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 The imagination is a powerful tool for learning about the world. If I want to figure 
out whether my luggage will fit in the trunk of my car, I might imagine trying to fit it 
inside. If I want to figure out how my partner is feeling, I might imagine what things are 
like from her perspective. If I want to figure out whether two ingredients will go together 
in a dish, I might imagine both flavors to see if they result in a pleasant experience.  
 These everyday examples motivate the idea that the imagination can be a powerful 
source of evidence about what the world is like. In short: imaginings can justify empirical 
belief. Many philosophers have found this puzzling. After all, I can imagine whatever I 
would like, and not just any imagining can justify belief. My dissertation investigates the 
nature, structure, and scope of imaginative justification. It aims to vindicate the epistemic 
power of the imagination, give a unified theory of its epistemic role, and show that it 
deserves to occupy a more central place in contemporary epistemology. 
 The first chapter, “Can Imaginings Justify Belief?,” defends the thesis that 
imaginings can justify empirical belief. There is a prevailing tradition in the philosophy 
of imagination that regards the imagination as a tool for representing the fanciful or the 
fictional, but not for learning about reality. This chapter reviews extant arguments for 
and against the possibility of imaginative justification before putting forward a novel 
argument in its favor. The crux of the argument is that denying the justificatory force of 
the imagination leads to surprisingly broad skeptical consequences. 
 The second chapter, “Imaginative Justification: Neither Immediate Nor 
Inferential,” investigates the structure of imaginative justification. Does imaginative 
justification depend on a subject’s prior justification, and if so, in what way? I consider, 
motivate, and ultimately reject two views that have been defended in the literature. 
According to first, imaginings confer immediate justification. According to the second, 
imaginings only confer justification in tandem with a separate inference. In their place, I 
argue that imaginative justification is mediate but non-inferential. When the imagination 
is constrained by good evidence, it can justify belief in a way that depends on that 
evidence but without the need for an intervening inference. 
 The third chapter, “The Scope of Imaginative Justification,” investigates what sorts 
of beliefs the imagination can justify. I examine a popular but often inchoate view 
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according to which epistemic uses of the imagination are a kind of suppositional 
reasoning. I argue that the suppositional reasoning view gets both the scope and the 
grounds of imaginative justification wrong. In its place, I offer a framework according to 
which imaginings can target both actual and hypothetical scenarios, resulting in a unified 
theory of how imaginings justify both conditional and non-conditional beliefs. 
 The fourth chapter, “Against Phenomenalism About Imaginative Justification,” 
argues that the justificatory force of the imagination is not grounded in its phenomenal 
character. Imaginative phenomenology is not sufficient for imaginative justification 
because imaginative justification depends on non-phenomenal etiological factors. 
Imaginative phenomenology is not necessary for imaginative justification because 
unconscious imaginings can justify belief, as is the case in the clinical condition of 
aphantasia. Finally, I pose a dilemma for the view that the vivacity of an imagining 
determines the degree of justification it confers. These arguments have important 
ramifications for phenomenalism about epistemic justification more generally. 
 The fifth chapter, “How Imagination Informs,” examines an influential objection 
to the epistemic power of the imagination according to which imaginings are not 
informative since, as Sartre puts it, "it is impossible to find in the image anything more 
than what was put into it." This chapter argues for a novel response to this objection that 
appeals to the representational format of the imagination. The core idea is that the 
imagination represents analogically, and that analog representations are relationally 
fecund: they explicitly represent relations “for free.” This yields a powerful and intuitive 
account of how imagination can both represent new contents and generate new 
justification, and thus be genuinely informative. 
 The sixth chapter, “Imaginative Beliefs,” examines how the epistemology of the 
imagination can inform philosophy of mind. I argue for the existence of imaginative 
beliefs: imaginings that just are beliefs in their content. My arguments for this thesis rest 
on the claim that there is a robust class of imaginings that play both the functional and 
epistemic roles that are constitutive of belief. Imaginative beliefs have significant and 
theoretically fruitful consequences for philosophy of mind and epistemology. They force 
us to reconsider common taxonomies of mental states, clarify the sense in which 
imagination is voluntary and occurrent, explain how imaginings justify belief, pose a 
challenge for a popular theory of the nature of the imagination, and point to a deep but 
underappreciated symmetry between imagistic and non-imagistic thought.  
 


