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Abstrac t 

This paper presents empirical evidence regarding the nature of 
our  commonsens e concep t  o f  behef .  Th e findings  hav e sig -
nifican t  bearin g upo n claim s mad e b y author s concerne d wit h 
th e Fol k Psycholog y Debate—i n particular ,  the y challeng e Ste -
phen Stich' s (1983 )  clai m tha t  fol k psycholog y i s committe d t o 
a bma d accoun t  o f  belie f  states .  I n contras t  i t  i s  foun d tha t  fol k 
psycholog y favour s a  narro w accoun t  o f  belief .  Thi s resul t  i s 
importan t  i n refutin g Stich' s clai m tha t  th e fol k psychologica l 
concep t  o f  belie f  ha s n o rol e t o pla y i n a  develope d cognitiv e 
science .  Th e pape r  als o present s evidenc e regardin g th e in -
fluenc e o f  severa l  factor s o n fol k psychologica l  judgement s o f 
belie f  individuatio n (emphasise d similariiies/difference s bet -
ween th e referent s o f  beliefs ,  natur e o f  pas t  beliefs ,  goa l  o f 
classification) ,  an d introduce s a  methodolog y b y whic h t o in -
vestigat e furthe r  factors .  I t  i s  argue d tha t  th e observe d conflic t 
betwee n individua l  speculation s abou t  likel y fol k psycholo -
gica l  intuition s withi n th e philosophica l  literatur e an d actua l 
empirica l  dat a regardin g subjects '  response s highlight s th e im -
portan t  contributio n o f  experimenta l  psycholog y i n explorin g 
suc h philosophica l  issues . 

Introduction 

The Fol k Psycholog y Debat e concern s th e issu e o f  th e theo -
reti c statu s o f  ou r  commonsens e (fol k psychological )  expla -
nation s o f  behaviour .  Variou s position s hav e bee n take n o n 
thi s issue—som e author s hav e claime d tha t  fol k psycholog y 
i s a  radicall y fals e theor y whic h ha s n o plac e i n a  develo -
ped cognitiv e scienc e (Churchland ,  1981;Stich ,  1978,1983) , 
wherea s other s hav e defende d fol k psycholog y a s providin g 
a framewor k o f  explanatio n whic h i s essentia l  t o man y do -
main s withi n scientifi c  psycholog y (Morga n &  Woodward , 
1985 ;  Fodor ,  1986) .  Withi n thi s wide r  issue ,  severa l  aut -
hor s hav e focuse d o n th e mor e specifi c  concer n o f  identifyin g 
some o f  th e mos t  centra l  propertie s an d feature s o f  ou r  ever -
yda y commonsens e concep t  of/̂ e/ie/(belie f  havin g generall y 
been considere d t o b e th e mos t  prototypica l  exampl e o f  a  fol k 
psychologica l  explanator y concept) .  Mos t  notably ,  Stephe n 
Stic h (1983 )  make s claim s abou t  th e commitment s o f  th e fol k 
psychologica l  concep t  o f  belie f  whic h lea d hi m t o conclud e 
tha t  thi s concep t  "...ough t  no t  pla y an y significan t  rol e i n a 
scienc e aime d a t  explainin g huma n cognitio n an d behaviour " 
(Stich ,  1983 ,  p.5) .  Thi s i s a  bol d an d importan t  clai m which , 
i f  true ,  ha s fa r  reachin g consequence s fo r  th e discipline s o f 
psycholog y an d cognitiv e science ,  bot h o f  whic h d o m a k e ex -
tensiv e us e o f  th e concep t  o f  'belie f  i n man y o f  th e theorie s 
tha t  the y postulat e (se e Hewson ,  1993) . 

The rol e o f  thi s pape r  i s t o challeng e Stich' s clai m b y sho -

win g tha t  hi s statement s abou t  th e fundamenta l  commitment s 
of  th e fol k concep t  o f  belie f  ar e false .  Contrar y t o Stich ,  fol k 
psycholog y ofte n make s Judgement s abou t  belie f  individua -
tio n (i.e .  abou t  whethe r  tw o belief s ar e th e sam e o r  different ) 
whic h ar e i n lin e wit h a  'narro w causal '  accoun t  o f  belief .  I n 
addition ,  fol k psycholog y i s als o foun d t o tak e int o accoun t 
informatio n abou t  th e pas t  belief s o f  believer s i n decidin g 
whethe r  a  pai r  o f  belief s ar e th e same . 

Stich's Claims 

Stich's fundamental claim is that our everyday commonsense 
concepto f  belie f  possesse s certai n essentia l  feature s whic h ar e 
incompatibl e wit h th e feature s tha t  mus t  ultimatel y constrai n 
th e bes t  theorie s i n cognitiv e science .  Thi s clai m ca n b e 
broke n d o w n int o tw o sub-claims ;  th e first  o f  thes e i s tha t 
cognitiv e scienc e shoul d respec t  th e constraint s o f  a  'narro w 
causal '  theor y o f  th e min d (Stich ,  1983) .  Fo r  a  theor y o f 
min d t o b e narrow' ,  i t  mus t  respec t  th e principl e tha t  th e onl y 
propertie s relevan t  i n psychologica l  explanatio n ar e 'curren t 
interna l  physica l  propertie s o f  th e organism' ;  i n othe r  words , 
i f  i t  wer e possibl e fo r  ther e t o b e tw o peopl e w h o wer e exac t 
physica l  replicas ,  a  narro w accoun t  woul d stat e tha t  thes e tw o 
peopl e mus t  als o b e psychologicall y identical .  A n y propertie s 
externa l  t o th e organis m (i.e .  state s o f  th e externa l  world) ,  o r 
aspect s o f  th e organism' s history ,  ar e deeme d psychologicall y 
irrelevan t  b y a  narro w accoun t  an d ar e viewe d a s havin g n o 
rol e t o pla y i n psychologica l  explanation . 

A narro w causa l  accoun t  i s a  particula r  typ e o f  narro w 
accoun t  which ,  t o pu t  i t  ver y simply ,  see s belief s a s interna l 
physica l  state s o f  th e brain ,  an d whic h identifie s an y tw o belie f 
state s a s th e sam e i f  the y hav e th e sam e pattern s o f  potentia l 
causa l  interaction s wit h othe r  belie f  states ,  stimuli ,  an d beha -
viour .  T h e clai m tha t  psycholog y shoul d obe y th e constraint s 
of  a  narro w theor y o f  th e min d i s deepl y controversia l  (se e 
Burg e (1986 )  fo r  a n argumen t  agains t  thi s position) .  I n thi s 
paper ,  however ,  I  a m no t  concerne d wit h assessin g thi s claim , 
bii t  rathe r  wil l  b e focusin g o n Stich' s secon d sub-claim,  th e 
validit y o f  whic h i s equall y essentia l  t o hi s overal l  position ; 
thi s i s th e clai m tha t  fol k psycholog y adhere s t o a  'broad ' 
classificatio n o f  belie f  states . 

A broa d accoun t  o f  belie f  state s make s essentia l  referenc e 
t o condition s i n th e externa l  environmen t  i n it s usag e o f  th e 
ter m belief ,  an d i s thu s incompatibl e wit h a  'narrow '  accoun t 
whic h treat s suc h propertie s a s irrelevant .  Stic h support s th e 
genera l  clai m tha t  fol k psycholog y i s committe d t o a  broa d 
accoun t  o f  belie f  b y focusin g o n a  specifi c  instanc e o f  thi s 
featur e o f  fol k psychology :  thi s featur e i s tha t  fol k psycho -
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log y wil l  tak e int o accoun t  th e 'referents '  o f  a  pai r  o f  belief s 
when tryin g t o decid e whethe r  thes e belief s ar e th e sam e o f 
different .  Th e referen t  o f  a  belie f  ca n b e see n a s th e thin g 
tha t  th e belie f  i s  actuall y about—i t  i s a n aspec t  o f  th e externa l 
environment ;  fo r  example ,  i f  I  thin k 'thi s chai r  I' m sittin g i n 
i s uncomfortable '  tha n th e referen t  o f  m y belie f  i s th e actua l 
chai r  (th e objec t  i n th e world )  tha t  I  a m sittin g o n whe n I 
expres s tha t  belief .  Stich' s clai m i s tha t  whe n a  pai r  o f  belief s 
hav e differen t  referents ,  fol k psycholog y i s likel y t o classif y 
th e belief s a s different ,  eve n i n instance s wher e th e belief s 
ar e identica l  i n term s o f  potentia l  causa l  interactions .  Clearly , 
thi s i s inconsisten t  wit h a  narro w causa l  accoun t  whic h mus t 
necessaril y  trea t  belief s wit h th e sam e causa l  potentia l  a s iden -
tical .  I f  Stic h i s correc t  abou t  thi s featur e o f  fol k psychology , 
the n i t  i s  indee d a t  odd s wit h a  narro w causa l  account .  Not e 
tha t  Stich' s clai m i s i n fac t  a  ver y stron g one ;  h e i s no t  sim -
pl y sayin g tha t  fol k psycholog y doe s no t  matc h exactl y th e 
requirement s o f  a  narro w theor y o f  mind ,  bu t  tha t  i t  i s funda -
mentall y  a t  odd s wit h suc h a  theory ,  t o th e exten t  tha t  i t  i s no t 
eve n assimilabl e t o a  narro w account . 

Stich's Arguments 

Stic h back s u p hi s clai m regardin g th e 'broad '  commitment s 
of  fol k psycholog y b y presentin g evidenc e abou t  th e intuition s 
of  'hypothetica l  subjects' .  Th e strateg y Stic h use s t o glea n 
informatio n abou t  suc h intuition s i s t o construc t  'though t  ex -
periments '  whic h allo w hi m t o mak e speculativ e cleiim s abou t 
th e intuition s tha t  peopl e woul d hav e whe n presente d wit h 
thes e experiments .  Stic h i s carefull y explici t  i n pointin g ou t 
tha t  h e i s no t  concerne d wit h findin g ou t  abou t  th e natur e o f 
th e entitie s referre d t o b y ou r  commonsens e ter m 'belief ,  tha t 
is ,  wha t  'beliefs '  mus t  b e i f  the y exis t  i n th e world ,  bu t  rathe r 
wit h tryin g t o describ e th e natur e o f  th e concep t  itself .  H e 
states ,  "...m y ai m i s t o describ e ou r  fol k concep t  rathe r  tha n t o 
elaborat e o n it "  (Stich ,  1983 ,  p.78) ,  an d "th e inevitabl e stra -
teg y i s t o ge t  a s clea r  a s possibl e o n th e working s o f  ou r  fol k 
concep t  an d the n asses s th e prospect s o f  pressin g thi s concep t 
(o r  som e elaboratio n o f  it )  int o servic e i n a  seriou s empirica l 
theory "  (Stich ,  1983 ,  p.76) . 

Th e example s Stic h construct s presen t  situation s i n whic h 
tw o agent s ar e see n t o hol d belief s whic h ar e identica l  i n 
term s o f  potentia l  causa l  interactions ,  bu t  differen t  i n term s 
of  referent .  I f  Stich' s clai m abou t  th e commitment s o f  fol k 
psycholog y i s correc t  the n peopl e shoul d classif y th e belief s 
of  th e tw o agent s a s different ,  i n contras t  t o a  narro w causa l 
accoun t  whic h woul d classif y th e belief s a s th e same .  Stic h 
predict s tha t  peopl e woul d classif y belief s a s differen t  unde r 
thes e conditions ,  an d thu s conclude s tha t  hi s example s sho w 
fol k psycholog y t o b e fundamentall y a t  odd s wit h a  narro w 
causa l  account ,  becaus e " a narro w causa l  accoun t  dictate s 
judgement s abou t  h o w belief s ar e t o b e characterise d an d 
w h en the y ar e t o coun t  a s th e sam e o r  different ,  whic h d o 
not  compor t  wit h th e judgement s o f  fol k psychology "  (Stich , 
1983 ,  p.51) .  Sinc e a  narro w causa l  accoun t  mus t  (accordin g 
t o Stich )  ultimatel y b e wha t  constrain s successfu l  theorie s 
withi n cognitiv e science ,  i t  follow s tha t  i f  fol k psycholog y 
i s indee d fundamentall y a t  odd s wit h suc h a n account ,  i t  i s 
disqualifie d fro m becomin g a  par t  o f  cognitiv e science . 

However ,  Stich' s claim s abou t  th e directio n o f  fol k intui -
tion s i n th e example s h e present s ar e questionable ;  no t  onl y 
this ,  bu t  i t  i s possibl e t o construc t  alternativ e example s whic h 

obe y th e constraint s Stic h impose s bu t  fo r  whic h i t  seem s fa r 
mor e plausibl e tha t  fol k psycholog y wil l  c o m e dow n i n fa -
vou r  o f  a  'narrow '  rathe r  tha n a  'broad '  classificatio n o f  belie f 
states—thi s suggest s tha t  factor s othe r  tha n thos e considere d 
by Stic h wil l  influenc e fol k psychologica l  judgement s abou t 
belie f  individuation .  I f  thi s  i s th e cas e the n Stich' s conclusio n 
tha t  fol k psycholog y wil l  classif y tw o belief s a s differen t  whe n 
the y ar e identica l  i n term s o f  potentia l  causa l  interaction s bu t 
diffe r  i n term s o f  referenc e i s no t  justified . 

Th e curren t  researc h report s a n experimen t  se t  u p t o tes t 
Stich' s specifi c  clai m (whic h continue s t o b e widel y accep -
ted) ,  a s wel l  a s t o introduc e a  methodolog y whic h allow s 
investigatio n o f  furthe r  propertie s o f  th e fol k psychologica l 
concep t  o f  belief .  I n thi s experimen t  thes e furthe r  propertie s 
wer e investigate d b y varyin g severa l  factor s tha t  i t  wa s though t 
migh t  influenc e intuitiv e judgement s abou t  belie f  individua -
tion .  Thes e factor s wer e no t  take n int o accoun t  b y Stic h a s 
feature s tha t  migh t  b e influencin g fol k psychologica l  intui -
tion s i n th e example s h e presents ;  however ,  i f  thes e factor s 
do influenc e intuitiv e judgement s the n Stich' s conclusion s ar e 
potentiall y  invali d fo r  failin g t o tak e thes e feature s int o ac -
count .  Tha t  is ,  th e hypothetica l  intuition s tha t  Stic h discusse s 
m ay b e accountabl e t o th e influenc e o f  thes e factors ,  rathe r 
tha n t o th e influenc e o f  feature s abou t  th e referent s o f  th e 
belief s a s Stic h claims . 

Adoptin g a  procedur e whereb y subject s ar e presente d wit h 
though t  experiment s an d aske d t o classif y th e belief s descri -
bed i n term s o f  samenes s o r  difference ,  thre e factor s tha t 
m ay serv e t o guid e fol k intuition s wer e investigated .  Th e 
manipulatio n o f  thes e factor s gav e ris e t o thre e experimenta l 
hypotheses : 

1. When two agents hold beliefs which are identical in terms of 
potentia l  causa l  interactions ,  bu t  thes e belief s hav e differen t  re -
ferents ,  the n emphasisin g eithe r  th e similaritie s o r  difference s 
betwee n thos e referent s wil l  affec t  fol k psychologica l  judgement s 
regardin g th e sameness/differenc e o f  th e belief s i n question . 

2.  Whe n tw o agent s hol d belief s whic h ar e identica l  i n term s 
of  potentia l  causa l  interactions ,  bu t  thes e belief s hav e diffe -
ren t  referents ,  fol k psychologica l  judgement s abou t  th e sa -
meness/differenc e o f  thes e belief s wil l  b e affecte d b y informatio n 
concernin g th e pas t  belief s o f  th e agent s involved . 

3. When two agents hold beliefs which are identical in terms of 
potentia l  causa l  interactions ,  bu t  thes e belief s hav e differen t  refe -
rents ,  judgement s abou t  th e sameness/differenc e o f  thes e belief s 
wil l  b e affecte d b y whethe r  o r  no t  i t  i s mad e explici t  tha t  th e pur -
pos e o f  th e classificatio n i s t o enabl e predictio n o f  th e behaviou r 
of  th e person s involved . 

E x p e r i m e n t 

Material s 

Th e experimenta l  material s consiste d o f  tw o pair s o f  stories . 
The first  pai r  o f  storie s comprise d o f  a n exampl e o f  a  though t 
experimen t  presente d b y Stephe n Stic h (a s show n i n tabl e 1) , 
and a  variatio n o n thi s though t  experiment ;  thes e tw o pas -
sage s ar e subsequentl y referre d t o a s th e 'Ike '  stories .  Th e 
secon d pai r  o f  storie s comprise d o f  a  passag e consuaicte d 
by th e autho r  (a s show n i n tabl e 2 )  an d a  varian t  o n thi s 
passage ;  thes e passage s ar e referre d t o a s th e 'Twin '  stories . 
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Belo w i s a  shor t  story .  Pleas e rea d thi s stor y an d the n 
answe r  th e questio n a t  th e end . 

This story is about two men. Tom and Dick. Tom is 
a contemporar y o f  ours ,  a  youn g ma n wit h Httl e interes t 
i n pohtic s o r  history .  Fro m tim e t o tim e h e ha s hear d bit s 
of  informatio n abou t  Dwigh t  Davi d Eisenhower .  W e ca n 
assume tha t  mos t  o f  wha t  T o m ha s hear d i s true ,  thoug h ther e 
i s n o nee d t o insis t  tha t  al l  o f  i t  is .  Le t  u s als o assum e tha t  eac h 
tim e T o m hear d somethin g abou t  Eisenhower ,  Eisenhowe r 
was referre d t o a s 'Ike' .  T o m know s tha t  thi s mus t  b e a 
nicknam e o f  som e sort ,  bu t  h e ha s n o ide a wha t  th e man' s 
ful l  nam e migh t  b e an d doesn' t  ver y muc h care .  Bein g littl e 
intereste d i n suc h matters ,  T o m remember s onl y a  fractio n 
of  wha t  h e ha s hear d abou t  Ike :  tha t  h e wa s bot h a  militar y 
man an d a  politica l  figure;  tha t  h e playe d gol f  a  lot ;  tha t  h e 
i s n o longe r  alive ;  tha t  h e ha d a  penchan t  fo r  malapropisms ; 
and perhap s anothe r  hal f  doze n facts .  H e ha s n o memor y o f 
when o r  wher e h e hear d thes e facts ,  no r  fro m whom . 

Dick ,  i n thi s story ,  i s  a  youn g ma n i n Victoria n Eng -
land .  Lik e Tom ,  h e i s bore d b y politic s an d history .  Dic k 
has hear d som e anecdote s abou t  a  certai n Victoria n publi c 
figure ,  Reginal d Angell-James ,  who ,  fo r  som e reaso n tha t 
histor y doe s no t  record ,  wa s generall y calle d 'Ike' .  An d i n 
al l  th e storie s tha t  Dic k ha s hear d abou t  Angell-James ,  th e 
gentlema n wa s referre d t o a s 'Ike' .  Angell-Jame s an d Ei -
senhowe r  le d ver y differen t  career s i n differen t  place s an d 
times .  However ,  ther e wer e som e similaritie s betwee n th e 
tw o men .  I n particular ,  bot h wer e involve d i n politic s an d 
th e military ,  bot h like d t o pla y golf ,  an d bot h ha d a  penchan t 
fo r  malapropisms .  Moreover ,  i t  jus t  s o happen s tha t  th e fe w 
fact s Dic k remember s abou t  Angell-Jame s coincid e wit h th e 
fe w fact s T o m remember s abou t  Eisenhower .  Wha t  i s more , 
Dic k woul d repor t  thes e fact s usin g th e ver y sam e sentence s 
tha t  T o m woul d use ,  sinc e th e onl y nam e Dic k know s fo r 
Angell-Jame s i s 'Ike' . 

Now,  suppos e tha t  on e fine  da y i n 188 0 on e o f  Dick' s 
friend s ask s hi m wha t  h e know s abou t  Ike .  Dic k replie s 
"H e wa s som e kin d o f  politicia n wh o playe d gol f  a  lot. "  A 
centur y later ,  on e o f  Tom' s friend s ask s hi m a n identicall y 
worde d question ,  an d T o m give s a n identicall y worde d reply . 

Question: Do Tom and Dick have the same or different 
belief s whe n the y sa y " H e wa s s o m e kin d o f  politicia n w h o 
playe d gol f  a  lot" ? (I f  yo u wis h yo u m a y giv e a  reaso n fo r 
you r  answer) . 

Tabl e I :  Materia l  O n e (Ike-diff-nogoal ) 

Eac h pai r  o f  storie s w a s constructe d i n orde r  t o mani -
pulat e on e variable .  Fo r  th e Ik e storie s th e variabl e wa s 
emphasise d similaritie s o r  difference s betwee n th e referent s 
of  a  belief ,  thus ,  th e passag e i n Tabl e 1  emphasise s dif -
ference s betwee n th e tw o m e n referre d t o a s 'Ike' ,  an d i s 
named 'Ike-diff ,  wherea s th e varian t  o n thi s passag e e m -
phasise d similaritie s betwee n th e tw o m e n ,  an d i s n a m e d 
'Ike-sim' .  Fo r  th e Twi n storie s th e variabl e manipulate d 
was informatio n concernin g th e pas t  belief s o f  th e belie -
ver s i n question ;  th e detail s o f  exactl y h o w thi s facto r  wa s 
varie d ar e complex ,  henc e fo r  presen t  clarit y o f  descrip -
tio n thes e detail s ar e lef t  unti l  th e discussio n section .  T h e 
tw o Twi n passage s ar e n a m e d 'Twin-past '  an d Twin-nopast' . 

Belo w i s a  shor t  story .  Pleas e rea d thi s stor y a n d the n 
answe r  th e questio n a t  th e end . 

This is a story about two identical twins, Sam and Jim. 
Sam an d Ji m gro w u p t o hav e a  ver y clos e relationship ,  eac h 
i s ver y fon d an d prou d o f  hi s brothe r  Becaus e the y ar e s o 
close ,  Sa m an d Ji m spen d a  lo t  o f  tim e together ,  and ,  i n fact , 
ten d t o adop t  ver y simila r  mannerism s an d interests .  Howe -
ver ,  i n orde r  t o tr y an d maintai n som e degre e o f  individualit y 
th e brother s dres s quit e differently ,  S a m bein g happies t  i n a 
sui t  an d Ji m preferrin g t o wea r  jeans .  Bein g ver y friendl y 
and outgoin g youn g men ,  Sa m an d Ji m hav e man y goo d fri -
ends .  On e suc h frien d i s Sara .  Sar a know s bot h S a m an d Ji m 
ver y well ,  an d thoug h the y loo k identica l  an d mimi c eac h 
other s mannerisms ,  sh e doesn' t  hav e an y difficult y tellin g 
the m apart ,  becaus e o f  thei r  differin g style s o f  dress . 

However ,  on e sunn y mornin g Sar a look s ou t  o f  he r  win -
do w an d notice s S a m walkin g past ,  lookin g rathe r  smar t  a s 
usual ,  an d think s t o hersel f  "Ah ,  ther e goe s S a m walkin g 
past  m y window" .  I n fact ,  sh e i s mistake n sinc e i t  i s  no t  S a m 
but  Jim ,  dresse d u p fo r  a  jo b interview .  Meanwhile ,  Sam ,  a s 
hi s usua l  smar t  self ,  happen s t o b e walkin g pas t  hi s cousi n 
Jane' s window ,  an d sh e als o look s ou t  an d think s "Ah ,  ther e 
goes Sa m walkin g pas t  m y window" . 

Question: Do Sara and Jane have the same or different 
belief s w h e n the y sa y "Ah ,  ther e goe s S a m walkin g pas t  m y 
w indo w "  ?  (I f  yo u wis h yo u m a y giv e a  reaso n fo r  you r 
answer) . 

Tabl e 2 :  Materia l  3  (Twin-past-nogoal ) 

For  th e purpos e o f  extractin g subjects '  intuitions ,  a  questio n 
was presente d alon g wit h eac h story .  Thi s questio n simpl y 
aske d subject s t o sa y whethe r  the y though t  th e agent s discus -
se d ha d th e sam e o r  differen t  beliefs .  Fo r  eac h pai r  o f  storie s 
tw o version s o f  th e questio n wer e constructed :  'goal '  an d 
'nogoal' .  T h e rol e o f  th e tw o type s o f  questio n wa s t o creat e a 
thir d variabl e whic h i t  wa s though t  m a y influenc e subjects '  re -
sponses ,  explici t  goa l  v s n o explici t  goa l  i n classifyin g beliefs ; 
th e goa l  versio n o f  th e questio n m a d e i t  explici t  tha t  th e goa l 
of  classificatio n wa s t o predic t  behaviour ,  wherea s th e nogoa l 
versio n di d no t  specif y an y explici t  goa l  o f  classification .  Ta -
ble s 1  an d 2  bot h sho w th e nogoa l  versio n o f  th e questio n fo r 
thes e stories ;  belo w i s th e goa l  versio n o f  th e questio n fo r  th e 
stor y displaye d i n Tabl e 1 : 

Question: Imagine you are a scientist who thinks that it is possible 
t o predic t  th e wa y peopl e wil l  behav e b y lookin g a t  th e belief s the y 
have .  Fo r  th e purpose s o f  predictin g thei r  behaviour ,  woul d yo u sa y 
tha t  Sar a aru l  Jan e hav e th e sam e o r  differen t  belief s whe n the y sa y 
"Ah ,  ther e goe s Sa m walkin g pas t  m y window" ? 

Subjects 

Subject s wer e 1 5 psycholog y undergraduates ,  aske d t o tak e 
par t  i n th e experimen t  durin g a  tutoria l  session ,  an d 13 5 emai l 
respondents .  Th e emai l  respondent s replie d t o a n internatio -
nall y poste d cal l  fo r  subjects . 

Design and Procedure 

Eigh t  questionnaire s wer e constructe d fro m th e materials ; 
eac h questionnair e consiste d o f  on e o f  th e tw o Ik e storie s 
plu s on e o f  th e tw o Twi n stories .  Fo r  eac h o f  th e (four )  pos -
sibl e combination s o f  thes e storie s tw o questionnaire s wer e 
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produced—on e i n whic h eac h o f  th e storie s wa s followe d b y 
th e goa l  versio n o f  th e questio n an d on e i n whic h eac h stor y 
was followe d b y th e nogoa l  versio n o f  th e question . 

Thu s th e eigh t  questionnaire s produce d wer e a s follows : 

1.  Ike-diff-goa l  +  TWin-past-goa l 

2.  Ike-difT-nogoa l  +  Twin-past-nogoa l 

3.  Ike-diff-goa l  +  Twin-nopast-goa l 

4.  Ike-diff-nogoa l  +  Twin-nopast-nogoa l 

5.  Ike-sim-goa l  +  Twin-past-goa l 

6.  Ike-sim-nogoa l  +  Twin-past-nogoa l 

7.  Ike-sim-goa l  +  Twin-nopast-goa l 

8.  Ike-sim-nogoa l  +  Twin-nopast-nogoal . 

For each of these questionnaires, the order of presentation 
of  th e storie s wa s reverse d fo r  hal f  o f  th e questionnaires .  In -
struction s t o subject s wer e give n o n th e fron t  pag e o f  th e que -
stionnaire ;  thes e instruction s aske d subject s t o rea d throug h 
eac h stor y an d answe r  th e questio n whic h followed .  15 0 sub -
ject s wer e randoml y allocate d on e o f  th e eigh t  questionnaires ; 
give n th e w a y th e questionnaire s wer e constructe d fro m th e 
material s thi s create d a  desig n wit h 3  between-subject s fac -
tors .  1 5 subject s receive d har d copie s o f  th e questionnair e an d 
135 subject s receive d a  questionnair e b y electroni c mail .  Sub -
ject s wer e allowe d a s m u c h tim e a s the y wishe d t o complet e 
an d retur n th e questionnaire . 

Results 

Eac h subject' s respons e t o eac h o f  th e tw o question s o n th e 
questionnair e wa s code d a s fallin g int o on e o f  thre e categories : 
yes ,  no ,  o r  ambiguous ;  an y subject' s respons e tha t  di d no t 
clearl y stat e eithe r  tha t  th e belief s wer e th e sam e o r  tha t  the y 
wer e differen t  wa s code d a s ambiguous .  I f  subject s state d 
bot h tha t  th e belief s i n questio n wer e th e sam e an d tha t  the y 
wer e differen t  thi s wa s code d a s ambiguous .  Tabl e 3  show s 
fo r  eac h experimenta l  conditio n th e proportio n o f  response s 
i n eac h category . 

materia l 

Ike-diff-nogoa l 
Ike-sim-nogoa l 
Twin-past-nogoa l 
Twin-nopast-nogoa l 
Ike-diff-goa l 
Ike-sim-goa l 
Twin-past-goa l 
Twin-nopast-goa l 

yes 

40 % 
41 % 
69 % 
44 % 
39 % 
60 % 
67 % 
34 % 

answe r 
n o 

37 % 
22 % 
14% 
40 % 
26 % 
10% 
11% 
32 % 

amb 

23 % 
37 % 
17% 
16% 
35 % 
30 % 
22 % 
34 % 

Tabl e 3 :  Percen t  o f  response s i n eac h categor y fo r  eac h o f  th e 
experimenta l  materials . 

The first question about the data concerned whether for 
eac h o f  th e experimenta l  condition s take n individuall y ther e 
was an y differenc e i n th e tota l  numbe r  o f  response s i n eac h 
of  th e thre e respons e categorie s (yes ,  no ,  ambiguous) .  A  ch i 
squar e analysi s wa s carrie d ou t  o n th e proportio n o f  response s 
i n eac h categor y fo r  eac h condition .  Thre e o f  th e eigh t  condi -
tion s turne d ou t  t o hav e significantl y differen t  number s o f  yes , 

no ,  an d ambiguou s responses ;  thes e wer e Twin-past-nogoa l 
{X^{2 )  =  19.6, p <  .01) ,  TVin-past-goa l  ( x H ^ )  =  14, p < 
.01) ,  an d Ike-sim-goal(x^(2 )  =  11.4, p <  .01) .  I n eac h o f 
thes e case s ther e wer e a  lo t  mor e 'yes '  response s tha n ther e 
wer e eithe r  "no '  o r  'ambiguous '  responses . 

I n orde r  t o explor e eac h o f  th e thre e experimenta l  hypothe -
ses a  lo g linea r  analysi s wa s carrie d ou t  o n th e data .  Hypothe -
si s 1  predicte d tha t  ther e woul d b e a  differenc e i n subject s re -
sponse s t o th e Ike-si m an d Ike-dif f  conditions :  althoug h ther e 
was a  marke d tendenc y fo r  subject s t o answe r  'no '  les s ofte n 
and ambiguou s mor e ofte n i n th e similarit y conditio n tha n i n 
th e differenc e conditio n thi s resul t  di d no t  reac h significance . 
Hypothesi s 2  predicte d tha t  ther e woul d b e a  differenc e i n sub -
ject s response s t o th e Twin-pas t  an d Twin-nopas t  conditions : 
i t  wa s foun d tha t  subject s wer e mor e likel y t o sa y "yes '  an d 
les s likel y t o sa y 'no '  o r  'ambiguous '  i n th e Twin-pas t  tha n i n 
th e Twin-nopas t  condition s (x^(4 )  =  10.63 ,  p  <  .05) .  Hy -
pothesi s 3  predicte d tha t  subject s woul d respon d differentl y 
i n th e goa l  conditio n tha n i n th e nogoa l  condition :  subject s 
response s wer e no t  foun d t o b e significantl y differen t  betwee n 
thes e conditions . 

Discussion 

The results displayed several interesting patterns which bear 
upo n discussion s withi n th e fol k psycholog y debate .  Firstly , 
th e dat a challenge d Stich' s clai m tha t  peopl e woul d b e mos t 
likel y t o conclud e tha t  th e belief s discusse d i n th e though t 
experimen t  h e constructe d abou t  Ik e wer e different ;  rather ,  i t 
was foun d tha t  jus t  a s man y subject s sai d tha t  th e belief s wer e 
th e sam e a s sai d tha t  the y wer e different .  Thi s finding  under -
mine s Stich' s clai m tha t  fol k psycholog y will ,  i n thi s particula r 
case ,  reaso n i n accor d wit h a  broa d accoun t  (b y classifyin g 
thes e belief s a s different)—subject s ar e equall y likel y t o ad -
her e t o a  broa d o r  a  narro w account .  I n additio n a  substantia l 
proportio n o f  subject s (23% )  gav e response s t o thi s passag e 
tha t  fel l  int o th e ambiguou s category .  Thi s i s interestin g i n 
relatio n t o Stich' s acknowledgemen t  o f  th e tendenc y o f  fol k 
psycholog y t o sometime s "tu g i n bot h directions" ,  tha t  is ,  t o b e 
undecide d betwee n a  broa d an d a  narrow-causa l  account .  Th e 
ambiguou s categor y response s ca n b e see n a s representativ e 
of  thi s tendenc y o f  fol k psycholog y t o pul l  i n bot h directions ; 
i f  treate d a s such ,  the n th e curren t  resul t  (approximatel y equa l 
proportion s o f  'same' ,  'different '  an d 'ambiguous '  responses ) 
demonstrate s tha t  fo r  Stich' s exampl e fol k psycholog y i s ab -
out  equall y divide d betwee n a  broa d account ,  a  narro w causa l 
account ,  an d bein g undecided .  S o thi s example ,  whe n teste d 
agains t  rea l  subjects '  intuitions ,  fail s  t o provid e an y suppor t 
fo r  Stich' s clai m abou t  th e commitment s o f  th e fol k concep t 
of  belief . 

However ,  Stic h als o use s hi s observatio n abou t  th e incon -
sistenc y an d undecidednes s o f  fol k psycholog y t o dee m i t 
unsuitabl e fo r  scientifi c  purposes :  no t  onl y doe s fol k psycho -
log y supposedl y vee r  toward s a  broa d accounto f  belie f  rathe r 
tha n th e preferre d narro w causa l  account ,  bu t  fol k psycholog y 
i s no t  eve n consisten t  abou t  it s  view s o n thi s matter—i n som e 
context s i t  wil l  m a k e judgement s tha t  compor t  wit h a  broa d 
theor y o f  belief ,  i n other s i t  wil l  c o m e d o w n o n th e sid e o f  a 
narro w theor y o f  belief ,  an d sometime s i t  wil l  no t  kno w whic h 
way t o go .  Stic h consider s thi s purporte d context-dependen t 
natur e o f  fol k psycholog y t o b e goo d ground s fo r  disqualify -
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in g i t  fro m bein g a  framewor k worth y o f  incorporatio n int o 
scientifi c  psychology .  Th e result s reporte d abov e demonstrat e 
tha t  fol k psycholog y i s no t  clearl y commite d t o eithe r  a  broa d 
or  narro w accoun t  o f  belief ,  an d tha t  i t  ca n b e undecide d bet -
ween th e two .  However ,  th e lea p fro m thi s observatio n abou t 
fol k psycholog y t o th e clai m tha t  it s  concept s canno t  b e incor -
porate d int o scientifi c  psycholog y i s unsupported .  A s Clar k 
(1987 )  point s ou t  fol k psycholog y ha s t o serv e man y func -
tions ,  includin g providin g u s wit h a  roug h an d read y gras p 
of  basi c princple s whic h enabl e u s t o interac t  effectivel y wit h 
our  fello w beings .  W e woul d expec t  suc h a  bod y o f  know -
ledg e t o b e subjec t  t o th e influenc e o f  variou s contextua l  an d 
practica l  constraints ,  bu t  thi s doe s no t  warran t  th e conclusio n 
tha t  ther e canno t  b e extracte d fro m th e concept s whic h featur e 
i n fol k psychologica l  explanation s coheren t  construct s whic h 
may pla y a  rol e i n scientifi c  psychologica l  explanation . 

Furthe r  Stich' s clai m tha t  fol k psychologica l  judgement s 
ar e 'inconsistent '  m a y b e unwarranted .  I n term s o f  bein g 
wholl y commite d t o eithe r  o f  a  broa d o r  narro w accoun t  o f 
belie f  individuation ,  fol k judgement s ar e inconsisten t  (th e 
curren t  stud y demonstrate s this) ;  however ,  ther e m a y wel l 
be a  se t  o f  principle s guidin g thes e intuition s wit h respec t  t o 
whic h the y ar e consistent .  Ther e ha s bee n littl e attemp t  t o sy -
stematicall y investigat e th e influenc e o f  variou s factor s o n fol k 
psychologica l  judgement s o f  belie f  individuation ,  an d henc e 
th e factor s whic h d o guid e peoples '  intuition s i n though t  expe -
riment s lik e th e on e presente d b y Stic h ar e poorl y understood . 
To introduc e a  framewor k fo r  thi s typ e o f  investigatio n wa s 
a prime  concer n o f  th e curren t  study .  Identificatio n o f  thes e 
factor s i s importan t  i f  example s lik e th e on e Stic h present s ar e 
t o b e use d t o mak e inference s abou t  th e fundamenta l  commit -
ment s o f  fol k psychology .  Stic h attribute d th e speculate d fol k 
intuition s i n hi s exampl e t o feature s abou t  th e referent s o f  th e 
belief s o f  th e agent s discussed ,  bu t  eve n i f  subject s d o con -
for m t o Stich' s prediction s i t  i s  stil l  questionabl e whethe r  thei r 
intuitiv e judgement s ca n b e wholl y accounte d fo r  i n term s o f 
th e feature s h e suggests .  S o m e othe r  characteristic(s )  o f  hi s 
though t  experimen t  m a y b e drivin g fol k intuition s abou t  be -
lie f  individuation ;  th e curren t  stud y investigate d th e effect s o f 
thre e potentia l  factors . 

Similarities/difTerence s betwee n th e referent s o f  beliefs . 
One o f  th e factor s investigate d wa s emphasi s o f  similaritie s 
or  difference s betwee n th e tw o distinc t  referent s o f  a  pai r  o f 
belief s whic h ar e identica l  i n term s o f  potentia l  causa l  inter -
actions .  I t  wa s note d tha t  i n th e though t  experimen t  presente d 
by Stic h (a s show n i n Tabl e 1 )  difference s betwee n th e refe -
rent s o f  eac h o f  th e belief s i n questio n wer e emphasised ;  i t 
was though t  tha t  thi s m a y hav e encourage d subject s t o sa y 
tha t  th e belief s wer e differen t  mor e tha n woul d hav e bee n th e 
cas e i f  similaritie s betwee n th e referent s o f  eac h belie f  ha d 
been emphasised .  Thu s a  varian t  o n Stich' s origina l  exampl e 
was constructe d whic h emphasise d similaritie s i n thi s way . 
As ca n b e see n fro m th e figures  i n Tabl e 3 ,  th e result s sho w 
a marke d tren d fo r  subject s t o classif y th e tw o belief s a s dif -
feren t  les s ofte n i n th e passag e whic h emphasise d similaritie s 
(Ike-sim-nogoal )  tha n i n Stich' s origina l  passag e (Ike-diff -
nogoal) .  A  simila r  tren d wa s apparen t  fo r  thes e storie s whe n 
the y wer e presente d wit h th e goa l  versio n o f  th e question ,  an d 
fo r  thi s cas e ther e wa s als o a  marke d increas e i n 'yes '  respon -
ses betwee n th e differenc e an d similarit y condition .  However , 

thes e trend s wer e no t  significant .  Interestingl y th e similarit y 
versio n o f  th e stor y combine d wit h th e goa l  versio n o f  th e 
questio n elicite d significantl y mor e 'yes '  response s tha n "no ' 
or  "ambiguous '  (eve n thoug h neithe r  o f  thes e factor s ha d a n 
effec t  individually) .  Th e abov e result s sugges t  tha t  thi s facto r 
i s wort h investigatin g further . 

T h e rol e o f  pas t  belief s abou t  a  referent .  Anothe r  factor — 
informatio n concernin g th e pas t  belief s o f  th e believer s i n 
question—wa s foun d t o hav e a  significan t  effec t  o n subject s 
responses ;  i n th e Twin-pas t  condition s subject s wer e mor e 
likel y t o classif y th e tw o belief s a s th e sam e tha n i n th e Twin -
nopas t  condition s (se e Tabl e 3) .  A  brie f  descriptio n o f  th e 
tw o passage s whic h varie d wit h respec t  t o thi s facto r  wil l  hel p 
clarif y it s  nature .  Bot h passage s concerne d tw o w o m e n ,  eac h 
of  w h o m happene d t o glanc e ou t  o f  he r  w indo w on e da y an d 
upo n seein g a  passe r  b y expresse d a  belie f  b y utterin g th e 
sentenc e "Ah ,  ther e goe s S a m walkin g pas t  m y window. "  I n 
eac h stor y on e o f  th e w o m e n uttere d thi s sentenc e i n respons e 
t o seein g S a m pas s b y he r  window ,  whil e th e othe r  w o m a n 
uttere d th e sentenc e i n respons e t o seein g Ji m wal k past .  Th e 
ke y distinctio n betwee n th e passage s wa s a s follows :  i n th e 
Twin-pas t  conditio n bot h o f  th e w o m e n kne w S a m ver y well , 
and normall y use d th e ter m 'Sam '  t o refe r  t o Sam ;  thu s eve n 
thoug h on e o f  th e w o m e n i n thi s stor y i s currentl y usin g th e 
ter m i n respons e t o seein g Jim ,  sh e ha s i n th e pas t  use d thi s 
ter m t o refe r  t o Sam .  Thu s bot h w o m e n hav e ha d pas t  belief s 
abou t  Sam .  Thi s contrast s wit h th e Twin-nopas t  versio n o f  th e 
stor y i n whic h onl y on e w o m a n ha s ha d pas t  belief s abou t  th e 
twi n calle d Sam ;  th e w o m a n w h o actuall y see s S a m walkin g 
by ha s neve r  me t  hi m an d doe s no t  k n o w o f  hi s existence , 
sh e normall y use s th e ter m 'Sam '  t o refe r  t o Ji m w h o m sh e 
happen s t o k n o w b y tha t  name .  Th e w o m a n w h o see s Ji m 
walkin g b y doe s k n o w S a m an d ha s i n th e pas t  use d th e ter m 
'Sam '  t o refe r  t o Sam ,  eve n thoug h i n thi s cas e sh e utter s 
thi s ter m i n respons e t o seein g Sam' s twi n brothe r  Jim .  T o 
summarise ,  i n th e Twin-pas t  stor y bot h w o m e n hav e use d th e 
ter m tha t  the y currentl y utter—'Sam'—t o refe r  t o th e twi n 
named Sam ,  an d normall y us e th e ter m thi s way ;  i n th e Twin -
nopas t  stor y on e o f  th e w o m e n ha s use d th e ter m 'Sam '  t o 
refe r  t o th e twi n name d Sam ,  bu t  th e othe r  w o m a n ha s alway s 
use d thi s ter m t o refe r  t o th e twi n name d Jim . 

Takin g th e Twin-nopas t  stor y i n isolation ,  ther e wa s n o 
significan t  differenc e i n th e numbe r  o f  response s i n eac h cate -
gory ,  thu s confirmin g th e finding  tha t  fol k psycholog y favour s 
neithe r  a  broa d o r  narro w accoun t  o f  belief ;  howeve r  th e sig -
nificantl y highe r  proportio n o f  ye s response s i n th e Twin-pas t 
passag e provide s suppor t  fo r  th e clai m tha t  fol k psycholog y 
favour s a  narro w accoun t  o f  belief .  Thes e tw o condition s 
compare d identif y a  facto r  tha t  influence s fol k psychologica l 
judgement s abou t  samenes s an d differenc e o f  beliefs .  H o w 
ca n th e effec t  o f  thi s facto r  b e interprete d i n term s o f  th e 
propertie s o f  th e fol k psychologica l  concep t  o f  belief ? A 
plausibl e theor y i s tha t  fol k psycholog y allow s belief s whic h 
hav e differen t  referent s (wher e 'referent '  i s  define d a s th e im -
mediat e physica l  caus e o f  a  belief ,  i.e .  'Sam '  o r  'Jim '  i n th e 
curren t  example )  t o b e classifie d a s th e sam e onl y i f  the y ar e 
bot h abou t  X ,  an d a  belie f  ca n onl y b e abou t  X  i f  th e believe r 
has a t  som e poin t  ha d belief s i n whic h X  wa s th e referent . 
Thi s i s a  tentativ e accoun t  whic h appear s t o fit  wit h th e abov e 
example ;  however ,  i t  m a y wel l  deman d elaboratio n an d modi -
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ticalio n whe n teste d agains t  othe r  dat a regardin g intuitiv e fol k 
psychologica l  judgements .  Thi s preliminar y resul t  show s tha t 
fol k psycholog y doe s tak e int o accoun t  believers '  pas t  belief s 
when makin g judgement s abou t  individuation ;  thi s  i s a n inte -
restin g finding  whic h present s a n avenu e fo r  furthe r  research . 

Effec t  o f  goa l  o f  classification .  Th e thir d facto r  investiga -
te d wa s goa l  o f  classification .  I n Stich' s exampl e n o explici t 
goal  o f  classificatio n wa s specified ;  however ,  i t  i s  a  feasibl e 
ide a tha t  fol k psycholog y ma y diffe r  i n th e wa y i t  classifie s 
belief s dependin g o n th e purpose s o f  th e classification .  Thus , 
sometime s a  narro w construa l  o f  belie f  state s ma y b e opte d for , 
and othe r  time s a  broa d construa l  ma y b e chosen ,  dependin g 
on whethe r  th e ai m i s description ,  predictio n o f  behaviour ,  o r 
some othe r  goal .  Sinc e a  majo r  goa l  o f  scientifi c  psycholog y 
i s  t o predic t  an d explai n behaviou r  thi s wa s chose n a s a n expli -
ci t  goa l  t o tes t  th e effect s o f  o n subject s responses ,  i n contras t 
t o providin g n o explici t  goal .  However ,  thi s stud y foun d n o 
effec t  o f  goa l  o f  classificatio n o n subjects '  responses . 

Conclusions 

Overall,  the data strongly suggest that folk psychology fa-
vour s a  narro w rathe r  tha n a  broa d accoun t  o f  belief .  I n non e 
of  th e passage s presente d t o subject s wa s a  respons e i n lin e 
wit h a  broa d accoun t  o f  belie f  individuatio n preferred ,  ye t  fo r 
thre e o f  th e si x condition s th e respons e demande d b y a  narro w 
accoun t  wa s preferred .  Thi s resul t  i s i n complet e contras t  t o 
Stich' s statemen t  tha t  fol k psycholog y favour s a  broa d accoun t 
of  belief .  Sinc e Stich' s clai m abou t  th e commitment s o f  fol k 
psycholog y ha s bee n widel y accepte d thi s  i s a  ver y importan t 
finding.  Further ,  th e observe d discrepanc y betwee n speculati -
ons abou t  subjects '  intuition s an d actua l  dat a regardin g thes e 
intuition s emphasise s th e essentia l  rol e o f  empirica l  studie s i n 
testin g suc h speculativ e claims . 

The differen t  experimenta l  condition s revea l  tha t  fol k psy -
cholog y i s no t  consisten t  i n adherin g t o a  narro w account — 
dependin g o n variou s factor s intuitiv e judgement s wil l  vary . 
Identificatio n o f  th e factor s affectin g fol k psychologica l  jud -
gement s i s a n importan t  project ;  th e curren t  stud y show s tha t 
informatio n concernin g th e pas t  belief s o f  believer s ca n affec t 
thes e judgements . 

By underminin g Stich' s clai m tha t  fol k psycholog y i s com -
mite d t o a  broa d accoun t  o f  belief ,  th e curren t  stud y dispute s 
th e conclusio n tha t  th e fol k concep t  o f  belie f  canno t  pla y a 
rol e i n a  cognitiv e scienc e whic h respect s th e consU âint s o f 
a narro w theor y o f  th e mind .  I n contrast ,  i t  i s  foun d tha t 
th e fol k concep t  o f  belie f  ofte n make s judgement s whic h d o 
compor t  wit h a  narro w causa l  account .  Extr a suppor t  fo r  th e 
clai m tha t  fol k psycholog y favour s a  narro w accoun t  o f  belie f 
comes fro m subjects '  explanation s fo r  thei r  responses :  ofte n 
subject s w h o classifie d a  pai r  o f  belief s a s differen t  justifie d 
thi s decisio n no t  b y statin g tha t  thes e belief s hav e differen t 
referents ,  bu t  b y pointin g ou t  tha t  eac h o f  th e belief s mus t 
interac t  wit h othe r  belief s hel d b y th e agen t  i n differen t  ways . 
Thus ,  i n respons e t o th e experimenta l  materia l  presente d i n 
Tabl e 1  a  c o m m o n explanatio n fo r  countin g Tom' s an d Dick' s 
belief s a s differen t  wa s tha t  eac h ma n woul d hav e ver y dif -
feren t  relate d belief s abou t  th e relevan t  fact s tha t  the y bot h 
kne w abou t  'Ike'—the y woul d both ,  fo r  example ,  hav e ver y 
differen t  idea s abou t  'golfing '  becaus e the y com e fro m ver y 
differen t  culture s wher e goflin g convention s vary .  Thi s indi -

cate s tha t  subject s ar e claimin g tha t  Tom' s an d Dick' s belief s 
ar e no t  th e sam e i n term s o f  potentia l  causa l  interactions ,  an d 
thu s ar e no t  eve n th e sam e unde r  a  narro w causa l  concep -
tio n (Hewson ,  1994) .  Give n thi s i t  i s no t  possibl e t o conclud e 
tha t  subject s w h o answere d i n thi s wa y ar e takin g int o accoun t 
externa l  factor s i n classifyin g beliefs ,  sinc e thes e subject s per -
ceiv e th e belief s t o b e differen t  eve n o n th e basi s o f  purel y 
interna l  factors . 

Anothe r  interestin g featur e o f  subjects '  explanation s fo r 
thei r  answer s wa s tha t  a  substantia l  proportio n o f  subject s 
emphasise d tha t  withou t  mor e informatio n abou t  th e res t  o f 
th e belie f  syste m o f  th e agent s i n question ,  i t  wa s jus t  no t  pos -
sibl e kno w whethe r  thei r  belief s wer e th e sam e o r  different ; 
thi s suggest s tha t  peopl e tak e somethin g lik e a  holisti c  attitud e 
toward s beliefs ,  an d d o no t  trea t  the m a s isolate d modula r  ent -
ities .  Thi s poin t  provide s direc t  suppor t  fo r  Double' s (1985 ) 
clai m tha t  Stic h i s incorrec t  i n claimin g tha t  fol k psycholog y 
i s committe d t o a  modula r  vie w o f  belie f  states .  Overall ,  th e 
factor s explore d i n thi s stud y sho w tha t  fol k psycholog y i s 
most  likel y t o mak e judgement s whic h accor d wit h a  narro w 
theor y o f  belief .  Thi s finding  i s unexpecte d give n assumption s 
withi n th e Fol k Psycholog y Debate .  Furthe r  studie s shoul d 
follo w u p thi s preliminar y result ,  an d examin e th e effec t  o f 
furthe r  factor s o n fol k psychologica l  intuitions . 
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