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MNew Directions (2):
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Adopting new technologies

# How and when should which technaloges be
adogrmed?
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Four ideas to think about when
considering a new technology
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3. Sccial Presenios

4. Dwception and Honesty
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Conversational Grounding
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Example I:
Survey Satisficing by Web Panel Members
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Prompting slows down responses
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Effect of prompts after earlier gquestions on
later stralghelining
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High Dialog Capabilicy

Response Accuracy for “Complicared” Cases
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Example 3:
Social Presence and Creception
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Experimental design for study
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Participants
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Resulrs
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More Social Cues Produce Similar - probably
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Control ower Charactenstcs of Interviewing System
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Conclusion

+ Hard 2 predics whit comimusmcstion techidegies will be
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