EB I L2 TEINLLEOHGERH), LOMEOHRM L Vo /2 T L~
WML ORBAEREZ LD R ITIE R S wnizd, ALV 1| O TH LRI
E RV OBMEEDFTRP IR > T RWIZDTH Do ENT F A~ AN— 2D
L OBMER 2 EE, BEPRRRETNVEMETLETILEESLVESHIZLELT
EDLTHHH)o LIzAoT, PRV VILES L) HEfLSNTBY, B L ~NOVALEIC
ENT 2 BAEIR DS WS FEHEE OB NFEREOF TR E L0 S AR L Tw
bl ENTWS (B, 2000). Horiba (1996) (3eihflahahi# & L2 28 & LAL
B L O TR TR ICE O L) [CRRIERE AR L T 500 & EE L, L2 %
B O _EAEEIAEE Uit & FIIRHERR O 4 B2 B L CHRERFRERS E & L L - R & R
L7zDIZR L, FRBRE TV OVIELIC S C ORME R B &, i e A SAEmRL
Lol LTwh,

AFZeIE, HARANERAEZHRE LT, EEOWESCHE D OWGE LR & TR
DHEFAZDWTHGFES %o ERMEREIIRD 2O TH L, 1 2HIE, Wik HEBEhoH
ARNEAR A OGN U & TR O £ % G GEE OB DREET 5, HA
NFEFEFBEHE R NRE LIRS H 205, TOELPRFEAD EEHRE LD
DRVEFEHGERE L NV BN B WEBRE LR E L2b D ThH S, KR TIE, THL
POV R B EN LN L E 2 SN D HAR NS % P MRIGER 120 LT 2 B
AT, EE LR & TR O R R MGET b, 2 DHIX, TOMRE D LI, Wk
SCRHRIC & o THEEE SN LIRR & OBIRIEEBEES %0 JolZik 720, T2l
FTHDIIZIEES L BN S 2R - —EH L ONEREWET L 2 koo b, K
WF2E CIEWRE LM B OB DL ER % ER S N 2 ERCo T 5 2 & THEE
ERAE

AWFGECIE, M LR & PRI & v O FEOERICERNE U TH 0, BMIGE
% (a question-answering method) % #RF 3 %, BEMIGELE L L, HAFICHMHICE 272
CEERHBICHELTL L) 2T TR, MEENHED HIIZEDET “why,” “how,” X
“What happens next?” & 2o 72 B & A& TITH) £\ ) TETH S (Graesser, Robertson, &

Anderson, 1981 ; Graesser, Robertson, Lovelace, & Swinehart, 1980) o 5 2 IX, Graesser et al. (1980)
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Tl%, “The stream began to rush swiftly. The child fell into the water. The child drowned.” & \»
I X EBAFIFHATD B, FEEHIHIGIE LIER O LR A MR T 5 72012 “Why did the
child fall into the water?” & why BI DB % ]9 . Z 4112, “Because the stream began to rush
swiftly.” & &2 b, 1HE LIRSz L a4, £72, b L “Because the child
may lose his or her footing.” 7 & & IR MGk ED X & 2 2E121%, FBRULIES CrEy
SHREL-NE L A OB RO 5 2 & TH AL 2 3Em) L RAa SN
%o [AARIS, FHEARYHERS 2 MGE T A 8541218, “What will happen next?” & \» 9 B HMEH
ENb, REFFETIE, BITEICES S, BATOEE Litfm L PR E5 1 S H3 7
OOEMETOREL, TOREEHH L7,

2. MRAE
21 HAHE

HARD RSB S 2 A 754 (B 404, 3544, 16~177%) ASoAEICZM
L7zo BB IEEMHGERE 2L UC VR 384 5518, «20), THAEE (374,
B 22, 15) O2BGT BT, 1(74) = 1579, p=.0000 26 S DT A N Em AT,
FAIEED I3 14.13 55 (SD=1.88) T ), THHEOFIIL 7.57 1 (SD=3.28) THh o7z,
L7ehioC, MO HTREEL ) K 2 EOHETH o7z, M Lz CFfHERE
FAMIDWTIE, 228 CiER5,

22 Y7 UTIEFIRE

RIFFECld, (@) 20—ZF7 A b (aclozetest) & (b) Wik &) 02O~ T
)TV V2,

9, WM OEFRFHGERE ZWI5ET S 72012, Mochizuki and Yamada (1999) THw
SN0 —=XFANEMEH L7z 7A MI2HEHE»OM A, Wih#EIZZ70—AF A b
220 3 CIRE L7ze 7T A FOEBEEREEFER LTS, a=715THY, T5%1E
TSR SN2, TOT A MERICESE, WhE%E 2 BTz,

WA, 1% ORESCHR R OHERRA L % T2 72012, WRESC2 % V720 WIRE 113 “The
Farmer and Donkey Story” (Horiba, van den Broek, & Fletcher, 1993),  ¥Ji& 2 % “The Potato
Farmer Story” (E{#, 1998) TH b, ZFWiEXOEHB LISy 7y 2LV -5 ) 74
FE20E) TH b, WiELDOREIIH->TI, ALLIBES, GARLTITHY,
WED BRAENERARZ LG b0 s Lz, 72, HEjCERAEICIELWEED
NDHEFEEZMRET L, Z0 L) ZHFFICIIHAFHFOERE L7,
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F2 fHALZTXANOEHREY)—-FE) T4

FEEL T AR the Flesch-Kincaid Grade level
The Farmer and Donkey Story 137 10 4.9
The Potato Farmer Story 155 10 6.0

Note. the Flesch-Kincaid Grade level 1% 1 32472 1) OSFIGHGER L 1 HEL472 ) OIS EY b L IZFHE
ENDo BFEPRECEEHELWLETHL I LERT,

I TORAIzBY), AR CIIEMSEE LR L7z, BEREETIE, GiAFICH
fRPICEZ 22 EFAHBICHELTL 59 21 Th <, HEED “why,” “how,” % “What
happens next?” &\ o 72 E % b TITH. L L, TOFETIET—FE2—ATOL»
T & v, REFFECHE, AEEROREIAHIR L, MENT—HICEET 2 LEIF D -
7%, FEERMOBEMIGEEE W 2% ), HAClF2HEL, SAFOHMBHO
BELAFETICTHE LTI ) 2k & Lz, Fid () BRX Ax=2), (2) Wik
28 20)—7), (3) HEEEHE Q=) OIOOERTEHEATEBY, 23 =TI
SHE SN2 FE L2 PR T HRIIE I R=V DL DT EIZRD I DD D L)k -o
TBY, 1 LHGTERATRE OB#E L H4a2 B (why BUER) & WREo RT3
%5425 E M (What will happen next? BVE M) @2 0% fR L, ZNICHTL2HGEHED
E2EHEFTHENTL b o7,

%3 13WFESC 1 “The Farmer and Donkey Story” ZBl& L CRL72bDTH %, HI1EIC
{ZHA 12 “Once there was a farmer who wanted to get a very stubborn donkey into his barn.” &\
I N XHOADBFREN, Ihxkgia, [(1-1) 2O farmer i EARANZEBVFE T 5 2],
[A2)IMPSEALRIENRI L ERNE TR V) 2 00BRIZEIE L7z kDR —
2121, “Once there was a farmer who wanted to get a very stubborn donkey into his barn. He
thought that if he could get his dog to bark, that would frighten the donkey into the barn.” & 2 3L H
FTRENTE D, B#E [ (2-1) ZRHIZO L) Ll b2l o/z b BT 3h 2],
[(2-2) INDHEALI LRI ZEBVETH 2] L) 2 OOERICEIE L7z BN
ENUNTTDT 2N TBY, HHIFICEDLIEM SNz PR —HTHr5 &9
2L 720 F72, WRECO 1 CHICIZEATSORD 2 <, 10 SCHISIEERET 5 SUIRD 2 W 720,
[ZO farmer (L EALANZZE BT T2 2] L) EARITHT B4 A — V&M BRILE
MIZIR L7z S, WRELESRARD 5 BICEANRIIHN T AL A=V DR ED L H |2
BALL 2O EWGET 5720 Th Lo HHEICIE, X—VE#loTHELHZIETI LT
TELHWI L EAHANMRZ 720 FRTHAFE TR S N7z, BMIEEWEEICZS & 20
Y, E (1998) IZHEDWTIER S ze 72, KFEAE I HERRIIA T Y NAY T4 —
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B

erEE (R DR

33 “The Farmer and Donkey Story” DAL & 430 TR L 72 M

AR E|
S1 | Once there was a farmer who wanted to geta | (1-1) 2O farmer (I & AR A7ZE BWFETH 2
very stubborn donkey into his barn. (1-2) IS EALZEDRIDLEENTE TN
S2 | He thought that if he could get his dog to | (2-1) A ZFD LI txBoz BT
bark, that would frighten the donkey into the »?
barn. (2-2) AP HEABI LRI D EEVET?
S3 | But the dog was lazy and refused to bark. (3-1) ZDthedog T EARKIZERNFETH?
(3-2) PO EABIENRIZEBVETR?
S4 | The farmer then asked his cat to scratch the | (4-1) 72 the farmer |3 “this would cause him to bark”
dog, thinking that this would cause him to LBSZOTL LI D?
bark. (4-2) NP HEABRIT LRI ZETNTTH?
S5 | Once again his luck was bad, the cat refused | (5-1) ZREZID LI AR EPRI > EBVWET
to cooperate. 2
(5-2) DL EALRIENRIDZEBVETH?
S6 | Next, the farmer thought that if he could make | (6-1) ZEMWHIEFZDOL ) LTt aloz BT
the cat angry, she might scratch the dog. 7
(6-2) INMPBLEARIENPRIDERNETH?
S7 | He took a large stone and dropped it on the | (7-1) ZEWITZDO LI LT x LB wET
cat’s tail. 0 ?
(7-2) INHEALI LRI D EECETH?
S8 | This made the cat angry, causing her to | (8-1) Z® the cat 13 & AZRMi7Z L BT 372
scratch the dog. (8-2) IMDBLEARIENRIDERNETH?
S9 | The dog immediately began to bark. (9-1) Zethedog lZZD LI R ex Lz BEW
ES /AN
(9-2) THAPLEARIENRIDEBVETH?
S10 | The barking frightened the donkey so badly | (10-1) ZEZID L) R LRI 572 B FE T
that he jumped into the barn and wouldn’t n”»? .
leave for days. (10-2) Z®afarmer (ZEARNZEBNFETH?

AT\, TR AEY) 2> &) R EHLY) 2472 720

Y

AR 2 T

WA T2, BIFICIHEEWREOEIPIRR SN, ELOEELE

SR (1 BETIIRW, 2: HFHVEETIILRY, 3: Eb5E83F240Ww, 4: BEET
HbH, 5: L TCHEETHL) THELTD S -7, WIBEIWEECHMH, ER~DmZ,
BEEFHEO—HOFEIZ 45 5B TH Y LA 72,

23 =

¥4, 70— X7 A M an exact answer method |2 CTHRAE 4T 72" SAUIFIL & 42 (A
& LT EDORGR 252 517ETHY), e 1 ATEBT LI EDTE 5,
WIS, WEELOEMANORIEL 2 BOFHIZE IS L >TTA T4 7 - 2=y b (IU) HAfL

U HiFh

Vb9 1 DOFRM ST E LT an acceptable answer method (TR 24 T3 F 2 BigE %

b5
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4 WETHALIZ6 7T —DFHY]

1. Bridging Inference : FAFAT TIZFA ZIFMS Z O HTIT o 72Hdw & HIHROM 1T 2175 C
w5

2. Elaborative Inference : it TG A TV 2 HIR & B OFf> TV A2 EFM#EEH NI T, 28
EZTEDEHIT - EABRTEHED, tmot%n fToTwb

3. Predictive Inference : FATDHATTFA M TRIALZ L2 FHIL TS

4. General Knowledge and Associations : @t T2 — kil 2 T, WHEIZOWTHIILD,
FHtiL72h, M E{fToTw5

5. Comments on Text Structure : it/ TA3T F A b OFEERLIHEROEE L EI2OoVWTI ALY b2 LTWw»
%

6. Comments on Own Behavior: it FITHGHEOIRERA NI 7V —fFHIZOWTaxry bx L
TWw5

2 EI S Tz FHlE EEEIEIIWEEC 1 Tr=93, WFEXL2Tr=93Tholz. A=
IZDOWTIEEE LEWIZTHRGE L72e RIZ, & IU % Horiba (1996) THWHMZ10 DA T
Y=Y D) LD 6ODF 7 T — (Bridging Inference, Elaborative Inference, Predictive Infer-
ence, General Knowledge and Associations, Comments on Text Structure, and Comments on Own
Behavior) 122 ZAOFHIi#E THEEITo /20 £A4IZEKENT T —DFAEET S,

2 Z OFHEIE AL L TEED 30% ORIE 2R L7z, FHliE RSB 2 D 0WEEC
TNENIZDE, r=.96, r=97TH>720 A=HIZOWTEFRELEWVIZTHRL 2. I
D 70% 13 1 B TREEIT - 720

24 B

POERIZ X o ThipiE % AR & TR T 2 7201 e Mg 247 5 720
WA, WFRAEERC L o TR O AR R IEVD S 5 0% MGEET 572012, Itk
BB 24T o 720 RIS, HCTMHEEIZ L 2 EARTH T L5 HEDOA XA —T D

3. #&R

ARFZETIE, WEECE 1 GRT T LT3R e OB #E L 54 % B (why BUER]) &
FEORERTEZ 525 M (What will happen next? FUE ) 23R L TWh, ZD2D
DEMIZ L o T, EIZHAFOTMH OMBEE LR & PIINHEROEREZRL-EE 25

P ORISR TR O TG A % 3R L 72728, Horiba (1996) THWHNZzH T T —D ) b
Graphophonemic and Graphomorphemic Analysis, Word Recognition, Syntactic and Semantic Analysis, Others
D4OOHT I —FE LN Lo T,
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Nb, RETIE, T 3.18HTHEE LIEROAEREZ, KIC 32 8 TFHINHER O 4 &
W TRAEE OB OB L7z, 72, WIEXORY &Rz [ 2O farmer (&
ABRNIZEB TS H 2] L) EARITHT B4 A =T 20 BRILEM 2R L Tw
BT E6, 33HITIEZ QBB 2 F RO RS 2 HE L7z,

3.1 1EELHROERE

FKSIIEE LR O LN E 2 BGEEINIR L2 D TH Do “ITREDT T ORER,
WRESLOENEPEFEZTH o7z, F(,73) =153.93, p=.0000 F505505% . W
A0 1 OAFVE LHERR O ERE ZWFE L2 O 25 Th o7 ZoOBHE LT, WREC
DFDWFEL 2 £ ) BHERAER SN T WHNETH o 72 WHEER, BB PWREL 1 ©
WEEAWREL2 XD X CHBLTBY, HEREERLST Lo WRENE Z 5D,
—75, HAERRWE R AGEE O FR RIS N o7z, F(1,73) =.93, p=.337; F(1,
73) = 1.76, p=.189, L7:% >, I HEDOFCHMHGELIZ X - TEE LR O A=
EWITR SN o7z,

F 5 AGIE LR oL iE oLk et

WRESC 1 WIRESC 2
Group n
M SD SE M SD SE
AL 37 11.68 4.12 .68 5.00 3.17 .52
A 38 12.05 4.14 67 6.34 2.47 40

32 THRRVHEROLERE

F 6 X FHINMEROEREEZHEENIR LD TH D, IR ET T O L,
FELDOFNRPEETH o7, F(1,73) =9421, p=.000. 6 025005 LH12, Wik
1 OFHHERR O AR R IIWFE L 2 O 15 TH o720 L > T, 18 Lis & F
B, WIFESC1 O DEEC2 £ ) HGRAER S NS T VNETH 5720, WFEL1 O

F6  THINHER O & iR DR R A

WIRESC 1 WIRESC 2
Group n
M SD SE M SD SE
TALHE 37 8.62 3.11 51 4.59 3.37 55
AT 38 9.29 2.53 41 6.32 2.59 42
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TsEEC 2 X0 QN FIC L o TAEBEDES Tho L TRREPEZ SN L, 72,
KHAEIER SN h o725, F(1,73) =213, p=.148, EGMAERE O EEIEE
Thotz, F(1,73) =441, p=.039, 2%, FVHOLPTAREL) DEREIILOTF
MR 2 R L T W B 2 EAYR &N,

33 FARAICKHT B4 2 - (KBERILHR)

KWZE TR - 722 DOWFEIT TN D a farmer # EALE L7WFETH S, €L T,
EH L OWREL b REE TIEL G Ha, EAM LT [ELIAW], [Bv] v
TeAA=UDEPNR TV, TITHE, WEELORRKRICEM L TZO farmer 12 EAZR A
ZEBWETN L) EARCHT A4 A =T % M) BRILERIZOWT, [HAV
(B Lo tBME xR To e ABEHHB L7z, 2B, WEOFETLFAEOEMEIT-
TBY, ZOWRT [EPSVW ] [HEFL S 29 | LB NEEIWREC 1 Tid3 4 (-
frfE2 4, TOEEL1 %), WER2 Tk 24 (BAfE2 4, TR 04 Tho7e Th
5 DOFAFIIWEEL A FALKER L LT [HAVW] L) 4 2—T % FolzbldTlds
, WHEOBHEDPO EARIH L TED L) 2 THIRHFLFo THRATWZEEZ bR
Biz, G ORNRINE L7z,

7 WEILEMA~OIE AR

WEEC 1 WrEhsC 2
[EABVWAL EHE 2hUton%E [EAVCAL EEE ZhDAtomE%E
LR 14 22 3 34
nt VS 10 26 11 25

FTVIWFE L OBRBIHIR L 7B E RN LC TV W] B ] vnoizf 2 —
VERME LN E ZNDNORE T 72 NERL7ZZDDTH Do 1A ZFMEDHE
B, WRESC | TIRPESCGHRMAGEREIC X > TEARZSH LCTHEASVWE W) £ 2= D& Fo
e NS ED oo o 2 EATRENT, (1) =056, p=ns., § =.09 —J, WiEXL2 T
WIHEREEND 572, (1) =457, p<.05, § =025, FBEGHOMEE, ThlETidE
NATF LT [HEAN ] EER 2 NBDSIIRHE L ) b AEICD %, WREOIEHIZ I
LTV NN LG oTze —F, EAEED [HEAV ] L& 2 72 NI RE
LD HEREICEL, WEOIELWEBIZEZE L T ABF ML) o728 2
bLb,
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4. ER

AR T, HARABREZ MG E LT, FEFHOWRE TR O LR & 75
RO ERNI DT FFAZEE OB SMEEE 1T o 720 T ORER, MBI LR Tl
RFGERIC X D AEREICEIT R SN2 7228, FIIHERRIC DWW CIERBHER O v

FHEDOFPMERNFEFE L) SEBICL L OTFHINHERY ER L TV D 2 EAREN2,

CHIEEHAEEOHVERZO LV GHEF R E LV S CER LTSI EE2RL
JATIRE % —ER 3§ 245K TdH > 720 Horiba (1996) T TFHIMIMER 72 T4 <, Wi
LHERR OIS S 12 BERIC L 2D o N TV A, RIFFETIE, L2 BERIC L 2%
PR TOABIZ STz,

Fincher-Kiefer (1993,1996) (X4, &I LIEamIIamEN 7 ¥ 2 M X— ZOMEEIZHIK
L, FPHIHER ERE TV OBEICEHIT 20 U W TR O R & R %
&, SRS E L72HRNEBEOLHERIE, ENT FA PXR=ZAD L NV T
ZEAELPo72D, RWETNDOL XNV TIEEND > ZTTREENEZ N DL, FHIL
AL ARTHEERA), XOREOEM Lo 72 T L ANOVILER IS K & 72 FRATE R % 4
DRIFNIE R LR hro/bEZOLNDY, FNUILY, BERGEL NVOEOHFIL L
N LFAEETITEEL TV OTE W e EZONDL, BRI RS KL T,
HERZ T L ASOVILERIZ S B 2 2 B S B ERGE A v N — 7 RS
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Appendix

UFi )

A potato farmer was sent to prison just at the time when he should have been digging the ground for
planting the new crop of potatoes. He knew that his wife would not be strong enough to do the
digging by herself, but that she could manage to do the planting ; and he also knew that he did not
have any friends or neighbors who would be willing to do the digging for him. So, he wrote a let-
ter to his wife which said, “Please do not dig the potato field. T hid the money and the gun there.”
Ten days later he got a letter from his wife. It said, “T think somebody is reading your letters be-
fore they go out of the prison. Some policemen arrived here two days ago and dug up the whole
potato field. What shall I do now?” The prisoner wrote back at once, “Plant the potatoes, of

»
course.
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