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1.There are subjects who can pass A-tasks

2.These subjects’ success on A-tasks is explained by the fact that
they can represent (false) beliefs
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1.There are subjects who can pass A-tasks but cannot pass B-tasks.

2.These subjects’ success on A-tasks is explained by the fact that
they can represent (false) beliefs

BNIhesefsuibjectsafaillrelon]Bataskslisiexplainedlbylthelfaciithat

theylcannotirepresent(false)lbeliefs

All B-tasks impose a requirement (or set of requirements)
other than the requirement to represent a false belief.
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(Hood et al, 2003)
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1.There are subjects who can pass A-tasks but cannot pass B-tasks.

2.These subjects’ success on A-tasks is explained by the fact that
they can represent (false) beliefs using a simple measure

in a modular process
3.These subjects’ failure on B-tasks is explained by the fact that

they cannot represent (false) beliefs using a sophisticated measure
In a non-modular process
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level-1 perspective taking

level-2 perspective taking

false beliefs about non-
existence

false beliefs about location

false beliefs about identity
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Relational
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Your field = a set of Principle 1: one can't goal-
objects related to you by directedly act on an object unless
proximity, orientation, one has encountered it.

lighting and other factors

Principle 2: correct registration is a
You encounter an object = condition of successful action.
it is in your field

You register an object at a
location = you most
recently encountered the
object at that location

E’* Eou Eli

prox:mlty orlentatlon IIQM. ==
) e e "‘M 3 apn | ' ' .. ;




Food

.

v

1

Subordinate

Dominant

<

Occluders

Y T



“chimpanzees understand ... intentions ...
perception and knowledge ... Moreover, they
understand how these psychological states
work together to produce intentional action”
(Call & Tomasello 2008:191)
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“chimpanzees probably do not understand
others in terms of a fully human-like belief-
desire psychology”

(Call and Tomasello 2008)
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“chimpanzees understand ... intentions ...
perception and Moreover, they
understand how these psychological states
work together to produce intentional action”
(Call & Tomasello 2008:191)

“our [typical adult humans’] fundamental
conception of what it is to know that P is itself
an explanatory conception [...] we think of S’s
knowledge that P as something that can
properly be explained by reference to what S
has perceived or remembered or proved or ...”
(Cassam 2007:356)
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Your field = a set of
objects related to you by
proximity, orientation,
lighting and other factors

You encounter an object =
it is in your field

You register an object at a
location = you most
recently encountered the
object at that location

Principle 1: one can't goal-

directedly act on an object unless
one has encountered it.

Principle 2: correct registration is a

condition of successful action.
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Your field = a set of Principle 1: one can't goal-
objects related to you by directedly act on an object unless
proximity, orientation, one has encountered it.

lighting and other factors

Principle 2: correct registration is a
You encounter an object = condition of successful action.
it is in your field

Principle 3

You register an object at a
location = you most
recently encountered the

object at that location
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Your field = a set of
objects related to you by
proximity, orientation,
lighting and other factors

You encounter an object =
it is in your field

You register an object at a
location = you most
recently encountered the
object at that location

Principle 1: one can't goal-
directedly act on an object unless
one has encountered it.

Principle 2: correct registration is a
condition of successful action.

Principle 3: when an agent performs
a goal-directed action and the goal
specifies an object, the agent will
act as if the object were actually in
the location she registers it at.
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1.There are subjects who can pass A-tasks but cannot pass B-tasks.

2.These subjects’ success on A-tasks is explained by the fact that
they can represent (false) beliefs using a simple measure

in a modular process
3.These subjects’ failure on B-tasks is explained by the fact that

they cannot represent (false) beliefs using a sophisticated measure
In a non-modular process
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1.Charly is Samantha

2. Mitch believes that Charly is in Baltimore

3. Mitch believes that Samantha is in Baltimore

(1) &(2) £ (3)
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1.Charly is Samantha

2. Mitch believes that Charly is in Baltimore

3. Mitch believes that Samantha is in Baltimore

(1) &(2) £ (3)

4. Mitch registers <Charly, Baltimore>

5. Mitch registers <Samantha, Baltimore>

(1) & (4) = (5)
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1.There are subjects who can pass A-tasks but cannot pass B-tasks.

2.These subjects’ success on A-tasks is explained by the fact that
they can represent (false) beliefs using a simple measure

in a modular process
3.These subjects’ failure on B-tasks is explained by the fact that

they cannot represent (false) beliefs using a sophisticated measure
in a non-modular process
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