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John Locke argues that what is crucial to being the same person as the one who did a particular thing yesterday is neither having the same ‘immaterial substance’ (‘thinking spirit’) nor ‘being the same man’ (the same continuous bodily life). Outline and assess his arguments against each of these positions.

According to the literature, John Locke’s work ultimately describes the self as a conscious thinking substance made up of spiritual and material matter, capable of pain, pleasure, happiness, and sadness and capable of being concerned for itself. 
I aim to address this essay which will include an introduction and conclusion and three specific sections. The introduction will give an overview of John Locke’s philosophy and life history and what I aim to uncover, followed by three sections which aim to show the following insights:
Section 1: will discuss John Locke’s arguments and position regarding the mind, body and consciousness, followed by the philosophers who influenced Locke and those who had similar viewpoints.
Section 2: will detail arguments against John Locke’s position with specific examples and include philosophers who disagreed with John Locke.
Section 3: I plan to take a position on both sections and discuss the thoughts that resonate with my understanding of John Locke’s views.
In my conclusion, my aim will be to summarise what I have discussed throughout the essay.

Introduction
John Locke was an English Philosopher born in Somerset in 1632 and died in 1704. He was known for his empiricism. Empiricism, according to Thompson (2017) states, “in the quest for knowledge, is understood as experience, the way we may experience as well as what we may experience”. John Locke was known for his work in the areas of political philosophy, epistemology and metaphysics. It was one of his most important metaphysic works that enabled him to make progress in the area of Personal Identity over time. Having had a new, ground-breaking and unique insight into the nature of persons this opened up a new philosophical area of research for many philosophers. 
John Locke’s quest on Personal Identity over time understood what the mind can comprehend and what it cannot. He claimed there are no such things as innate ideas (Rationalist ideology), and that what we know comes to us from experience and from reflecting upon experience, questioning everything, using a proactive approach rather than accepting which could appear as passivity.  His belief is that we are born a blank slate (tabula rasa) and how much we know is down to the way in which we think and see. 
Educated at Oxford, he found Philosophy outdated and obsolete and was more interested in physics, chemistry and medicine.  When he was thirty five he joined the household of prominent Politian Lord Ashley as a doctor and adviser in scientific and political affairs. He retired to France and later Holland where he became involved with English supporters and William of Orange and didn’t return until after the Revolution of 1688.
Locke’s political arguments were that laws should be based on the need for the preservation of life and property within the state. He argued for a representative democracy, with rulers accountable to those who have put those laws in power. Thus we have a constitutional government where rulers have power given by the people and within principles that set out within a constitution. Thompson (2017) states the moral justification for the actions of the state is utilitarian the moral theory that seeks “the greatest happiness for the greatest number”.
Locke was clear that decisions must reflect the wishes of a majority and any minority must accept that judgement. His work was documented in the Two Treatises of Government (1690).
In one of Locke’s arguments it is said that what is crucial to being the same person as the one who did a particular thing yesterday is neither having the same ‘immaterial substance’ (‘thinking spirit’) nor ‘being the same man’ (the same continuous bodily life). My aim in the following sections is to outline and assess his arguments against these positions.

Section 1:
According to the literature John Locke uncovered an extremely unique view on personal identity, and one that other Philosophers’ are indebted to. Locke himself was considered an Empiricist, which is one who attempts to connect knowledge to experience. Locke’s belief is that we are born a blank tablet “tabula rasa” void of all characters and without any ideas. That experience is our principle source of knowledge, however, Locke does agree that each of us is born with a capacity for reasoning and he stated that the right education is critical to a child’s intellectual development.
	“No man’s knowledge here can go beyond his experience.”
					John Locke, An Essay Concerning Human Understanding (1689)

Locke believed that we could only receive information about the world through our senses. This information he claimed is of two kinds, primary qualities and secondary qualities. The primary qualities are objective and exist independently of whomever is observing it. The secondary qualities are produced in our mind as it is perceived by using the senses. Ideas are split into simple and complex: simple ideas are the immediate results of sense perception and complex ideas are constructed out of simple ideas.
Locke explains how particular ideas such as space, time, identity and morals arise from individual’s reflection and sensations. Locke also notes the nature of free will with power and actions.
It is his Personal Identity views that were considered new and quite radical. As many philosophers spoke about Personal Identity as being a Body and a Soul and what constitutes this Body (matter/atoms) and this Soul (thinking spirit). For example, what if we have Person (A) and the same person at a later stage, Person (B). What makes person (A) identical to person (B)? Many Philosophers agree that in order for Person (A) to be identical to Person (B) two conditions need to be met, namely, what are the necessary conditions for (A) to be identical to (B) and what are the sufficient conditions for (A) to be identical as (B)? Then you have Personal Identity over time. Descartes and the Cartesian view explain that a necessary and sufficient condition is having the same Soul over time and that the Soul is distinct from the Body. The example of Personal Identity over time can also be extended to Animals, Plants and Artefacts. For example, what is the necessary and sufficient conditions for Dog (A) to be identical to Dog (B), or Table (A) to be identical to Table (B)?
It was quoted in Locke’s Essay (II. 27, 1, N.328):
“For we never finding no conceiving it possible, that two things of the same kind should exist at the same place at the same time, we rightly conclude that anything that exists anywhere at any time, excludes all of the same kind, and is there itself alone. When therefore we demand whether anything be the same or no, it refers always to something that existed such a time in such a place, which t’was certain, at that time was the same as it self, and no other. From whence it follows that one thing cannot have two beginnings of Existence, nor two things one beginning, it being impossible for two things of the same kind to be or exist in the same instant, in the very same place; or one and the same in different places. That therefore that had one beginning is the same thing, and that which had a different beginning in time and place is divers.”
It was John Locke that uncovered the sameness of consciousness as the key point in Personal Identity. This level of consciousness and its ability to reflect upon itself is of utmost importance. The consciousness, contains the Soul with its material substance. He states the sameness of Soul is neither necessary nor sufficient for the sameness of person nor is the sameness of body necessary nor sufficient for the sameness of person. It is the sameness of consciousness that is key, having an awareness of the thought itself is most importance.
In Locke’s An Essay Concerning Human Understanding he describes an atom as well as a group of atoms that unite together, must be of the same mass or of the same body. If one of these atoms are removed it is therefore no longer one body. He continues to say that “a mass of matter, and a living body, identity is not applied to the same thing.” He gives the examples of an oak tree, a horse and a machine. He carries on to state that whilst there are organised atoms in a human body, taken in any one instant in time would find it difficult to find “an embryo, one of years, mad and sober, the same man, by any supposition, that will not make it possible” to be the same person. He continues to state that a person “is a thinking intelligent being that has reason and reflection, and can consider itself as itself”. If a person can see, hear, smell, taste, touch and will things and if consciousness can be extended backwards to include the past, therefore, he suggests “it is the same self now as it was then; and it is by the same self with this present one that now reflects on it, that that action was done”.
Therefore to return to our question regarding Person (A) and Person (B). What is sufficient and necessary that Person (B) is identical to Person (A)? According to Locke, if Person (B) claims to remember the sameness of Person (A) that is sufficient and if Person (B) can remember thoughts and actions of Person (A) that is necessary for sameness of Person. The literature even includes a scenario in which the switching of Souls in a body could be quite plausible.
“It follows from Locke’s view that it could be true that I am the same person as the one who did a certain thing in the past even though the substance – both material and immaterial – of which I am composed is quite different. For if I have an inside memory of having done it then I am the one who did it; and that is so quite independently of whether this soul – the one that I “am” or “have” – is the one that was initially present in.”
		David Cockburn, An Introduction to the Philosophy of Mind, 2001
Some of John Locke’s influences were Francis Bacon (1617-1621) (known as the Father of Empiricism) and also Thomas Hobbes (1588-1679) to some degree.
Philosophers who were influenced by Locke’s work are Bishop Berkeley (1685-1753), David Hume (1711-1776) and Immanuel Kant (1724-1804).

Section 2:
So if questioning what is sufficient, what is necessary, what memories exist regarding the levels of consciousness is Locke’s theory on Personal Identity, the literature can show many examples of Philosophers and practical viewpoints who disagree with Locke’s principles of Personal Identity. One such example of Locke’s sameness of memory can be challenged in the following three viewpoints. The first issue regarding memory could be stated that what if Person (B) is the same as Person (A) but they cannot remember what they had for dinner yesterday. As Locke’s viewpoint is that as Person (B) must have the sameness of memory as Person (A) therefore this person is not the same and is therefore proven wrong as the thoughts and actions of the earlier person (A) cannot be remembered. It cannot be then, that a completely new person (B) comes into existence if they cannot remember person (A)’s dinner. Locke does address this problem however, by making a distinction between a Human Being and a Person. He states that if Person (B) cannot remember what Person (A) had for dinner then he is not the same Person as Person (A). However, he states that he is the same Human Being as Person (A) who had dinner yesterday. This includes the sameness of Man, sameness of Animal but not the same person.
A second example of a problem with Locke’s theory describes a person at three separate stages in their life. A person at, for example 7 years of age, 20 years of age and 70 years of age. What if the person at 70 years of age can remember what they did at 20 years of age but not at 7 years of age, according to Locke’s theory, the 70 year old person is the same as the 20 year old person but not the same as the 7 year old. However, if the 20 year old remembers what the 7 year old person did it should subscribe that the older person is equal to the younger person. Locke’s viewpoint makes this impossible. This is where contradictions take place and a problem for Locke’s theory in which he doesn’t address.
Example three states an imaginary example which can again prove Locke’s theory invalid. What if a brain was split into two and embodied two separate persons creating two different competitors from the original person. Both the two separate persons remember the thought and actions of the original person. Therefore both persons should be identical to the original person, however, this cannot be the case as they are both not identical to each other. As a result it would be arbitrary to choose one over the other as being the same as the original person. In this case despite Locke’s theory of continuity of memory, this example shows there is too much continuity of memory and therefore shows a failure of memory over time. Therefore it has been stated that a double success, twice the continuity over time has resulted in a failure of Personal Identity.
It is worthy to note that Locke’s viewpoints focus on reward and punishment. A person can only be punished if he/she was the person who committed the crime. The reverse also applies to rewards such as giving or receiving praise and/or gratitude. 
The Scottish Philosopher David Hume (1711-1776) is one such Philosopher who argued against Locke’s viewpoints. He created his own viewpoint of Personal Identity stating that an object, physical or mental cannot be consistent over time without undergoing some changes. He also states when we introspect we cannot find a self, one that has thoughts and feelings, we can only find the thoughts and feelings themselves. In A Treatise of Human Nature he states:
“For my part, when I enter most intimately into what I call myself, I always stumble on some particular perception or other, of heat or cold, light or shade, love or hatred, pain or pleasure. I never can catch myself at any time without a perception, and never can observe anything but the perception…
If any one, upon serious and unprejudiced reflection thinks he has a different notion of himself, I must confess I can reason no longer with him.
All I can allow him is, that he may be in the right as well as I, and that we are essentially different in this particular. He may, perhaps, perceive something simple and continued, which he calls himself; tho’ I am certan there is no such principle in me.”
Hume’s discussions can be linked with many Buddhist views also. The views on no-self and the term “Sunyatta” or emptiness.
However, John Locke does make a connection between thoughts and actions and the later memory of this. Cockburn (2001) states “There is the connection between an intention to do something and the later performance of that action. There are the connections of similarity between the beliefs, desires and interests of a person at one time and the “same” person at a later time.”

Section 3: 
John Locke has made such an imprint on both Personal Identity and the nature of self over time as well as his government and metaphysical point of views. John Locke rejected Rationalism and believed that there are good reasons that innate ideas do not exist and therefore sided fully with the Empiricist viewpoint. If I was to look at how innate ideas could be incorrect I would have to agree with Locke. A skilful leader could make a certain group of people be inferior to another group especially if they are in government, and trying to justify this would not be fair. A Rationalist viewpoint shows that every person comes into this world with universally excepted views of life and that these are innate. Rationalists accept for example, that the sun will rise every morning and set every evening and that Monday’s follow on from Sunday’s. According to Locke this argument of innate ideas fails on two grounds:
(1) Children:
· When a child is born he/she has no concept of time, dates etc. They have no concept of the sun setting or rising or any of the days of the week.
(2) Tribesmen:
· A group or individual Tribesmen have no contact with the world outside, no concept of dates or times for example.
Locke states that children as well as tribesmen are taught these innate ideas and therefore this is clear evidence that there are not innate ideas.
Even if we all accept that 2+2=4, the reasoning for this is that our brains are setup to organise numbers in a specific way. We may have to be taught how to classify but our brains will know how to group Locke suggests. One final note from Lock states that there is a superior alternative which he explains that Empiricism without innate ideas proves why Rationalism is incorrect. According to Locke if you can uncover in science in less or fewer assumptions it is the simplest and better explanation. Therefore there is no reason to postulate another way.
My personal viewpoint on John Locke’s view of human nature, rationalism and empiricism is one of interest in both sides of the arguments. I do think he carried forward the future of questioning in our thinking. I do agree that the Rationalist viewpoint has an accepting mode throughout it, however the longer I am alive the more I know that Monday follows Sunday as I have experienced many of these occurrences. Yes questioning is always better but for many things I also have an innate idea, for example, that the sun will set tonight regardless of my vision to see and experience this and whether I remember this or not.
My recent reading has included Western Philosophers such as Locke, Russell, and Descartes to name a few. I have read much literature on Eastern Philosophy having had much experience in the Yogic traditions and literature over the past fifteen years and also I resonate with Eastern Philosophies quite naturally I had however, a specific understanding and awareness of John Locke’s explanation of human nature and his political viewpoints. I do agree and believe he made enormous progress for human nature, government and progression of all societies that he was involved with.
In his An Essay Concerning Human Understanding he states:
“For it is by the consciousness it has of its present thoughts and actions, that it is self to itself now, and so will be the same self, as far as the same consciousness can extend to actions past or to come; and would be by distance of time, or change of substance”.
It is worthy to note that Locke also gives an example of consciousness under the influence of sleep or alcohol which can be uncovered as not a direct representative of pure consciousness and therefore if a human being conducts an ill behaved action under the influence of alcohol or sleep, he or she would be judged as the “want of consciousness cannot be proved for him”. He continues by saying he or she “shall receive his doom, his conscious accusing or excusing him”. His main theme is that without consciousness there is no person. It is also worthy to note Locke’s quote on memory, “the same continued consciousness, in which several substances may have been united, and again separated from it; …Thus any part of our bodies vitally united to that which is conscious in us, makes a part of ourselves”.
The term Tabula rasa (blank slate) explains people are born without any concept or content and therefore all knowledge comes through experiences and perceptions. I do agree with this statement however, having read personal stories of individuals who during sleep can speak a foreign language or perhaps play music that they could not in their current consciousness. Having read experiences and literature based on hypnosis that led me to inquire as to how a person can perform an action (music, language, memory of historical events etc.) that would not be part of their current consciousness.
I believe Locke was ahead of his time during the era he was born into. I would like to know how his view on Personal Identity would be perceived today. I would like to know if he were in government today how he could help organise societies to the best of their abilities, or would he have been interested at all. Perhaps he would have chosen a different path to go to a Himalayan mountain to mediate for this lifetime.

Conclusion:
Having read John Locke’s work, I can resonate with his state of nature, that we are born a blank slate. He argues against both the Augustinian view that man was born with original sin (which being born into a Catholic family and country was taught to all individuals) and the Cartesian viewpoint that states man is born knowing basic logic. It is here that I have many of my own questions. I would agree with the argument against Augustinian viewpoints, with a personal opinion that this man-made system was created to control the masses by creating fear amongst individuals. Unless of course, thought and thinking is uncovered, deep questioning and tools for uncovering wisdom, perhaps meditation or journaling. Regarding the Cartesian viewpoint I understand Locke’s reasoning and stance in which I would mostly agree but have had many experiences which made me doubt this opinion. One such example would be what if a small child discussed a topic in detail that was not to any knowledge discussed before. My own questioning regarding this would include past-life experiences and reincarnations. 
I do agree with Locke that if we are blank slates all knowledge is or can be based on and built upon individual’s experience.  Education therefore is the crucial element to gaining and furthering knowledge.
Therefore, I believe Empiricism is a unique part of the philosophy of science. Empiricism enhances evidence that is ultimately discovered through experiments. Therefore, according to Shelley (2006) in science “all hypotheses and theories must be tested against observations of the natural world rather than resting solely on a priori reasoning, intuition, or revelation”.
In this essay, I hope I have outlined and assessed the concept behind John Locke’s argument that what is crucial to being the same person as the one who did a particular thing yesterday is neither having the same ‘immaterial substance’ (‘thinking spirit’) nor ‘being the same man’ (the same continuous bodily life). In Section 1 my aim was to uncover his viewpoints in this area and the Philosophers who were influenced by his work. In Section 2 I looked at the arguments surrounding his theories with some examples and Section 3 I came to a conclusion that on the whole his thinking was correct and advanced however, it still leaves me with many further questions that are unanswered. Another question I could add to this essay is that of the nature of consciousness with the observer or even a second observer of the original observations. These questions were not addressed, were they even asked or thought about?
Finally to conclude with a quote from John Locke’s An Essay Concerning Human Understanding:
“Let any one reflect upon himself, and conclude that he has in himself an immaterial spirit, which is that which thinks in him, and in the constant change of his body keeps him the same”.
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