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

There are a number of different theories as to what makes a person the same over time. For example some believe having the same soul makes you the same person. or having the same body. But Locke argues that having the same memories is what makes you the same person. 

The memory theory is your personal identity persisting over time due to you remembering who you are from one time or day to the next and they are connected. For example, you go to sleep at one time, T1 and wake up at another, T2. How do you know if you are the same person? By recalling and having the same memories at T2 of T1. But what if in the case you go to sleep at T1 and at T2 have a different body but you still have all the same memories? You yourself would say you are you. What about this case in regards to others and the relationships you hold with others, for example, you and your partner go to bed at T1, but at T2 you both wake up except your partner wakes up with someone who is physically different to who they were at T1. If you talk about all the memories shared then would this make a convincing case to the partner? We would like to think it would but memories of your life and memories shared would all be retrospective to now, T2. A promise made to you at T1 was made to a person with a different body but same memories but the link between the two allowed for that promise to go forwards. But nonetheless according to Locke you would still be you.

If memory is crucial to being the same person over time, then none of us have fully been a person when we were young and being born. We do not have memory of this event or of the next few years after that so does that make us the same. Futher more, we need to consider people suffering with Alzheimer’s. For example, a relative is suffering with the condition, do we disregard them of who they are, and if we do that then do we stop talking and seeing them and consequently acting as if they do not exist, we would like to think we don’t, but in Locke’s view this is very much within reason. On the other hand, the memories the relatives share of the person suffering with the Alzheimer’s condition creates a kind of link of continuation for the person similarly to that of friendships and relationships. We talk to friends or partners because of the first memories we have with them and from there we build a link up together, just as a link has been built with the relative. 

People have been known to claim false memories and memories of another person. Take for example Person A suddenly wakes up with the memories of Guy Fawkes and can tell every little detail about him and they make claim to be him. We would find it quite easy to go along with this and believe it. But what about in the case that another person also says that they are Guy Fawkes and they have all the same memories too. Would they both be Guy Fawkes? In Lockes view we would disregard both because no too people can share identical memories from the same view point.  

What about in the case of people having multiple personalities. It has been known for a single person to have multiple personalities occupying their mind and each personalities comes with its own memories and mannerisms and behaviours. Do we address the person by the birthname given to them when they were born or do we address them how they themselves chose to be addressed at any given time. If a single personality I occupying the body at a certain given time then do we also disregard memories shared with the same body but different personality of the person and what would happen if a personality were to become dormant or cease to exist. This also leads us to question if there was ever an ‘original’ personality too and would only their memories be valid as to them being the same person. It could be argued, each personality individually has its own memories and while a certain personality type maybe occupying the body at the one time, the other personality types are simply sleeping. But in terms of the person being the same person it could be argued that the person is lots of people while occupying one body, and so these personalities, so long as they each have their own memoires, are themselves. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]How would we treat a person who had committed a crime many years ago, but has no recollection of doing so or has had a lapse in memory and has or they say at least has changed. Was it the same them that did it? Should the person at T2 be punished due to the events they did at T1 with no recollection? 

To conclude, memory is certainly an aspect in being the same person but when looked at critically, you can see that Locke has failed to address vital points. Memories are the continuous link keeping note of our mental events and phenomena for us and are the reason for who we are today. 
