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Filial Culture: the Mechanism that Influence Personality

Liu Chao  Guo Yongyu
(Department of psychology, Central China Nomal University, Wuhan 430079)

Abstract: As important property of Chinese traditional culture, Filial Culture offered systematic context, discourse and behavior principle, which
not only influenced the history appearance and present existence in macro— domain but also personality in micro— domain. This paper analyzed
the reasonableness that Filial culture existed in China in such a long time, interpreted Filial Culture and its negative effect in perspective of psy-
chology, and discussed the relationship between Filial Culture and Chinese specific personality traits. Just by concrete parenting style and parent
— child relationship Filial Culture finished its influence on the shape of personality.

Key words: Filial; Filial culture; personality
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On the Development of the Psychology in Modern China from
The Perspective of Disciplinarity

Hu Yanfeng
(Foreign Language Depattment, Dezhou Univesity, Dezhou 253023)

Abstract: Disciplinanty is a kind of integrative system of knowledge producing and skilled persons training which plays the cmcial role in the
pmwocess of some subject. During Republic of China, many psychology depariments were founded in some universities, where the Chinese own
psy chology began to be established. At that time, the psychology depatment of Central University became the best example, and their exploration
tallied with the theory of disciplinarity to some extent.

Key words: disciplinarnty; Republic of China; psy chology; psychology department of central university



