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on his windshield to make sure he does not stall, yet he never sees that another air-
plane is blocking his runway! (p. 180)

You may be skeptical that such a phenomenon really happens. After all, how can a 
(nonpsychotic) person be looking at an object and not really see it? One answer can be 
found in the Neisser and Becklen (1975) experiment described previously—research 
participants failing to “see” an unexpected event. A more dramatic (and humorous) 
demonstration again comes from the laboratory of Daniel Simons, who partially 
replicated the Neisser and Becklen study using more sophisticated video technology 
(Simons & Chabris, 1999). Christopher Chabris, a graduate student who collaborated 
with Simons on the study, described its origins in a recent book for a lay audience 
(Chabris & Simons, 2010).

Figure 4.3 depicts four experimental conditions (each research participant was assigned 
to only one condition). As in the Neisser and Becklen (1975) study, participants were 
asked to follow either the “white team” or the “black team” and to count the number 
of times the team they were watching passed a basketball (Easy condition) or to keep 
track separately of both the number of bounce passes and the number of aerial passes 
made by the target team (Hard condition).

 Figure 4.3: Single frames from each of the display tapes used. The transparent conditions 
(top row) were created by superimposing three separately filmed events by means of digital 
video editing. The opaque conditions (bottom row) were filmed as a single action sequence 
with all seven actors. This figure shows the display for each condition halfway through the 
unexpected event, which lasted for 5 seconds of the 75-second video.

Source: Simons, D. J., & Chabris, C. F. (1999). Gorillas in our midst: Sustained inattentional blindness for dynamic events. Perception, 28, Fig. 2, p. 1067.


