“At Least She Said Something”:
Children Prefer Inaccurate Over Ignorant Informants
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Introduction Method Results
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Conclusions Who is saying the right thing? Explicit Judgment: Collapsed across all studies

= 4- and 5-year-olds did not equate ignorance with
Inaccuracy: they initially preferred a speaker they
knew was wrong, preferred her novel information
later, and claimed she knew more about the objects
she had just labeled incorrectly compared to an
ignorant speaker (unless she was also helpful).
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Who was better at telling me what
these were called?

= Children view those who make the effort to respond
INn some helpful way, even If incorrect, more favorably.
This suggests that effort can overshadow ignorance

and Inaccuracy.

Who knows the most about these
things?

Acknowledgments

Thanks to the children and parents who participated In this research, and the research assistants in the
Child Language & Learning Lab who helped collect the data. Contact: rkondrad@virginia.edu




