Outline and assess the suggestion that it is memory that is crucial to being the same person over time

Exploring the question of personal Identity
What creates our sense of Personal Identity? Over history it’s a question that many philosophers have delved into the depths of, enquiring into where this sense of ‘self’ comes from and what exactly it is. Am I the same person as I was 10 years ago? If so, how? And if not, why? This philosophical questioning is aimed to explore and further understand the grounds on which we base our beliefs on, for important issues such as; punishment, personal relationships and life after death. A variety of different theories have emerged over time, however in this essay I will be outlining and assessing the suggestion that it is memory that is crucial to being the same person. 
The Memory View
Beginning by covering the basis of this view and clarifying what exactly it is, exploring the relation of memory to personal identity. Memory being the psychological continuity providing information of one’s past experiences which amounts to creating the autobiography of one’s personal identity. (WHITBOURNE, S K. 1985) 
One man in particular who emphasised this memory view was John Locke (1632 – 1704). Working on the question of personal identity, he theorised that man, person and substance are distinct from each other. (LOCKE, J. 1689). Rejecting the concept of physical continuity holding grounds for being the same person, Locke claimed that physical continuity allows one to be the same man, but is not needed to be the same person (LOCKE, J. 1689). Exploring this suggestion contemplate that as one wakes up from sleep, before even opening her eyes or looking around at her body, she would already know who she was. She wouldn’t need the physical body to identify herself, she recalls who she is through her memory (PERRY, J. 1978). This suggests that from our own subjective experience we find that we can identify ourselves solely through remembering who we are, without the need of referring to a physical body. This concludes in the memory view regarding the body as irrelevant to identity as in this case demonstrates, it’s not needed.                                           
[bookmark: _GoBack]This view also rejects the older idea that an immaterial substance (soul) holds the key to identity. Locke explains that as the immaterial soul is invisible, we cannot know the nature of it (LOCKE, J. 1689). An example being that if Plato’s soul was to transfer into Locke’s body, Locke would remain to be Locke because he would continue to have all his memories and past experiences that create his sense of self; Without having Plato’s memories and experiences as his own, it would be impossible to identify with Plato, regardless of the transfer of immaterial substance (LOCKE, J. 1689). And so arises the memory view, suggesting that man and substance are insignificant in the question of what makes a person, and that conscious memory is what is crucial. (LOCKE, J. 1689). “As far as this consciousness can be extended backwards to any past action or thought, so far reaches the identity of that person; it is the same self now as it was then” (LOCKE, J. 1689 p 335).                                          Having covered the foundation of the memory view, I will now go on to explore how the view may impact humanity in terms of punishment, personal relationships and life after death, whilst also investigating into building arguments against the view. 
The memory view on punishment
Firstly delving into the act of punishment. As one naturally develops an individual concern for their own future and whether that may be painful or happy, one recognises that their present actions will have future consequences for them. With personal concern in avoiding future punishment, one will refrain from wrong-doing in the present. Concluding that memory is a link that brings a sense of responsibility for one’s present personal actions (MACKIE, L J. 1976)                                                                                                                        However understanding that this is not always the case, there is also a need to enquire into finding one guilty for punishment in the cases that one does not refrain from wrong-doing. A challenge arises here as a jury decides whether one is found guilty or not. As memory is subjective the jury is without access into one’s memories, leaving a great difficulty convicting one as guilty. “Human laws only suppose that the body and the person are conjoined for life, and that where one is the other is also, although they be not one and the same thing” (MARCIL-LACOSTE, L. 1982 p 201). Therefore in a general case we have to take it in a bodily sense that if a man is found at the scene, take it to be that the person identified with that body was at the scene. Contradicting the memory view in that it holds the physical form as irrelevant in regards of identity.                                                                                                                                           Nevertheless, there are existing cases that emphasise the body as being irrelevant in identity; such as the famous case of Kenneth Parks; a man found guilty for the murder of his mother-in-law (EAGLEMAN, D 2017). Although there in body, he claimed that he in ‘person’ was not truly there, as he was sleep walking. Without a personal memory of the event he was not ‘there’ as a conscious person. He was then found not guilty of the murder. “Because their brain renders them unaware of what they are doing, a person cannot be held responsible for their actions because they had no conscious knowledge of them” (ADAMS, L., 2010) This suggests that in certain circumstances the justice system holds regards for that if one is unconscious without memory, it is possible that the person was not ‘there’ to commit the crime. “Locke holds that consciousness is essential for justice to be done” (UZGALIS, W., 2001) We must however take in to consideration that these are cases involving people who suffer from diseases that disturb sleep cycles and are only validated with further scientific evidence. However it does awaken curiosity as to under what circumstances of acting without consciousness is one not guilty? Say if one was to suggest that people with psychological diseases such as schizophrenia are not ‘there’ consciously. Could it leave higher levels of crime excused with a greater difficulty of proving the level of one’s consciousness at the time of alleged crime? As consciousness is not only subjective and immeasurable but also constantly changing. It would be impossible to convict persons. (REID, T. 1785).
The memory view on personal relationships
Secondly, enquiring into the means of personal relationships based on this memory view. We recognise that in personal relationships we are able to identify each other through our shared stories and life experiences. If a partner were to suddenly start acting differently, claiming a different life story and memories, we may state that the person is no longer the same person as they used to be. “Those properties of persons which make persons of great value, and mark their individuality, and make one person so special to his friends and loved ones, are ultimately psychological or mental” (PERRY, J. 1978 p 43). Let’s say the Queen was to wake up with no memories of her life, and instead convinced that she was in fact Madonna with all of Madonna’s life memories. People may conclude that there must have been a change in persons. One may argue that to be Madonna they would also need to have Madonna’s personality, behaviour and habits, not solely memory. Yet the memory is that which makes up identity, hence the Queen would have Madonna’s past experiences which shapes the personality and habitual patterns therefore it would simply be Madonna in the Queens body (PERRY, J. 1978). In a different case however if the Queen awoke without a single memory, she would be unable to identify herself alone. As we see with Alzheimer’s disease which attacks the brain resulting in memory loss. Alzheimer’s shows the direct link and impact that memory has on personal identity, within oneself and in the relationships with others. “When someone forgets what an object is for, they lose its social and emotional context as well.” (LEADBEATER, CH. 2015). Resulting in that as one forgets their memories, they forget the emotion, meaning and story linked to those memories. Even if the body still exists, It appears that the person is gone, lost, hence why the emotional purpose and function of the relationships seemingly disappear. In the case of memory loss there is the lack of connection between the people in relationship from the absence of emotional information which memories provide. 

The memory view on life after death
Lastly, Exploring identity in the concept of life after death, if we imagine that in the case of a body transplant, where memories stored in the brain are transplanted in to another body, Life after death is possible. (PERRY, J. 1978) As in the case of Julia, a woman who was run over and left with a wasted body yet a healthy brain, and another woman named Mary who watched the whole incident giving her a stroke, leaving her with a healthy body and a wasted brain. In this case imagine there is the procedure of a ‘body transplant’ where one can put the healthy brain with all memories stored in to the healthy body. Who survives? Most would agree that it is Julia who survived, although Julia as a person is now in Mary’s body. This agreement is based on that the person who survived looks like Mary, yet there is no other trace of Mary in regards to the person, they’re all Julia’s memories, personality and behaviours that are still existing (PERRY, J. 1978). However in this argument we talk about the brain being transplanted and therefore the memories being transplanted, which implies that the brain stores the memories and therefore identity. The problem here being that the brain is part of the physical body which in the memory view is seen as irrelevant. This suggest memory cannot survive without the brain and therefore persons cannot survive after the death of the brain. If one was to argue that memory is not stored within the brain, the question then arises in where does memory come from and where is it contained? 

Finally we must acknowledge the famous argument held by Thomas Reid (1710 – 1796);
 “Suppose a brave officer to have been flogged when a boy at school, for robbing an orchard, to have taken a standard from the enemy in his first campaign, and to have been made a general in advanced life: Suppose also, which must be admitted to be possible, that when he took the standard, he was conscious of his having been flogged at school, and that when made a general he was conscious of his taking the standard, but had absolutely lost the consciousness of his flogging. These things being supposed, it follows, from Mr LOCKE's doctrine, that he who was flogged at school is the same person who took the standard, and that he who took the standard is the same person who was made a general. When it follows, if there be any truth in logic, that the general is the same person with him who was flogged at school. But the general's consciousness does not reach so far back as his flogging, therefore, according to Mr LOCKE's doctrine, he is not the person who was flogged. Therefore the general is, and at the same time is not the same person as him who was flogged at school” (REID, T. 1785 p 117)
Here Reid clearly highlights the unreliability of memory in that there are constantly gaps within a person’s consciousness during periods of memory loss, forgetfulness and sleep. In this case it is incoherent to have a theory stating that the general can, and cannot be the same one who was flogged at school. Therefore a large problem arises with this view stating that memory is crucial to personal identity. We cannot state the consistency of persons to be based on the system of memory, which is inconsistent. (REID, T. 1785)
To close, we see that the memory view presents some great arguments for memory playing a crucial part in personal identity but also some great challenges. With many well established points, I agree that the memory view holds some grounds in playing an important role in personal identity; however to imply that memory alone is what creates our personal identity is unreliable as the memory system is complex and not always consistent. We have to acknowledge that to base our identity solely on memory would be rather precarious as when we explore the inconsistencies of memory we begin to find multiple break downs in this theory of personal identity. 
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