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The Characterigics o Sudents Peer Attachment and Its Reationship
with Friendship Quality : Social Goalsasa Mediator

LI Xiao-ging'?> ZOU Hong' LIU Yan' YANG Ying'
(1. The Ingtitute & Devdopmental Psychology , Bejing Normal University , Bejing 100875 ;
2. Department d Educational Psychoogy , the Chinese University o Hong Kong, Hong Kong)

Abstract :593 gudents participated in current sudy. Quegionnaires were used to explore the characterigics of sudents

peer atachment , and its relationship with ocia goals and friendship quality. The results showed that : (1) the gudents

peer atachment could be categorized with 4 dyles, including secure, preoccupied, dismissing and fearful , whose
proportion were 34.5 %, 23.8 %, 22.1 % and 19.6 %, repectivdy. (2) there were dgnificant differences between
grades and =X in peer attachment. Thet is, attachment anxiety of Grade 8 was sgnificantly higher than Grade 10. And
attachment awidance o Gade 7 was higher than Gade 8, Qade 10 and Gade 11. Boys' atachment anxiety was
dgnificantly lower than girls’ , but their attachment awidance was higher than girls’ . (3) the 4 gsyles differed
dgnificantly in socid gods and friendship qudity. (4) the help and support , intimecy of social god's served as a partid

mediator in the relationship between peer attachment and friendship qudlity.

Key wor ds:peer attachment ; ocial god's; friendship qudity ; sudents

( 31 )

The Developmental Trends of Chinese Children’ s
Oral English Output Forms

LI Yanfang'®> GUAN Yi-jie’* LOU Chunfang” Dong Qi‘*
(1. Indtitute d Cognitive Neurcscience and Leaming , Bejing 100875
2. State Key Laboratory d Cognitive Neurcscience and Learning , Beijing Normal University. Beijing 100875
3. Schod o Psychdogy , Bejing Normal University , Bejing 100875
4. Bdjing Key Lab d Applied Experimental Psychdogy , Bejing 100875;
5. Save the Children)

Abgract: Four tasks (sdf introduction, picture narrating, role play and asking quegions) were used to identify
developmental trendsof Chinese children’ soral English output forms. The children of second , fourth and sixth grade (N
=82) from an ordinary primary school of Beijing were tesed in the current gudy. The resultsindicated: (1) With the
children going to higher grades, the amount of formulaic eech decreases while that of other ungrammetica peech
increases. Right but not formulaic goeech increases and remains gable in grade 4. (2) In grade 2, the formulaic goeech
is the main output form. In grade 4, the amount of both Snplified gpeech and right but not formulaic geech increases.
In grade 6, the amount of snplified geech increases, however , the formulaic eech 4ill is the main output form.
Key words:ord endish; primary school gudents; ora output form
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