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Penetrability without Borders What happens when the distinction Perception/Cognition dissolve ?

By stressing the interactive and distributed nature of neural processing, I am committing to a collapse between perception and cognition. Following such a collapse, the very question of whether cognition affects perception becomes ill-posed, but this may be for the best" (Lupyan, 2015, 38).

• Does the debate on the cognitive penetrability of perception (CPP) depend on the Perception/Cognition Divide (P/C Divide) ?

• If it does, the dissolution of P/C Divide will eliminate the CPP debate.

• The elimination of P/C Divide is supported by new models of the Mind such as bayesian models or predictive coding.

1) There are three debates and only one requires the perception/cognition distinction

• Only the architectural side of the debate is dependent on P/C Divide • If P/C Divide is eliminated, the phenomenological and epistemological sides of the debate remain untouched.

Does the debate on the cognitive penetrability of perception really depend on the distinction between perception and cognition ?

so that the elimination of the distinction will make the whole debate die out ?

Yes

No

(2) The Phenomenological debate (1) The Architectural debate

(3) The Epistemological debate

2) The three debates are independent Are there two separate subsystems and/or processes P and C such that C can influence P in a specific way?

requires the distinction between perception and cognition

To what extent the experiences we have about the world are constituted by internal/external information?

Does not require the distinction between perception and cognition, only a distinction between internal/external (can also be understood as bottom-up/top-down distinction, or current input/ previously stored information+manipulation)

In which conditions the experiences we have about the world can be considered as a reliable source of knowledge?

Does not require the distinction between perception and cognition

• If an answer to the Architectural debate entails answers to the two other debates, then the Phenomenological and Epistemological debates are indirectly dependent on P/C Divide. 

•

  Intuitively, [Architectural → Phenomenological → Epistemological] because the following reasoning are intuitive: Impenetrability → External Information only → Epistemologically valid Penetrability → (External +) Internal Information → Epistemologically flawed • However, the following reasonings are also possible: Impenetrability → External + Internal Information (perceptual learning & categorization, ex. Mandelbaum, 2017) Penetrability → External Information (cognitive states select external information) External Information → Epistemologically flawed (experience in an unsuitable format for beliefs) External + Internal Information → Epistemologically valid (better prediction of the properties of the world, ex. Bayesian models)