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Abstract: In this paper I attempt to motivate and then solve a puzzle about the nature of photographic knowledge—i.e. the nature of the knowledge that is furnished by photographs. I begin by arguing that various considerations favour an analysis of photographic knowledge according to which that knowledge is perceptual in nature. A puzzle begins to take shape, however, once we appreciate that whilst there are good reasons for thinking that photographic knowledge is a species of perceptual knowledge, there are also good reasons for denying the position, held by Kendall Walton, Patrick Maynard and Dominic Lopes, that photographs allow for indirect or physically-mediated object-seeing. The puzzle is that if, contra the above philosophers, photographs do not allow us to (indirectly) see the objects they are of, then how do we square this with our original assumption—that photographs furnish knowledge of a perceptual nature? After all, if, in seeing a photograph of some object, x, one does not (indirectly) see x itself, then how can it be true that photographs furnish perceptual knowledge of x? The answer to this puzzle, I suggest, is that photographic knowledge is a special instance of ‘seeing-that’; specifically, it is an instance of what Fred Dretske calls ‘secondary-epistemic seeing’ or ‘displaced perception’. According to this view, photographs do not allow us to see the objects they are of, but they do allow us to ‘see facts’ about those objects. So photographic knowledge can be perceptual in nature whilst falling short of qualifying as indirect or physically-mediated object seeing. We can affirm that photographic knowledge is perceptual, whilst still denying the problematic thesis that photographs allow us to indirectly see the objects they are of. 

