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Studies of the Mechanism on the Understanding
of the Child’s Mind

—— The Controversy between Theory Theory and Bias Theory
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this paper is to examine whether the development of children’s acknowl-
edgement of false belief would be explained by the Theory theory or the Bias theory. The
main difference between these theories is whether the development of children’s acknowl-
edgement of false belief is stage-like or gradual. The other difference is whether children
less than four year olds have the concept of belief. In this paper the phenomenon that
even 3-year-old children responded correctly on the false belief question at the state
change task was examined based on the Theory theory and the Bias theory. According
to the Theory theory it is assumed that they would respond correctly by their wrong
reason as they would have no concept of belief. On the other hand, according to the Bias
theory these results suggest that they would be facilitated to acknowledge false belief by
the state change procedure.
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