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the manufacture of many of our beliefs abor
metic, logical relations, objects, cats, and so
from saying that particular, explicit repres
the very form in which they surface as b
what we mean by ‘long-standing’ or ‘disp
explicit, specific-content-encoding repre
enduring and fairly standardized proce
representational configurations needed fo
more rational for memory to work in this
The moral of this part of the argu
follows: to have a memory belief that
tational resources and have the proced
ture the belief that p, occurrently, in
necessarily a conscious one. The ¢
individuated according to several |
parameters included. g
And yet, we may want to
tion is occurrently manuf
cognition, and even th
information are generat
form of that encoding,
and explicit beliefs.






and others, intonation, prior text, and sy
the incremental information that is bein
The fact that these information shapers
that the information they shape is not
from experience, and there is also an :
which shows it.® But then, if the sp
is missing, so must be the attitudes tt
to it.
The point just made suggests
Fodor says about the outputs of t]
which more in a moment). Fodor
sense that only their syntactic :
features are computed. It takes
them, for example, speech-act fc e
to my mind) information.
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this strategy. At this point in the argument, if we look at a |
selected constraints on believing, we must conclude that m
belief is a very implausible notion. R
As mentioned earlier, arguments have been put forward (p
hﬂybySﬁd:mdFodor)toﬁweffectmatbeﬁefcamot
the modular level. The basic idea is that, on the one, doxastic,
we expect beliefs to be accessible, consciously or not, to
cognitive and behavioural processes; to be inferentially in
to interact with other mental attitudes and thus be cc
penetrable; to be abstracted from (or not necessarily




The Manufacture of Belief

Modules do not really understand this sort of
and hesitation, unless you drug them. The fact th;
whuh seem to hesitate in doorways goes to s}

(entirely) modules. Pusha certamly isnot,
Consider, finally, this important const
called) the maximal specificity of a belief,
other things being equal, we want a beli
specific information which a set of represe
and intentionally encode and which make
to the organism’s cognition and beh
syntactic forms P and Q, of wh
intentionally and semantically equi
does not, then Q is to be trea
implication is that if Pis a sha
culled from Memory, for that
added reading, then Q, but n
context, in spite of the a:
equivalence of P and Q.

their central
mm [orn






The Manufacture of B

organism’s cognition and behavioyr, The ;
the belief attitude tracks this sort of in.
syntactic and intentional encoding—or ;

only in so far as they carry some incremen
account, one still believes the good old
something. It is just that the type-identity of y
stands for is no longer a mere syntactic an
is semantically valued, as the standar
identity of p (i.e. of what is believed) is
dimension, the informational one.

There is one disturbing challenge

dimension confronts the philc
must have detected the chm
now are we in a position to state
formulate the challenge by way of
us all along’ (you may want to
or fixation and not really
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Lhe Manufacture of B’t‘q :
incremental information, given that y wad
share the same data base, alternatives, h
among other things.” The argument v
because in most ordinary contexts (which i o
shaped) we choose to ignore informationa] .
dimensions matter more. So, the mora] of my
we manufacture belief because we
essential dimension of belief content, namely, iy
tion. We also manufacture the very notion of
convenient and appropriate in a certain ¢ %
dimensions which we think fit that context best.

So far so good. We approach many other mg
phenomena this way. The trouble starts w h
sorts of reasons, allow these normal abst
programmatic prejudices which expli
gets conceptually assimilated to a pa;

paradigm. If introspectible ph
paradigm, as it was not so long
than) a conscious experience,
amental representation defin
ism takes over and, lo and
disposition to behave, a
tational input and be
becomes f: na







