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I n the Angel study, we were interested
it [he kind of knowledpe very young
mlunls have about people and things, We
already know thot infanes have roles ahowm
Loy pelid whjeuis are supposed 1o behave. Far
cannple, ey know thae two solid abjects
cait’ L puss through each other, Previous
reseurch has also shown that Infants don’t
abwarys lreat people as if they were bound by
e sume rules as splid ohjects,  Sinee the
adulis i e lives cun do
all sorts ol “mugic™
Unings, ey might
Jusl  wxpect
peeple to be
spevial, We
combined
Mgk Lwo
qll'..'l-iljl.:llll': L]
ashk 10 inlunts
wauld  he
surprised if a
person phssed
through a salid ohjee
lu vther words, do infanis expeet people to
e tiulid, i do they think peopla are more like
ehosls or angels?

W showed Infants a hand extending
seross o slage. When they got bared, we
shuowed them 1wo scenarios: the hand
uppewning tw nass through aowall, or the hand
appearing m pass in front of a wall. We
reasined that i they thought (hat )
hands were aolid, they would be
surprised when the hond scemed 10
gro righe through a wall, We also ran
another set of kids on the same type
ol trinls, but uacd a tov tralp instcad
of & hand, This was to make sure
that they renlly were surprised when
solid ohjeets went through walls,

We found that infants
were extremely sumprised
when the hand appeared
toy pasa through the wall,

Angel Study

Rebeecca Save, Post-Doctoral Fellow
Tania Tzelnie, Resewareh Assistant

it

In fact, they were just as surprised when they
saw the hand go hough e wall ws ey wene
when they saw the bain go through (he wall,
Une question we bad, tougl, was
whether we'd learned something abuout sgents
(people, animals, or anyihing else (hal cun
cause things to happen i e world) or
whether we'd isolated semething specilic w
humans, 3o we designed auother sludy that
asked whether inlants would be surprised
when ey saw a novel
agenl pasy trough

a wall.

Th e
novel agent is
a 4 inch high
puppet who

15 furry and

hup paoply

2 v ek
Infants gon 10
see him walliing
araund on the stape
{he's contralled from
above, like a marionele) at the beginning of
the study, In s study, he oppears 1w owalk
through a wall, or walk under an averhang
‘This way, we can lind what infines do know
about peeple,

We're still running kida in this

condition,  and we'ne really curdons ahowt
the resulls!




I noour Summer 2003 pewsletler we
tald vou about o sel ol studivy
investigating how infants leam aboul self-

propelled motion, Ln the lemung phuse ol

these studies we showed 7=month-olds twa
differentevents: Lo the “sell-propelled evenl™
we showed babies a wind-up toy (e.g. u lippo)
movwving

o U \Wind-Up Toy Studies

fiself. In the
“hand-moved
cvent'"  we
showed
habics a
wind-up toy {e.g. a
snail)  moving
nerosy the stage by
nn axperimenter s
haed. In the test
phase of these
studics, we put
both wind-up tays
next  to one
another on the
atage  and the
cxporimenter
removed her hands, Meither one moved for
20 sccends while we monitored which toy
infants spent more time Jooking al. We
predicted that if infants had learmed about
which animal was sclf-propelled in the
lenming phase, they would louk ul il longer
in the test phase because it was the only one
that might move again, That is exuetly what
happened! Rabics showed this el Tect {longer
looking at the previcusly sell-propelled
objecr) whether the stimuli were wind-up
animals, velueles, or unlumiliar “blnhs,*
suggesting that mbanls are very good nf
leaming about seli-propelled molion and that
they are willing to leam about il Lor any lind
of objeet (not just animals, fur exusmple).
Recently we did a [ollow-up study
sk what would happen i we made e “hand-
moved event™ in the tirst phase of the study
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as interesting ns the “sclf-propelled event,”
We were wondering 1 babies' looking in the
tese trinls of these studics was really motivated
by o expectaton that the object might move
again, or ifin rthe test mrials they were just
loaking of the previonsly self-propelled object
becsiuse it was (he most interesting thing from
the first phase
of the study.
To this end,
we created a
really
interesting
"hand-moved

cvent":
instead of jusi
moving the
object across the
stage, the
experimenter
bounced i

around the stage
floar and had 1
mave in severil
directions, Wlhen
we examined the
test trials, we
fonnd thet this time babies looked equally
Inmg ar the previously self-propelled and
previously (super-interesting) hand-moved
ohjeet.  This was surprising to us intially
hecnuse we thought babies would still look
langer at the self-prapelled object.
However, our interpretation ol all (e
previcus studies wsing this wethod is still il
babics arc motivated to look langer ul U
previously self-propelled animal because thiy
think it might move, not just because il was
the most interesting object i the lirsl phase
of the study, 11 it were the lalter case, ten
habics in the most recent study should
have looked longer in the test
rials at the previously hand-
maved object, because it was

the most interesting thing i the
firat phase.
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