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Perceptual experiences seem to present the subject with mind-independent objects. In absence of 
a more neutral term I will call this aspect of perception sense of presence (SoP). SoP is often 
described in terms of the difference holding between perception and imagination and it has been 
accounted for in two main ways: as a belief – extrinsic to the experience (that would be the same 
in either sensory imagination and perception) –, or as a component of the experience itself. Kriegel 
(2015:248) characterizes this view as claiming that “when one’s experience coheres well with 
surrounding experiences and standing beliefs and expectations […]it is judged to be perceptual.” 
The competing view consists in claiming that SoP is due to a phenomenological feature specific 
to perceptual experiences. There are two ways in which this claim can be further specified. One 
can hold that there is something specific to the content of the experience, that makes the difference 
between perception and mere sensations (Siegel 2006). Otherwise, one can assume that there is 
something unique to the attitude of perceiving, “a semantically significant component of visual
 experience  that  is  distinct  from  its  imagistic  content” (Matthen 2010:123) a Feeling  of
  Presence, arising from a visually  guided  but non-conscious capacity.  
Hallucinations have been largely employed as a testing ground for theories of perception because 
of their phenomenological resemblance with perceptual experiences. My goal is to make use of 
empirical findings on hallucinatory experiences as to assess the above-mentioned alternative 
accounts of SoP. I will argue that at least some hallucinations seem to possess SoP and that 
investigating SoP in hallucinatory experiences might shed light upon the nature of SoP in 
perception.  
I will contend that the belief-notion of SoP cannot fully account for reported hallucinatory 
experiences of seemingly presented ordinary objects, however judged as non-veridical by the 
subject. Such possibility can be easily accounted for if existence-judgment and SoP are kept 
separate.  
Siegel (2006) argues that what differentiates perceptual experiences from mere sensations is that 
the former present certain relations between the subject and the object as obtaining. I will argue 
that the presentation of such relations is neither necessary nor sufficient for SoP and, more 
generally, that SoP in hallucinations seems to be independent from any specific content feature. 
Finally, l will suggest that to regard SoP as a cognitive feeling defining the attitude rather than the 
content of an experience is compatible with findings on cognitive abnormalities in hallucinating 
subjects, and it allows us to account for the wide diversity in the patients’ reports.  
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