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S ince the beginnings of the century, when the Marburg school 

under the d irect ion of Jaensch issued researches on eidetic imagery, 

many experiments have been conducted on this subject . Some invest i

ga tors c la imed that there was such a phenomenon as dist inct from 

after image and memory image, some denied its existence and c l a s s i 

f ied it either under after images or memory images. E v e n today a 

conclus ion has not been reached. It is no doubt that there is such a 

phenomenon, but the problem whether it should be cons idered as a 

separate form of imagery is unsettled. 

If we look for the h istor ica l background of eidetic imagery we 

see that Urban tsch i t sch (Al lpor t , 1924) was the f irst to consider eide

tic imagery as a phenomenon of unique s ign i f icance. He descr ibed e i 

detic imagery as fo l lows : among opt ical memory images we find in 

addit ion to the cus tomary v isua l image an eidetic image. In the one 

case a former v isua l percept ion is merely imagined, in the other case 

the original ob ject is ac tua l ly seen. The true eidetic image, in dist in

ct ion to the v isua l memory image, rev ives the earl i ler opt ical impres

sion when the eyes are c losed , in a dark room, and sometimes when 

the eyes are normal ly open, with hal lucinatory c learness . The r e are 

* Bu yazı, yazarın 1932 yılında Londra Üniversitesinde Bedford College'de bu 

konuda verdiği Üç konferanstan özetlenmiştir. 
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others who have used different names for the same phenomenon. F o r 

example, a cco rd i ng to A l lpor t (1924), Mul ler 's 'subject ive v is ion ' , 

'Fechner 's fmemory images ' , W a r d ' s 'pr imary memory images' , Mar

tin's 'projected memory images ' , and Binet 's ' imaginary perceptions' 

are all eidetic images. However al l these previous observat ions were 

got from adults . T h e true s igni f icance of the phenomenon was shown 

by the Marburg school , by experimenting on ch i ldren . 

Jaensch (1930) descr ibes eidetic images as opt ical perceptual 

images, and accord ing to him this phenomenon takes up an interme

diate position between sensat ions and images. A n image is c lass i f ied 

as an eidetic image, when it posesses the v iv idness of perception and 

when it is very definitely loca l ized in perceptual space . The subject i 

v i ty of the eidetic images différenciâtes them from perception, and 

their sensual character from concept ion. Somet imes eidetic images 

are seen in the original colour of the object, somet imes in the com

plementary colour. 

It is quite c lear that this charac ter is t ic is rather vague, since it 

does not d ist inguish an eidet ic image in the complementary colour 

from a negative after image. Some k inds of eidet ic images, when the 

imagination of the subject exper iencing the eidetic image is l imited, 

resemble after images. In fact in some cases they might be consider

ed as s l ight ly intensified after images. When the influence of the 

imagination is at its maximum, eidetic images are ideas that are pro

jected oa tward . So , Jaensch conc ludes that eidet ic images lie between 

after images and memory images, and share some of the character is 

tics of both. T h e points on these two extremes represent different 

types of e idet ic images, and any point on this line where eidetic ima

ge manifests itself depends upon two factors : a relat ively permanent, 

constitut ional ly determined factor ( Jaensch ca l l s it re lat ive ly perma¬

nent because of the fluctuations in personal i ty) , and to a lesser de

gree a momentary functionally determined factor, wh ich are experimen

tal condit ions and can be introduced at any moment. 

Jaensch states that both percept ion and idea come from an undiff

erentiated unity, which is neither percept ion nor ideation, but an eide

tic unity. A t the onset of his development the chi ld has neither per

ception nor memory as distinct facult ies. In the stage both are aspects 

of a more pr imit ive type of experience. But before there can be ex

perience thtre must be sensory st imulus, and what such stimulus evo

kes is neither percept ion nor memory, but an undifferentiated consci-
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ous content-namely an e idet ic image. After image, eidet ic image, and 

memory image are cons idered as a series of memory levels , the low

est of which is the after image. A s the individual advances in years he 

comes to depend more and more upon the higher grades of memory. 

So , Jaensch states a new theory of perception, namely that the 

eidetic phenomenon, apart from being the source of memory, is the 

ontogenetic source of percept ion. He cla ims that the same l aws hold 

for eidet ic phenomena and the phenomena of normal percept ion. The 

laws for the eidetic phenomena are only quant i tavely different. A c c o r d 

ing to him during the eidet ic phase of development perceptual wor ld 

is hemi-eidetic. In the ear ly phase of v is ion , for examle, transverse 

retinal d ispar i ty does not determine depth with approximate certa inty 

Op t i ca l local izat ion and the spat ia l structure of the perceptual wor ld 

are dependent on opt ica l ly dynamic processes , and on images wh ich 

are projected outwards and l i teral ly become vis ib le . Another example 

is the size constancy. Ob j e c t s have a constant size for our know

ledge and memory. T h i s conce ived constant size a lso determines per

ce ived size dur ing the ear ly phase, where vis ion is determined in the 

widest degree by the outward ly projected memory images. The re la 

tionship of perceptual and conceptual nature is expla ined by the proof 

that perception and memory images are developed from an undif

ferentiated unity of both, wh ich is an eidetic image. 

But , in the above assumpt ion there seems to be some contradict

ions. If after image is supposed to be the lowest in the series of me

mory levels , how is it that both perception and memory images are 

developed from eidet ic images ? A l s o , if what Jaensch s ay s is true, 

then in a fully deve lopped person we should expect to find only me

mory images, and no eidet ic images and espec ia l ly no after images. 

But, contrary to the expectat ion we find in adults after images and 

memory images and very few, almost none eidetic images. If a series 

of memory levels must be constructed then it looks more logica l to 

have it in this order : eidetic image, after image, memory image. 

A c c o r d i n g to Jaensch (1930) var ious stages of this development 

can be demonstrated in ch i ldren, and in the extreme unitary cases of 

e idet ic , where eidet ic images and perceptions are confused with each 

other we see the purest form of this relation. Here , too, this question 

comes to m i n d : w i l l it not be more correct to ca l l the eidetic images 

of unitary cases v isua l hal lucinat ions, s ince the image and perception 

are confused ? 
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Jaensch concludes that al l the stages of this development cannot 

be demonstrated in every chi ld . T h i s is because in some chi ldren the 

process of differentiation between the sphere of percept ion and the 

sphere of ideas has taken p lace in previous generations, so that the 

ch i ld is born with a comparat ive ly ready made and wel l differentiated 

perceptua l funct ion , 

Jaensch assumes that pr imary percept ions are very close to me

mory images, and in the course of development this pecul iar i ty is 

gradua l ly lost. Percept ions begin to ach ieve a higher degree of cor¬

respondance with external st imuli . Here , a lso there is a c ruc ia l prob

lem. T o support his theory that both percept ion and idea or repre

sentation are der ived from an undifferentiated eidet ic experience, Jaensch 

states that one of the attributes of eidetic image is that it stands mid

w a y between after image and memory image, thus assumes after 

image to belong to the wor ld of percept ion and memory image to 

belong to the wor ld of idea or representat ion. 

N o w , if in the series of memory levels, memory images occupy 

the h ighest p lace how do we explain the pr imary percept ion's being 

very c lose to memory images ? Do percept ion and memory show a 

d iverse course in their deve lopmen t? If there is a relal ion between 

percept ion and memory, it is not compat ib le wi th Jaensch 's v iew. 

Acco rd i ng to Jaensch (1930) the perceptua l development is exact ly 

the opposite of the perceptual theories of Helmhol tz and Her ing , who 

both bel ieved that pure sensations unaffected by higher mental p roces 

ses are the start ing point for development. Jaensch states that it is 

the other w a y round. Sentations permeated with higher mental p roces 

ses form the start ing point for development, and sensations that cor 

respond exact ly to external st imuli are the ideal end point of this 

develonment. T h i s course of development is a lso in a c co r d with ana

tomical facts . Fo r , anatomical ly the eye is or ig inal ly a cerebra l organ 

and only later it becomes more exclus ive ly an organ for conduct ing 

external st imuli . Tha t the eye is pre-eminently a brain organ and v i 

sion is in a sense p sych i c a l is also shown by the fact that there is 

an integration of the percept ion with the mental sphere. 

F rom this qual i ty of fusion of the two functions, percept ion and 

imagery, Jaensch bui lds up his typology. F i r s t he dist inguishes main

ly two types : the B type and the T type. T type has eidetic images 

that resemble after images. These images are very s l ight ly connected 



E I D E T I C I M A G E R Y 45 

or i n t eg r a t ed with fhe rest of the mental life. T h e y are depend

ent on the phys io log ica l condit ions of sensory st imulat ion. The i r 

c learness depends on the length of the fixation and not on the inte

rest aroused by the picture. T h e y are usual ly seen in two dimensions 

The subject can change the content of the eidet ic image by a volun

ta ry effort of the imaginat ion, only with diff iculty. The menta l ' o rga 

n ism of individuals belonging to T type is in the extreme cases fitted 

together out of p ieces , l ike a machine. Mental functions behave as 

though d issoc iated from one another. Th e ideas too, l ike eidetic images 

can be felt foreign to the personal i ty. There are a lso somat ic cha rac 

ter ist ics. The sensi t iv i ty of the optic sensoria l nerves is heightened. 

The sensit iv i ty of motor nerves to e lectr ica l and mechanica l st imula

tion is increased . Th e eyes are sma l l , deep set, comparat ive ly l i teless, 

without lustre, without express ion , thus showing the d issoc iat ion of 

functions and organic sys tems within the mental sphere. In very pro

nounced cases there may be a pecul iar pinched fac ia l express ion , 

wh ich in its exteme form is known as the tetany face. Th i s type is 

rarer than the B type. It is a normal youthful type, whose pathologic 

form is the tetanoid condit ion. 

B- type shows the opposite tendencies. The i r eidetic images are 

c lose to memory images , and these images depend on the interest 

aroused by the picture and are usual ly seen in three dimensions. T he 

pure cases of his type are more frequent. T he eidetic images are no 

longer considered as foreign, something that forces itself upon the 

personal i ty from the outside, but as something belonging to the self 

T h e y are, just l ike the contents of the imaginal life, c lose ly bound up 

with the personal i ty. The i r colours a lways correspond to those of 

the rea l objects . T h e y are f lexible as memory images, and fol low 

every change in the f low of ideas. The i r occurence and d isappearance 

do not depent on opt ical factors , but on psycho log ica l fac tors . T h e y 

can be changed by the wil l of the subject ; but they a lways have a 

meaning. In the pronounced cases of this type the indiv iduals present 

an organic unity in which the component parts are in c losest inte

ract ion. The mental functions interpenetrate. A s to the somat ic cha

rac ter is t ics , they have large, lustrous eyes . The sensi t iv i ty of the 

vegetat ive nervous sys tem is increased. Its response to mental stimuli 

is at its maximum. In indiv iduals of this type the thyroid g land is 

often s l ight ly en larged. The patho log ica l form of this type is the B a 

sedow ' s or G r a v e s ' d isease . 
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Both T and B symtoms are normal character is t ics of a certain 

youthful stage of development. Rea l l y pure types are rare. The great 

major i ty show a mixture of the B and T charac ter i s t i cs . 

Here , Jaensch takes up the pedagog ica l importance and favours 

the k ind of educat ion where the id iocyncrac ies of the chi ld is taken 

into considerat ion. He s ay s that this kind of educat ion encourages 

the development of the mobile B type charac ter i s t i cs , where the eide-

tic wor l d of this type stands close to memory images and manifests 

a r ich imaginat ion. However after the pr imary school T type c ha r a c 

ter ist ics must be developped too, since they give to the mind a more 

c lear ly defined direct ion. 

Jaensch enlarges his doctrine of the basedowoid and the tetanoid 

types based on the pronouned cases of e idet ics , and takes up a w i 

der concept , namely integration, and bui lds up a typology. He assu 

mes that . integration is the mutual interpénétrat ion of p sych i ca l func

tions and ' i n extends far beyond the field of perception and imagery. 

W h e n the various mental act iv i t ies work wi th each other, and within 

each other, when in a single experience thoughts, feel ings, impulses, 

ideas strongly cooperate instead of being indiv idual ized and sepa ra 

ted, there is a strong integration. A t the extremes the possib le degrees 

of integration represent very different kinds of human beings. O n the 

one hand there are those who have pure and isolated experiences, 

they either merely think or merely feel. O n the other hand there are 

people to whom mere thought or mere feeling is not known. T o them 

every exper ience means something to other mental processes and influ

ences the main process . 

Jaensch says that this new theory based on the integration merely 

p laces the older one in a wider context. The B and T types are spe

c ia l cases of integrate and disintegrate types. 

Between integrate and disintegrate human beings there is some

what the same k ind of contrast as between organic and inorganic s y s 

tems. The nervous sys tem of the integrate is of the vegetat ive type, 

it is charac ter i zed by a strong integration of indiv idual processes . 

The nervous sys tem of the disintegrate type is of the cerebro-spinal 

type, i. e. the interaction of processes is relat ively weak . The integrate 

type is a youthful type, the disintegrate of maturity. Pronounced in

tegrates have a strong coherence with their external wor ld . The disin-
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tegrate has little contact with the surrounding wor ld , he experiences 

everyth ing coming from outside as foreign. Integrates are more per

sonal aim emotional. A s we see there is real ly no difference between 

the former and the enlarged theory. 

Al lport (1924) (1928) objects to most of the statements made by 

Jaensch . Af ter a thorough ivest igat ion he concludes that eidet ic image 

is nothing but a v iv id memory image. He s ay s that memory levels 

are not a genetic nor a descr ipt ive fact . In fact they show only a te-

leo log ica l continuum. After images have nothing to do with memory 

phenomena. T h e y belong to sensat ions and originate as a result of 

retinal st imulat ion. Just a mere resemblance between the types of 

imagery does not prove that they have come from the same lower 

stage. He states that memory, whether conce ived in terms of recog

nition or disposit ion to repeat responses existed as an independent phe

nomena from the very beginning. A l l chi ldren do not have eidetic 

images, but al l chi ldren have memory. E ide t i c imagery is only one 

form of imagination and exists dur ing chi ldhood along with the other 

var iet ies of imaginat ion. Th e eidet ic phenomenon is an intermediate 

form of imagery in the sense that it shows the charac ter is t i cs wh ich 

belong to both the sensory and the ideational spheres . But it cannot 

be proved to be a transit ional stage in the evolution of higher forms 

of imagery from lower. A l lpor t thinks that eidetic imagery is an ano

maly in adult life. Us true function is performed only in the earlier 

years of mental development, when by preserv ing and elaborat ing 

sensory data it increases the meaning of the st imulus situat ion for 

the ch i ld , thus enabl ing him to perfect his adapt ive responses. In fact, 

he concludes eidet ic image seems to serve essent ia l ly the same 

purpose in the mental development of the hi ld as does the repetition 

of a st imulus situat ion. It permits the concrete sensory aspec ts of the 

surrounding wor ld to penetrate thoroughly into his mind. T he young 

ch i ld del ights in bui lding up images. He reacts to them with the same 

ser iousness as he would to a real st imulus situation. Such experience 

enables him to study out in his own w9.y the var ious poss ib i l i 

ties for response. Th e images are concrete. He s imply blends into his 

image a certain amount of relevant material The reason for the re

treat of the eidet ic abi l i ty dur ing ado lescence is then obvious The 

general adjustments of the chi ld to the concrete aspects of his envi

ronment are wel l determined by the time puberty sets in H i s experi-

en c e has been broad and his resj^onses so often repeated that a n*i ei*e 
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memory image alone suff ices to faci l i tate his react ions. Interest shifts 

from the tangible wor ld to inner experience of the emotional type. 

The emphasis upon abstract thinking in higner schools also helps to 

destroy the youth's re l iance upon his eidet ic images. 

Some of the invest igators (Morsh and Abbot t , 1945) conclude that 

eidetic image is a tvpe of after image. Some (Fisher and H i r schberg , 

1924) show that in a large populat ion prac t i ca l ly all individuals possess 

eidet ic image, wh ich is in contradict ion to Jaensch 's f indings. It is 

quite possib le to cite severa l contrad ictory results if one goes through 

the literature. In one of the recent publ icat ions by Barber , it is poin

ted out that the reason for these contradict ions comes from the fact 

that the term eidet ic image has been used freely, sometimes it has 

been referred to any type of imaginal behavior , sometimes to a ne

gat ive or posit ive after image, and sometimes to a type or ha l luc ina

tory behaviour. T h e procedure of the investigations a lso, has been 

much cr i t ic i zed . A t f i rst sub jects experienced after images T h i s was 

done to demonstrate the subjects what is meant to see something, 

when no real object is present. Then the subjects were asked to look 

at a picture for about 15 seconds , and then look at a grey screen to 

report what they saw there. Quest ions ra ised to this procedure were 

as fo l lows : D i d the subjects who were usual ly elementary school ch i l 

dren state that they saw something on the screen in order to p lease 

the experimenter ? D id they report that they saw they picture there be

cause they were aware from the nature of the instructions that the 

experimenter expected them to s ay so ? In fact , as it is stated in Bar 

ber 's (1929) K l i i ve r , Morsch and S c h w a b have emphasized the 

ambiguous nature of the word 'see ' , espec ia l ly when it is used with 

chi ldren. Some of their subjects later admitted that they saw the p i c 

ture in their minds and not on the screen . If some chi ldren actua l ly 

d id see something, how do wee know it was not an after image ? 

Barber says that accord ing to A l l por t , Ko f f ka , Schroff and Sco le this 

often occurred , s ince after image can be produced through f ixation. 

Jaensch , too, admits that in some cases where the influence of the 

imagination is little or zero, eidet ic images prouced are merely modi

f ied after images. 

Barber (1959) suggets a new w a y to deal with eidetic imagery , 

namely as ha l luc inatory behaviour. H e says that from the reports of 

severa l invest igators we know that it is not a lways necessary for the 

eidet ic subject to first look at a picture. A l s o some subjects are not 
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only able to produce spontaneous eidetic images, hut are a lso able 

to reproduce an edetic image with all its detai ls and v iv idness after 

days , months, and even years , E idet ic image sometimes takes an ob

sess ive character and and recurs without the vol it ion of the subject . 

Acco rd i ng to Purdy ' s (1936) report his subject could see at any time 

three dimensional eidetic image of any person or object . He could 

even see an eidetic image of a" man devo id of a head or green leaves 

upon barren trees, in this case Barber sees no essential difference 

bet-ween this subject 's eidet ic images and what has been termed 

as the wak ing hal lucinations of healthy persons or negative or posit i

ve hal lucinat ions of hypnot ic subjects . Furthermore he states that it 

is difficult to differentiate the B type individual from those who can 

hallucinate at w i l l , for in both cases the subjects are not only able 

to ca l l up an image and to banish it whenever they desire to, but 

they are also able to alter its form, colour, duration and location at 

wi l l . A n d as Mc Doug-all (1929) and Symth ies (1956) have shown, if 

a sub ject states that he sees and behaves as if he sees when that 

object is not present to other observers , he is car ry ing out a hal

lucinatory behaviour , even though he is perpect ly ' dws r c tlia,t the ob" 

ject he sees is his own creat ion. T o support his idea of consider ing 

the eidetic imace as hal lucinatory behaviour Barber reports other 

examples . W h e n Jaensch d iscusses eidel ic images which can be induced 

by mescal ine there is no way to diffentiate these eidetic images 

from what others have termed the visual hal lucinations wh ich can be 

indu cedby this drug A l so accord ing to Jaensch (1930) eidetic image 

of a colour is often fo l lowed by its negative after imace For Barber 

(1959) this is the same bahavior as the colour hal lucinat ions of hyp

notic subjects conceptual ized since 1888 by Binet and Fere and more 

recent ly by Barber himself as hal lucinated colours Even if it is 

agreed that behavior should not be ca l led hal lucinatory unless the 

subject bel ieves that the hal lucinatory object is a rea l object it can 

be insisted that some cases of eidetic imagery cannot be differentiated 

from a type of hal luci ' tatory be' iaviour T h i s statement finds a sup 

por i from Jaensch (¡930) who says that in except ional ly strong cases 

eidetic images and reai ob jects under certa in condit ions can be con 

fused with o i R another In fact F isher and ^^e lke (1926) havinc"- noted 

this diff iculty staged that the hal lucinat ions should be c lass i f ied under 

cate or ies-

no'i p^yc 1 - o ^ lie 1 9.11 c" t" "is 1 ' c ti 1 3 
nations and e l as t i c images wita real ity character . 

Barber (1957) suggests that instead of ask ing the subjects to look 
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at a picture and a l l ow them to experience an after image we should 

d irect ly ask them to imagine an ob ject and then to project it. H e 

bel ieves that there wi l l be a large proport ion of chi ldren and a re la

t ively smal l proport ion of adul ts who wi l l hal lucinate at w i l l , that is 

they wi l l report that they have pro jected the imagined object , and 

there wi l l be phys io log ica l changes such as the alpha b lock ing on 

the E E G and the alteration in pupi l s ize. 

However , cosiderat ion of e idet ic imagery as a form of hal luc ina

tory behaviour wi l l not so lve the problem, s ince this wi l l app ly only 

to eidetic images that resemble the memory images. H o w wil l the 

other type be expla ined ? A l s o , accord ing to the above statement can 

we s a y that chi ldren show more hal luc inatory behaviour than adults , 

and how wi l l this be expla ined ? 

However , Barber ' s v iew has been taken into considerat ion by se 

veral other invest igators. Popov studied v isual eidetism in patients 

suffering from del ir ium tremens with v isua l hal lucinations He found 

out that in most patients v isual e idet ism appeared during the first 24¬

48 hours after the cessat ion of hal lucinat ions. La ter on the eidet ic 

capac i t y d isappeared entirely. Popov concluded that eidet ism may be 

cons idered as an intermediate stage between the normal state and 

hal lucinat ions. Naumova a lso, s tated that acoust ic eidet ism is an in

termediate state in the development of hal lucinat ions. J a nkowska d is

cussed hal lucinat ions among psycho t i cs as a regress ion phenomena of 

imagination, being l ike more pr imit ive eidetic images. More recently 

Husen d i scussed hal lucinations as a form of psycho log ica l behaviour 

related to eidet ic imagery. 

E idet ic imagery has been sub jected to var ious investigat ions for 

var ious reasons, i ts relat ions are reported to have been dealt with 

cr iminology, intel l igence, rac ia l d i f ferences, personal i ty , behaviour, 

speech retardat ion, s tammer ing , ar t is t ic abi l i ty, heredity, constitu

t ionally determined somat ic charac ter i s t i cs , scho las t ic abi l i ty and 

so on. 

Different invest igators a lways found different results. A l s o , most 

of the results on experiments with percept ion, wh ich Jaensch cites as a 

proof to his theory have been d isproved today. F o r example, Jaencsh 

(1930) ca l l s opt ica l dynamic processes , eye movements, var iat ions in 

attention as local iz ing factors and s ay s that these factors influencing 
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even the more stable percept ions of adults, have a greater effect in 

the eidetic phase where percept ion is highly modif ied by these fac-

tors .He expla ins the pecul iar i t ies of the Horopter deviat ion with these 

local iz ing factors . But , very recent ly it has been stated that the Ho

ropter bowing pattern wh ich j a ensch assumed to be concave for d is 

tant objects and convex for near objects in the eidet ics, showed no 

difference in eidet ics and non-eidetics. K l i i ver (1926, 1928) says that 

the investigations do not furnish a rel iable data wh ich wil l convin

c ing ly expla in normal non-eidetic phenomena and solve certain prob

lems of perceptua l psycho logy . 

The charac ter i s t i cs of eidetic phenomenon have been descr ibed by 

A l l po r t (1928). He dist inguishes eidetic image from after image in fol

lowing charac ter is t i cs : eidet ic image may be aroused by a compl ica 

ted object, it is superior in c learness and r ichness of detai l . I t conti

nues longer in the v isua l f ield, it is subject to voluntary reca l l after 

a lapse of considerable time, it requires a shorter length of exposure 

aed less r ig id fixation for its arousal , it is more dependent upon fac-

tord of interest and naturalness, and it is subject to voluntary control 

and can be made to change its content by an effort of attention. 

But these are not exc lus ive ly dist inguishing charac ter is t i cs of eide

tic image. Because edetic image may also be aroused by a simple 

object , it may not be c lear and full of detai l , in some cases its dura

tion is very short, under certa in condit ions it is diff icult to reca l l it 

voluntar i ly , it may need a long exposure and quite r ig id fixation for 

its a rousa l , it may be dependent upon factors of interest and in some 

cases it is not indeed subject to volutary control . O n the other hand 

accord ing to A l l por t (1928) again, it tends to resemble the after ima

ge in respect to its phys io log ica l character is t ics , wh ich are as fol

lows : it appears a lways in v isual space , when it is held in the field 

of v is ion there is a marked tension in the muscles of the eye, and it 

may be either posit ive or negative in colourat ion. These are the chief 

charac ter i s t i cs of the eidet ic image wh ich make it resemble and differ 

from the after 1 in 31 §" G 

W e know that the T-type individual 's eidetic images are hard to 

d ist inguish from the after image. Because this k ind of eidetic images 

are dependent on the phys io log ica l condit ions of sensory stimulation, 

their c learness depend on the f ixation, they do not depend on the in

terest aroused by the picture, they are usual ly seen in two dimensions 



52 B. O Z B A Y D A R 

they cannot be al tered in form or colour by wi l l , they usual ly fol low 

Emmert ' s law, and usual ly show the complementary colour. It is quite 

clear from the above descript ion of the eidet ic images of the T-

type, that these qualit ies are in fact the same qual i t ies of the after 

images. Y e t there is a disdtinct phenomenon. So , in this case what 

wi l l be the criterion to c lass i fy them as eidetic i m a g e s ? 

A s to its relation to memory image AUpor t (1928) s ay s that ei

detic image differs f rom the memory image in that it is definitely lo

ca l ized in v isual space , even though it is recognizable as a subject ive 

phenomenon, it is general ly superior in c learness and r ichness of detai l 

its c learness is less dependent upon organizat ion of its content, it is 

general ly more accurate in its reproduct ion of detai l , it is general ly 

more bril l iant and more accurate in coloration, it requires more r igid 

fixation for its arousal , and it is dependent upon a favourable projection 

ground for its arousa l . 

These , aga in , are not differentiating qualit ies, because m some 

cases eidet ic image is not recognizable as subject ive phenomenon, 

sometimes it does not require any fixation nor a project ion ground at 

al l for its arousa l . A s to the other qual i t ies given, they are a lready 

sa id to be 'general ly ' , which makes them indefinite. The qualit ies gi

ven in respect to its resemblance to memory image are related to its 

assoc ia t ive c ha r a c t e r i s t i c s : the content is to a considerable extent' 

se lected accord ing to its affective va lue , the content can be a l tered 

within the limits of experience by wi l l , and the content is influenced 

by preceding images. Aga i n , we may say that the content is not a l 

w a y s selected accord ing to its affect ive value, sometimes the content 

cannot be altered by wi l l and it may not be influended by preceding 

images. 

The feeling of famil iar i ty wh ich accompan ies the memory image 

can be detected also in eidetic image. Acco rd i ng to Jaensch 's typo

logy the B-type individual has e idet ic images wh ich resemble the 

memory images. Apa r t from this resemblance eidetic images are no 

longer cons idered as foreign, something that forces itself upon the 

personal i ty, but as something belonging to the self. T h e y are c losely 

bound up with the personal i ty. W e see , then, that the character is t ics 

of the memory images apply more or less to the charac ter is t i cs of 

the e idet ic images of the B-type indiv idual . The only difference, in 

fact , is that the eidetic images are l iterally seen. So , in that case 

they might as wel l be considered as projected memory images. 
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A s a conclus ion it might be sa id that in a way it seems more 

logica l to start all over again. Before we draw any conclusion as to 

the relat ion of eidetic imagery to other kinds of imagery, to percep

tion, to its place and value in development, rac ia l differences, perso

nality, and somat ic charac ter is t i cs we have to know clear ly and def i 

nitely what eidetic image is , and what are its qual it ies. Then we can 

answer correct ly all the questions wh ich have been put forth and 

answered differently by different investigators. Th i s might be one of 

the reasons why the results of different " invest igat ions are contrad ic 

tory. One other reason for these contradict ions might be that the 

earl ier invest igat ions, wh ich Jaensch uses as supports to his state

ments, and his own reports , lack stat is t ica l treatments. In these in

vest igat ions, apart from a few percentages there are not any stat is t ica l 

ana lyses . 
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