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Dear Professor Premack 

Thank you f o r  yours of t h e  4 th  concerning Sarahts  a t t r i b u t i n g  mental s t a t e s  
o r  processes. 

I agree with you: t h a t  is a f e a t ,  While many a lower animal a t t r i b u t e s  
o t h e r  ob j ec t s  some of t h e i r  percept ible  proper t ies ,  only some of t h e  higher 
ve r t eb ra t e s  a r e  capable of a t t r i b u t i n g  us  in tent ions ,  knowledge, and t h e  l i k e ,  

My only objection was t o  t h e  use  of t h e  term ' inference? t o  descr ibe  such 
a t t r i b u t i o n s .  I suggested t h a t  t h e  r i g h t  word is  ' hypo thes i s~ ,  Thus Sarah 
hypothesizes t h a t  D r  Premack has  such and such an intention.  But such attri- 
but ions ,  while hypothetical , ,  a r e  not i n f e r en t i a l :  they a r e  not  r e s u l t s  of 
any reasoning process* 

However, I may be mistaken and would not  be surprised if one day you were t o  
show t h a t  Sarah, i n  addi t ion t o  making hypothetical  a t t r i bu t ions ,  makes them 
a s  r e s u l t s  of inferences,  For example, you may well  succeed i n  showing' that  
Sarah uses ce r t a in  general izat ions  a s  ind ica tors  of other primates? mental 
s t a t e s .  Thus I should be delighted t o  l ea rn  t h a t  Sarah is capable of making 
inferences  such a s  t h i s  one: 

Whenever a human does X,  s /he thinks  of Y, 
D r  Premack is a human and is doing X. 
Hence D r  Premack thinks  of Y.  

C~ven a general izat ion with  a naprower scope, such a s  "Whenever D r  P does X, 
s /he thinks  of Y" , would su f f i ce . )  

It would be VERY important, not  only s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  but a l s o  phi losophical ly  
and, indeed, ideological ly ,  t o  show t h a t  such is  the  case: t h a t  apes can rea- 
son--2nd perhaps not much worse t h a t  p r e l i t e r a t e  humans. Nevertheless it may 
prove experimentally extremely d i f f i c u l t  t o  prove t h a t  apes reason when a t t r i -  
but ing mental s t a t e s  t o  other  primates. It should be f a r  e a s i e r  t o  prove t h a t  
they so lve  conceptual problems, even if  simple ones, involving inference proper 
But I ?resume t h a t  you have done s o  long ago, e.g. by showing t h a t  Sarah uses 
t h e  bas i c  mode of inference ( o r  modus ponehs) i n  some such way a s :  

If Sarah is a good g i r l  then Sarah ge t s  a sweet. 
Sarah is a good g i r l .  What does Sarah ge t?  

o r  t h e  xodus t o l l ens :  

If Sarah is z good g i r l  t h e  Sarah ge t s  a sweet. 
Sarah does not get  a iiweet. Why? 

I should be delighted t o  l ea rn  t h a t  Sarah can solve such problems. 

Sincerely  

Postal address: 3479 Peel Street, Montreal, PQ, Canada H3A 1W7 Kario Bunge 
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