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32. Baylor, 1972 p.10.4.
33. Baylor, 1972 p.104n.

34. To deal with the Block Vigualization Teets
Baylor's representation must in fact deal with surface
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each face as having properties red, blue or unpainted. A
real mental image would, or at least could, display quite
specific shades.

35. 1978; Marr,1982 chap.5; see also Roth & Frisby,
1986 chap.IXX.4.

36. Marr & Nishihara, 1978 p.286f; Marr, 1982
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37. Pinker, 1980; Pinker & Finke, 1980; Keenan &
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-~ there [c.f. Kosslyn, 1980 p.l464].

38. See e.g. Dewdney, 1986.

Notesz to il 8.3
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to psychology 1s often said to be that it can eliminate
superficially plausible but actually unworkable theories.
Whether it has actually ever done this is more dubious.
Faillures to simulate some theory can always be blamed on
lack of ingenuity in the programmer. The whole A.I. project
ise, after all, bullt on the faith that we will one day
discover how to simulate psychological processes which we
cannot see how to simulate at present.

2. 1977.
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8. Anderson & Bower, 1973 p.U456.

9. See e.g. Bower, 1970.

10. 1970.

11. Anderson & Bower, 1973 p.u458.
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1974.
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15. 1973 p.458.
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17. 1980.

18. Richardson, 1980 p.99. C.°f. Paivio, 1983a
pPp.314-15,
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20. Paivio, 1983 p.314.
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23. Richardeon, 1980 chap.i.

24, Richardson, 1980 chap.5 also p.144.
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28. Fodor, 1975 p.191.
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remarkably close to a theory like Kosslyn's.

31. 1734. Perhaps thie was not Berkeley's
intention, but 41t 48 how his argument has been used - see
Schlick [1925].

32. 1960. See also Harrison, 1962.

33. 1976.

34, Or its mere look on the page; but no-one  would

‘gsuggest that this is an important aspect of how imagery

works in wverbal learning (except perhaps, sometimes, for
exceptional subjects like the mnemonist Shereshevskii
{Luria, 1960, 1968]).

35. Richardson, 1980 pp.82,99.

36. See §I.A.1 above. For Aristotle images can have

truth valueg [De Anims, 428a). Aristotle does seem to have
held images to be picture 1l1like [De  Memoria et
Remeniscenkia, 450a - see §II.A.2 above.], but, of course,

he was innocent of Wittgensteinean arguments.
37. Yatee, 1960 p.64.
38. 1978.
39. Baylor, 1972.
40. Anderson, 1978, 1983.
41. Paivio, 1986.

42. Anderson (1978 p.271] deces suggest that perhaps
“propositions encoding visual information are stored in the
right hemisphere and propositions encoding verbal 1in the
left," but I hardly think this ie intended seriously. In
any case, thig would ageain be an entirely ad hoe move to
accommodate the evidence for cerebral lateralization to a
‘propositional' theory which in no way calls for it.

‘43. C.f. Palmer, 1978 p.299; Anderson, 1978.
anh. 1977.
45. Posegible within the parametersg of their

discussion, at any prate. I shall be arguing later that
'propositional’ accounts of mental representation are

‘unworkable at  a "fundamental 1level. The present point is

that even 1f one accepts +that they are workable in-
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principle, or even 1in some respects true (as Kosslyn
thinks), they are not a good basis of explanation for
imagery effects.

46. A couple of other effects which they consider -
‘selective interference' and evidence for ‘parallel
processing' in imagery - are concluded to be about equally
elegantly explicable in ‘'propositional or in image terms.
Even here, however, only imagery theory would have been
l1ikely to have predicted the effects.

47. Kosslyn & Pomerantz, 1977 pp.68-9. C.f£. Wilton,
1978 pp.566-7.

48. Kosslyn & Pomerantz, 1977 pp.70-T71.
49. Kosslyn & Pomerantz, 1977 pp.73-4.
50. 1978 p.298.

51. 1978.

52. E.g. 1981.

53. E.g. Shepard, 1981, 198.4a.

54. Thig 1is no accident - see Palmer [1978
p.298-9].

55. See R82-3.
40. See Finke, 1980 p.130, 1986 p.82.

41. He gives his reasons for taking this view in
Finke [1980]. He generally prefersg to speak of "levels"
rather than “stages" of procesgsing, but in this context (as
opposed,; for instance, to that of

56. E.g. Pylyshyn, 1973, 1978, 1979a,b,c, 1981,
1984.
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