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This paper is about the often turbulent relationship between psychologists and
linguists. While attempting to offer some kind of recent historical perspective on
that relationship, I also hope to suggest that the study of language universals with
respect to psychological processing might be the most fruitful route for collabora-
tion at the present moment in history. The paper is roughly divided into two parts.
The first section might be seen as a projective test for the participants of this con-
ference, and is presented in that spirit. Being neither a historjan of psychology
nor being old enough to have experienced first — hand much of the going-on in the
field of psycholinguistics, yet wanting to present some sort of historical vision, I
have resorted to the sophomoric technique of looking up all the reviews of psycho-
linguistics that appeared in the Annual Review of Psychology since 1953 and pre-
senting a collage of their contents in the order of their appearance. I have made
the effort to include most of the major issues that have interested researchers in
the field, the mentioning of which I hope will arouse the memory cells of the
participants of this conference and stimulate discussion. The second section sum-
marizes some of my recent developmental work in Japanese, which is presented

in the context of the study of language universals. '

A Collage of Psycholinguistics
Pre-1953

Georg Miller’s review (1953) was entitled “Communication”. It was completed in
May, 1953, when I was six months old. The organization of the paper is by indi-
vidual researchers who made significant contributions. Roman Jakobson and his
work on distinctive features is given first billing, Miller writes: “an important con-
sequence of the emphasis on features rather than phonemes is that it encourages
the linguist to accept the psychological nature of many linguistic problems”
(p.403). Miller contrasts Jakobson’s work with Zellig Harris’s distributional techni-
ques of linguistic analysis, where subjective concepts such as “meaning” are held
as a stong deterrent to the progress of rigorous scientific inquiry. Although these
two linguists enjoy the primacy effect in the review, the bulk of the emphasis re-
sides in Shannon’s information theory, and the work inspired by it. The review
reflects the spirit of the times, where measurement of information through redun-
dancy and math modelling of its flow was held at a premium. The engineer's con-
tribution to the study of communication is transparent. Charles Osgood’s semantic
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