" I # 1 #$ . . 1% !I )
& " X I X ( ,
I L( L) I / % .
| * 1+ I+ I+ & %
#
&1
1 1
2 % *
& 1%
2 & 3
4 1
& *
&
+,-
mn !
I
) $
I /
# $ % &
)
(
(
#
l) 0 |
* '(
56789: ‘11
&1 :2&3 5#: 95: . & <& =% < 87 89976>?@AB?9A9@7@6C I 96




































































































































































































































	1 Introduction
	2 Background
	3 The inhomogeneous visual field
	4 Attention affects appearance
	5 Is the attentional effect perceptual?
	6 Is the attentional effect unconscious — like blindsight?
	7 Are we aware of where we are and are not attending?
	8 Veridicality and representationism
	9 Indeterminate contents and the phenomenal precision principle
	10 Just noticeable differences
	11 Absolute representation
	12 Attention may not increase representational precision
	13 Abstraction and indeterminacy
	14 Conclusion
	References
	1 Introduction: Running representationism into the ground
	2 “Phenomenal precision”
	3 Block’s precision argument
	3.1 The stimulus and the conditions of viewing
	3.2 The evidence for attention influencing appearance
	3.3 The contents and degree of r–precision in different conditions
	3.4 Estimating the degree of p–precision in the different conditions
	3.4.1 Perceptual wholes and perceptual parts
	3.4.2 Unattended parts can share character with attended parts
	3.4.3 An estimation of p–precision in the different conditions

	3.5 The argument

	4 On the notion of “phenomenal precision”
	4.1 Lower bounds of p–precision
	4.2 A need for solely generic phenomenology?
	4.3 Introspective imprecision?
	4.4 Limitation on characters?

	5 Conclusion
	References
	1 Introduction
	2 The thesis of solely generic phenomenology
	3 Is the concept of phenomenal precision incoherent?
	4 How not to clarify phenomenal precision
	References

