
Child in Society 
 
Psyc 480, Fall 2017 
Wednesday 1:00 – 2:30pm 
Friday 11:30 – 1:00pm 
 
 

Instructor: Dr. Stanka A. Fitneva 
Office: Humphrey 349 
Office hours: TBA 
Phone: 613- 533-2363 
E-mail: fitneva@queensu.ca 

 
Course Description  

The seminar focuses on the development of children’s ability to navigate the social world. How do children 
understand social structures and processes? What determines their place in these structures? What shapes 
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Schedule of readings and activities (TENTATIVE) 
 

Date Topic Readings/Activities 

Sept 13 Introduction Syllabus 

Sept 15  The Ws - Child in Society 

Sept 20 Social 
adaptation 

Hirschfeld, L. (2013). The myth of mentalizing and primacy of folk sociology.  In M. R. 
Banaji & S. A. Gelman (eds.) Navigating the Social World: What infants, children, 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1100290108
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12714
http://www.waisman.wisc.edu/socialkids/documents/YoungChildrensAutomaticaEncodingofSocialCategories.Wesiman,Johnson,Shutts.2015.pdf
http://www.waisman.wisc.edu/socialkids/documents/YoungChildrensAutomaticaEncodingofSocialCategories.Wesiman,Johnson,Shutts.2015.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12130
https://doi.org/10.1002/icd.741
http://www.waisman.wisc.edu/socialkids/documents/SocialClassDifferencesProduceSocialClassPrefernces.HorwtizShuttsOlson.2014.pdf
http://www.waisman.wisc.edu/socialkids/documents/SocialClassDifferencesProduceSocialClassPrefernces.HorwtizShuttsOlson.2014.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/jasp.12279
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2015.08.002


https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12654
https://doi.org/10.1111/desc.12509
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2012.01835.x
http://www.rmt.ucla.edu/
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0152001
http://www.waisman.wisc.edu/socialkids/documents/ChildrenUseNonverbalCues2MakeInferences����ֱ��SocialPower2015.pdf
http://www.waisman.wisc.edu/socialkids/documents/ChildrenUseNonverbalCues2MakeInferences����ֱ��SocialPower2015.pdf
https://software.rc.fas.harvard.edu/lds/wp-content/uploads/2010/07/5.pdf
http://eccl.mit.edu/papers/Magid%20&%20Schulz_Moral%20Alchemy.pdf
http://www.psych.ubc.ca/~abaron/downloads/Pun_Birch_Baron_PNAS2016.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2013.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797613493444
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1221217110
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12505


 

Nov 1  Fu, G., Heyman, G. D., Cameron, C. A., & Lee, K. (2016). Learning to be unsung 
heroes: development of reputation management in two cultures. Child 
Development, 87(3), 689–699. https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12494 

 
Ingram, G. P. D., & Bering, J. M. (2010). Children’s tattling: The reporting of everyday 

norm violations in preschool settings. Child Development, 81(3), 945–957. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2010.01444.x 

 
Tasimi, A., & Wynn, K. (2016). Costly rejection of wrongdoers by infants and children. 

Cognition, 151, 76–79. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2016.03.004 
 
*Engelmann, J. M., Over, H., Herrmann, E., & Tomasello, M. (2013). Young children 

care more about their reputation with ingroup members and potential reciprocators. 
Developmental Science, 16(6), 952–958. DOI:10.1111/desc.12086 

 

Nov 3 Evolution and 
Socialization 

Delton, A. W., & Sell, A. (2014). The co-evolution of concepts and motivation. Current 
Directions in Psychological Science, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12494
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2010.01444.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2016.03.004
http://doi.org/10.1111/desc.12086
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963721414521631
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12525
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2012.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12358
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1700811114
https://www.dur.ac.uk/research/directory/staff/?mode=pdetail&id=5391&sid=5391&pdetail=96469
https://www.dur.ac.uk/research/directory/staff/?mode=pdetail&id=5391&sid=5391&pdetail=96469
http://www.waisman.wisc.edu/socialkids/documents/ChildrenUseWaelthCuestoEvaluateOthers.ShuttsBreyDornbuschSlywotzkyOlson.2016.PDF
http://www.waisman.wisc.edu/socialkids/documents/ChildrenUseWaelthCuestoEvaluateOthers.ShuttsBreyDornbuschSlywotzkyOlson.2016.PDF


 

benefits of group ownership. Developmental Psychology, 53(4), 686–

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2011.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2016.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1080/15248372.2013.815623
http://www.andersen.sdu.dk/vaerk/hersholt/TheEmperorsNewClothes_e.html


 

Psychology 480 



 

Facilitators: _____________________  Name of evaluator(s): ____________________ 
  _____________________     ____________________ 
  _____________________     ____________________ 
  _____________________ 
 
 
 
Discussion Evaluation 

 
Please comment on the following aspects of today’s discussion and give an overall mark. Your comments will be 
given to the discussion facilitators without identifying you. 
 

1. Apparent knowledge of content and preparedness of the facilitators 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2. Efforts and success of involving the class in a discussion 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3. What issues were discussed particularly well, i.e., what is the most memorable point of today’s 
discussion? 

 
 
 
 
 
 

4. What questions and topics could have been handled better? Any suggestions about how that could have 
been done? Were there any topics that you wish were discussed and were not? 

 
 
 
 
 
 

5. Did all facilitators contribute in a meaningful way?



 

Name: ____________________________ 
 
 

Self-evaluation 
 
Please comment on the following aspects of your role in today’s class. 
 

1. The strengths of your contribution 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2. What are the most significant challenges you encountered in your preparation? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3. If you could change anything in your contribution to today’s class, what would that be? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4. If you worked in a group, was the burden of the work fairly distributed? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Psychology 480 
Child in Society 

Dr. Stanka A. Fitneva 
 

Presentation Guidelines 
 
 
Content 

The papers we are going to discuss vary widely in topics and methods used to address these topics. As such, I 
expect that the content of each presentation may have different emphasis. For instance, some papers may have 
a more pronounced theoretical importance, whereas others might represent significant methodological 
advances. Nonetheless, many of the following content guidelines may prove useful in developing your 
presentation. 
 
1. Provide a clear, concise statement of the research question being investigated (What did they do?) 
 
2. Provide a clear description of the theoretical background. (Why did they do what they did?) 
 
3.* 



 

Name of presenter:_____________________  Name of evaluator(s): ____________________ 
          ____________________ 
          ____________________ 
 
 
Presentation Evaluation 

 
Please comment on the following five aspects of the presentation and give it an overall mark. Your comments 
will be given to the presenter without identifying you. 
 

1. Apparent knowledge of content and preparedness 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2. Logical organization of presentation 
 
 
 


