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ied sense to provide a clear basis for the acquisition of the
concept that is being more or less speculatively applied to the
voice.

Whatever the logic of the matter, it might be argued, the
causal facts of the situation make the whole inquiry into the
possibility of a soul’s humanly or totally disembodied existence
an entirely fantastic one. That people have the memories and
characters that they do, that they have memories and characters
at all, has as its causally necessary condition the relatively un-
disturbed persistence of a particular bit of physiological appara-
tus. One can admit this without concluding that the inquiry is
altogether without practical point. For the bit of physiological
apparatus in question is not the human body as a whole, but the
brain. Certainly lavish changes in the noncerebral parts of the
human body often affect the character and perhaps even to
some extent the memories of the person whose body it is. But
there is no strict relationship here. Now it is sometimes said
that the last bit of the body to wear out is the brain, that the
brain takes the first and lion’s share of the body’s nourishment,
and that the brains of people who have starved to death are
often found in perfectly good structural order. It is already pos-
sible to graft bits of one human body on to another, corneas,
fingers, and, even, I believe, legs. Might it not be possible to
remove the brain from an otherwise worn-out human body and
replace it either in a manufactured human body or in a cerebral-
ly untenanted one? In this case we should have a causally con-
ceivable analogue of reincarnation. If this were to become pOs-
sible and if the resultant. creatures appeared in a coherent way
to exhibit the character and memories previously associated
with the brain that had been fitted into them, we could say that
the original person was still in existence even though only a
relatively minute part of its original mass and volume was pres-
ent in the new physical whole. Yet if strict bodily identity is a
necessary condition of personal identity, such a description of
the outcome would be ruled out as self-contradictory. I con-
clude, therefore, not only that a logically adequate concept of the
soul is constructible but that the construction has some possible
utility even in the light of our knowledge of the causal conci-
tions of human life.

In John Perry (ed.): Personal Identity.

University of California Press,
1975, 73-95.

H. P. Grice
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Personal Identity

I propose to discuss first the nature of the main questlor:1 V:/}l;lel:rl“l-
philosophers have been asking, when they. have concl:erlrl)e:ll e
selves with the problem of Personal Identity. Then Is fath i
whether it is possible to maintain a Pure Ego theory o : ]f 'cai
and finally I shall state and attempt to defend a form o (2)51n 2
Construction theory. In fulfilling.the first part of my pll;og;he

I shall try to state rather dogmatlcarlly what 1 Fhmk tot be -
question really at issue between phﬂospphers, ujre'spec ive L on
whether such philosophers would admit 'that this is the (i?et Hor
or would agree with my formulation .of it. 1 sh.all ?1C.>pe .t af ;
later sections of my article may prov1de' some justification fo
my views about the nature of the question.

A.—The Question.” )

If we reflect on sentences in which the word “1 (9r met,
etc.) occurs, we can, I think, distinguish at least three dlfg‘e‘llt;l"l
classes of sentences, in each of which the use of the wor

is different. . . .
(1) Sentences such as “l am hearing a noise, “] am think

ing about the immortality of the soul.”"

’ i i i here, I am under considerable
* hat I say in this section, and elsew. , inder
obligatig:l vtvo Mr. Gallie’s article “Is the Self a Substance?” Mind (1936).

This article is reprinted from Mind, vol. 50 (October 1941), by courtesy of
the editor and Professor Grice.
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VERSIONS OF THE MEMORY THEORY - 76
B.—The Pure Ego Theory.

People who have held or discussed forms of what, following
Broad, I shall call a Pure Ego theory, have not usually formu-
lated their statements as if they constituted answers to the ques-
tions I have enumerated. I propose to take as a sample the
statement that “The Self is a Substance.” The meaning of this
statement has been discussed by Mr. Gallie, and I shall base
what I have to say on his account. He suggests that people who
have said that the Self is a Substance have meant what he would
mean by saying that the Self is an ultimate particular (together
with the assertion that the Self is the subject of mental but not
of physical attributes, which I shall ignore, as irrelevant to my
present purpose); and to say that the self is an ultimate particu-
lar is to say that the Self “has qualities and stands in relations,
without either being or containing qualities and relations.” This
definition of “ultimate particular” is taken by Mr. Gallie to
exclude from the class of ultimate particulars “all entities which
are complex in the way in which the fact that “This is red’ or
the event consisting in ‘That noise being heard’ are complex”’;
for such entities, though they may be particulars, contain quali-
ties or relations as elements, and are not, therefore, ultimate
particulars. In this way Mr. Gallie is able to maintain that the
assertion that the Self is a Substance is an assertion which is
really about the properties of things, and not about the proper-
ties of symbols.

I cannot regard this as a satisfactory formulation of a P.E.
theory. The words “contain” and “element” are not defined,
and I do not think it is possible to give them a sense which will
allow to be true all of the things Mr. Gallie would want to main-
tain. In particular, whatever sense we give to “contain,” I don’t
think Mr. Gallie is entitled to maintain both that it is impossible
for something to be both an ultimate particular and a logical
construction (which I am sure he would want to maintain) and
that the proposition “The Self is a Substance” is really about the
properties of things. Suppose first that “contain” bears the sense
Mr. Gallie seems explicitly to attribute to it, and that X may be
said to contain Y when X has to Y the relation which the fact
“This is red” has to red or redness or the event this noise being
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heard to being heard. Then the Self will be an ultimate particu-~
lar, even if it is a Logical Construction; for the sense of “con-
tain” in which a Self, if it is a logical construction, could be
said to contain, say, a relation which holds between two experi-
ences of that self, or a quality of an experience of that self, will
be a very different sense of “‘contain® from that in which the
fact that this is red contains redness; and if this is so it is pos-
sible that the Self might be both a logical construction and an
ultimate particular.

Suppose, on the other hand, we give “contain” the only
sense which could possibly claim to fit Mr. Gallie’s use of the
word, and say that “X contains Y” is to be defined in the
following kind of way “X has R, to Y (where R; = the relation
which the fact this is red has to redness) or . .. or X has R, to
Y (when R, is the relation which a logical construction has to
some quality or relation).” But what can it mean to say “X has
R, to Y”? It seems to me it can only mean: X is a logical con-
struction out of things of a certain kind, and one of these things
has a relation R to a quality or relation Y (such as the relation
which holds between the event this noise being heard and being
heard). But to say that something is a logical construction out
of something else is to assert a proposition about words: there-
fore a proposition of the form “X contains Y” is at least in part
really about words; and therefore a proposition of the form “X
is an ultimate particular” is at least in part about words; more-
over, it is verbal in just that part of itself in which we are going
to be interested if we are considering whether the Self is an
ultimate particular.

What I wish to suggest is that either of two things may be
meant by the assertion that the Self is a Substance. (1) To say
the Self is a substance is to say some such thing as that selves
persist and are capable of change and (perhaps) have causal prop-
erties, and so forth; and even in saying this sort of thing I think
we shall be asserting something about the use of words; for
something something will be said about the way in which words
like “someone,” “I,” etc., can be used significantly. For instance,
“selves persist” might mean something like “If it makes sense to
say ‘someone has ¢’ then it makes sense to say ‘someone has ¢
both at #; and #,.”” (I don’t make any claims on behalf of this
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VERSIONS OF THE MEMORY THEORY - 80

mit that when we introspect, we are acquainted with experie_mces
of various kinds, but never with anything other than experiences:
and so with nothing of which “I”” could be the proper name or
description. \ .

On the other hand, it will be urged, if we try to combine
the P.E. theory with the D.D.T., we must allow t‘hajt I am some-
times acquainted with myself. What sort of descriptive phras:, .
will it be with which “I”” will be synonymous in a class (1) “I
sentence? I don’t think it matters much for the purposes of the
argument what it is, so I will assume that it is the‘phrase “the
self owning this experience,” where “this” is a loglcall}.l proper
name. Thus “I heard a noise” will mean “the self owning t’}’us
experience heard a noise”; and, in general, any class (1). “1
sentence will assert that the self which owns one experience
owns another. But here two observations become relevant. (1)
We couldn’t possibly know that any experience was owned by
any self unless we were acquainted with the self that owned it,
just as we couldn’t know that anything was red unles§ we were
acquainted with something which was red. We couldn-t there-
fore know any facts such as that someone heard a noise unless
we were acquainted with selves. But we do in fact know many
such facts; therefore we are acquainted with at least one self.
(2) Even if objection (1) is not valid, and we could knoyv, e.g.,
that someone heard a noise without being acquainted with any
self that did hear a noise, we still could not know that two
different experiences were owned by the same self unless we
were acquainted with a self which owned them both. But many
class (1) “I” sentences state that two experiences are'owxzed by
the same self; therefore unless we were acquainted with at least
one self we could not know what is stated by any of these class
(1) “I” sentences. But these class (1) “I” sentences include first
those sentences which do state the sort of things we all of us
from time to time know, such as “I heard a noise,” “I am see-
ing a red patch.” Therefore we have acquaintance with at least
our own self, if the P.E. theory and D.D.T. are both true. But

we have not acquaintance with our own self (shown above).
Therefore not both the P.E. theory and the D.D.T. are true. But
since the P.N.T. is false (shown above) the D.D.T. is true. There-
fore the P.E. theory is false.
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If, on the other hand, we reject the P.E. theory, it is easy
to see how both the D.D.T. and the proposition that we some-
times know the truth of what is stated by class (1) “I”* sen-
tences such as “I heard a noise” may be true. If, for example,
to say that a self owns two experiences is to say that a relation
of such and such a kind holds between the experiences, the re-
lation might be of such a kind that I could sometimes know
that it held between two experiences; and if so then I might
sometimes know such things as that I heard a noise.

The argument which I have just expounded may seem
strong, but I do not think it refutes the P.E. theory. I do not
propose to question the second part of the argument, the part
that concerns the D.D.T. It is the first part of the argument
which séems to me unsound, namely, the contention that when
we introspect we are acquainted with experiences and nothing
but experiences; and therefore I am not an object of acquaint-
ance to myself. The fault in this part of the argument seems to
me due to an over-carefree use of the word “acquaintance”; for
I think “acquaintance” must be definable. (I am only concerned
with “acquaintance” in the sense in which I can be said to be
acquainted with particulars, and not in any sense in which I can
be said to be acquainted with universals. Indeed, I have always
found it difficult to see how to start to answer the question,
“Am I acquainted with universals?”; and I think my difficulty
is due to the fact that ‘“acquaintance” is a technical term which
has been given a use only in sentences which state something
about acquaintance with particulars.) My reasons for thinking
that “acquaintance”, as used by philosophers, must be definable

are: (1) It is a technical term; in ordinary life I just don’t say
“I am acquainted with a loud noise” or “I am acquainted with
a thought of dough-nuts,” or, for that matter, “I am acquainted
with myself.” In fact the only people with whom I am acquaint-
ed in any ordinary sense of “acquaintance’ are people other
than myself; but very few philosophers think that, in the phi-
losopher’s sense of “acquaintance,” I am acquainted with other
people. Not only is “acquaintance” in this sense not a word in
ordinary use, but there is no word synonymous with it which is
in ordinary use; “awareness” is the only candidate: and that has
far too wide a meaning; for instance, there are circumstances in
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being intended to exclude the possibility that X is now think-
ing). So I think “someone is now capable of thinking” must
mean one of two things. It might mean (a) “someone would
now be thinking, if so and so were the case.” But this won’t do;
for suppose Adam had existed, but Eve had not: then it might
be true that someone would now be thinking, if so and so were
the case; for it might be true that Adam would now be thinking,
if (inter alia) he were still alive. But since Adam would have
died childless, it would not be true that someone is now capable
of thinking. Or (b) “someone is now capable of thinking” might
mean “someone has now some characteristic ¥, and would now
be thinking if so and so were the case.” But we now have to
start all over again asking the same question about ¥ as I have
just been asking about ¢; and we either have to say the ¢ isa
non-dispositional characteristic, which is open to all the objec-
tions which I brought in (1) and (2) above against ¢’s being a
non-dispositional characteristic; or that ¢ is a dispositional
characteristic, in which case there will be yet another character-
istic x which I assert something to have when I assert it to have
¥, and the trouble begins yet again.

I do not see any way out of this difficulty if the P.E.
theory is true; but if a Logical Construction theory is true the
difficulty may not arise. For to say “someone is not now having
an experience’” may be to say something like “there have occur-
red and or will occur some experiences having relation R to one
another, and there would be now occurring an experience having
R to each of these experiences, if certain conditions were real-
ised; but no such experience is now occurring.” And to say “It
is not the case that someone is now having an experience” may
be to say something like “No experience is now occurring which
has relation R to any other experience.” (Of course the forms
of analysis I have just given may not fit all types of L.C.T.)

My second difficulty is roughly this. Suppose the P.E.
theory to be true; and suppose I know that I had a headache
yesterday, and that 1 had a toothache this morning. Now sup-
pose that I am asked how I know that it is one self which had

both experiences, and not two exactly similar selves. On the P.E.

theory plus the P.N. theory, I don’t see that I could give any
true answer, except I just do know.” This is, I think, rather
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unsatisfactory. But on a L.C.T., on the other hand, if I am
asked this question, I can answer truly “Because th’e experiences
have to one another the relation R which constitutes ‘belongin,
to the same self as.”” For instance 7 should answer “Because Ig
remember (or know to have occurred) both experiences, and
any experiences I remember (or know to have occurred)’ must
!)e co—p'ersonal.” This answer would imply, I think, that the self
is a logical construction, and is to be defined in terms of mem-
ory.

These objections are the only ones I can find against the P.E
theory, so I will now pass on to my third section. o

C.—An Alternative Theory.

Tl}e theory which I am going to suggest is, I think, mainly a
modification of Locke’s theory of Personal Identity. ’Exactly
what I.,ocke’s answer to my first question (i.e. (@) What is the
gnalys1s of my class (1) “someone” sentences) would have been
f not clear; but I think it would have been that, for example

someone heard a noise” means “the hearing of a noise (in tlie
past). is the object of some consciousness”; and “someone heard
a noise and smelt a smell” means “the (past) hearing of a noise
an.d the (past) smelling of a smell are objects of the same con-
sciousness.”” This, I think, is borne out by Locke’s words: “As
far.as any intelligent being can repeat the idea of any pas‘t
action with the same consciousness it had of it at first, and with
.the.: same consciousness as it has of any present action ’ so far
it is the same personal self.”” (Consciousness, at any ra,te official-
ly, for Locke means “consciousness of . . . as one’s own.”)

To this theory the following objections may be made.

' (1) It is circular in so far as it defines x belonging to a self
in terms of *‘consciousness of x as belonging to a self.”

.(2) Reid’s puzzle about the officer, who was beaten for
robbing an orchard as a boy, captured a stafifitd when a young
officer, an'd became a general; when he captured the standard he
was conscious of having been beaten as a boy; when he became
a general he was conscious of having captured a standard, but
not of having been beaten as a boy. Therefore, according’ to
Locke, the person who became a general was the same person as

ofthartt verger
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about the occurrence of a memory of any experience contained
in some t.t.s.’s. To avoid these difficulties I will restate t!1e
analysis of “someone heard a noise” thus: “a (past) hearmg of

a noise is an element in a t.t.s. which is a member of a series of
t.t.s.’s such that every member of the series either would, given
certain conditions, contain as an element a n-xemory of some
experience which is an element in some previous member-, or
contains as an element some experience a memory ot: which
would, given certain conditions, occur as an element in SOI’!‘le .
subsequent member; there being no supset of membe.rs w?uc.h is
independent of all the rest.” (By denying .th.at there is, within
such a series, a subset of members which is mde;:er.ldent of all
the set, I mean to assert that any subset of t.t:s: S mcludes. at
least one t.t.s. which either would, given condlthns, contain as
an element a memory of some experience contained as an ele-
ment in some t.t.s. which is not included in the subse.t, or con-
tains as an element some experience a memory of which would,
given certain conditions, occur as an element in some t.t.s. .not
included in the subset. This proviso .is obviopsly necessary in
order to prevent the t.t.s.’s of a man who dies at t,.and of -
another whose first experience occurs at ¢, from l?elng by d.efim-
tion all t.t.s. of one person.) I can put the analysis n‘\‘ore bneﬂy
if T introduce the term “memorative t.t.s.” to mean “t.t.s. which
would, given certain conditions, contain as an ele’r,nent a memory
of some experience contained in a previous t.t.§., and the term
“memorable t.t.s.” to mean “t.t.s. which conta_ms as an ?lement
some experience, a memory of which would, given cer,t,am con-
ditions, occur as an element in some subsequent t.:t.s., and the
term “interlocking series” to mean ‘“a series in which no su‘zsgt
of members is independent of all the rest” (in the sense of “in-
dependent of” I have just defined). Then “somec.me.heard a
noise” can be analysed “a (past) hearing of a noise is an element
in a member of an interlocking series of memorative and mem-

., 3

orable t.t.s.’s. .
It now remains for me to define ‘“‘total temporary .state.
“A t.t.s. occurs at £ means ‘“‘experiences occur at 't which be-
long to the same t.t.s.”’; and “experiences E and E :t)elong ?o
the same t.t.s.” means “E and E' would, given certam.condl-
tions, be known, by memory or introspection, to be simulta-
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neous.” (I use “simultaneous” to mean whatever would be
meant in ordinary speech by “occurring at the same time.”)

One final point must be emphasised before I discuss argu-
ments for and against the theory I have propounded. By “mem-
ory” I must be understood to mean what is often referred to as
“memory-knowledge.”” I cannot interpret “memory” as, e.g.,
“true belief about the past.” For clearly I can have a true belief
that such and such an experience occurred, without the experi-
ence having been my experience. I should have to substitute for
“true belief about the past” “true belief about my past,” and
then my analysis would contain an obvious circularity. For 1
should have to analyse “someone” sentences in terms of “true
beliefs about someone’s past.” I think I must further maintain
that not merely memory-knowledge, but also memory-acquaint-
ance is possible; that is to say it must be possible, given certain
conditions, to know not merely that such and such an experi-
ence occurred, but also that that experience occurred. I do not
however propose to argue this point.

I must now consider what there is to be said for my theory.

(1) It is a form of logical construction theory; and since
there seem to me to be grounds for rejecting the P.E. theory
and also for rejecting all other forms of logical construction
theory which I have encountered, there seems to me reason at
any rate to investigate the theory I have suggested.

(2) On my theory it will be possible for some propositions
about selves to be known. For two experiences can be known
to be co-personal, if, e.g., it can be known that memories of
them occur within the same t.t.s., i.e. if it can be known that
two memories occur simultaneously. But this can be known.
Thus the theory has an advantage over theories of the self which
do not allow knowledge of propositions about selves; and there
are several such theories.

(3) The t\heory, if true, enables us to see why such a prop-
osition as “One can only remember one’s own experiences” is
analytic, and analytic in a way which is not trivial, as it would
be trivial if “memory” were to be defined in terms of “having
knowledge of one’s own past experiences.” For even if we were
to define “memory™ in this sort of way, we should still be left
with a question about the proposition, “one can only have
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VERSIONS OF THE MEMORY THEORY - 92

true, and if any proposition expressible in class (1) “someone”
sentences is true, then it is presupposed that memory-knowledge
is causally possible, i.e. would occur given certain conditions.
But I do not think my theory would be in the least plausible if
memory-knowledge never did in fact occur; and if my theory is
true it certainly would not be possible ever to know that any-
one had an experience, unless memory-knowledge sometimes
occurred. So I think I am really committed to maintaining that
memory-knowledge does occur.

Now most of the objections to the occurrence of memory-
knowledge which seem to me at all serious seem to be serious
only because they are directed against views concerning the
nature of memory which maintain very odd things about the
mental images which are reputed to occur in memory situations;
they maintain, for instance, that in a memory-knowledge situa-
tion there is a mental image which is identical with a past event.
But if we refrain from saying such odd things about mental
images, and maintain that the function of a mental image in a
memory-knowledge situation, if it has any function at all, is, to
use Professor Price’s word, merely “directive,” we escape these
objections. And, indeed, it seems to me perfectly clear that
when I have memory-knowledge of something, it is not a mental
image which I know, or about which I know something, nor
does the proposition “I remembered something” entail the prop-
osition “I had a mental image.”

If this sort of objection is ruled out, what can the oppo-
nent of memory-knowledge say? He may just say that he has
never had memory-knowledge of anything. If so I cannot really
argue with him, I can only ask him whether he claims to know
that he has never had memory-knowledge, or only to believe it;
and if he says he knows, ask him how he knows except by
means of memory-knowledge; or if he says he believes, ask him
what his evidence is and how he acquired it.

But he might produce some further argument against the
view that memory-knowledge does occur. Now the only argu-
ment I can think of which seems to me at all formidable is a
causal argument, which might be stated thus. Suppose that
memory-knowings do occur; then, being events, they must be
caused. What then is the cause? One view might be, the past
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experience, which is remembered, together with a stimulus
which immediately preceded the remembering. But this involves
the possibility of causation at a distance, which (it will be said)
is very difficult to maintain. Another view might involve a per-
sistent mental trace (the formation of which was caused by the
past experience which is remembered) together with the present
stimulus. But again, it will be said, the notion of a “mental
trace” is a very difficult one. We are left then with the possibil-
ity that it is a persistent physical trace, caused by the past ex-
perience, in the body of the person who remembers, together -
with the present stimulus. Since this trace is usually supposed to
be in the brain, I shall refer to it as a “brain-trace.” For lack of
an alternative, then, we must accept the view that the knowing
is caused by existence of the brain-trace plus the occurrence of
the stimulus. Now it is possible that the formation of the brain-
trace might be caused, not by the past experience, but by, say,
an operation by a clever surgeon. If this is so, it is possible that
a brain-trace, exactly like that which would be produced by a
past experience of such and such a kind, might exist without
any such experience having occurred. It will further be possible
that both the brain-trace might exist and the stimulus might
occur, without the past experience having occurred. But if both
the brain-trace existed and the stimulus occurred, the memory-
knowing would occur. Therefore the memory-knowing might
occur without the remembered experience having occurred. But
that is logically impossible. Therefore unless the argument is
unsound one of the premisses must be rejected; and the easiest
premiss to reject is that memory-knowledge occurs.

Now I think the argument is unsound; but in order to
show that it is I must distinguish more closely what the argu-
ment asserts, for I think there is an ambiguity in it, due to an
ambiguity in the word “possible,” which may mean either
“logically possible” or “causally possible.” Suppose, first, that
“possible’” means “logically possible.” Then the bare bones of
the argument will be:

(1) The existence of a brain-trace of kind A plus the occur-
rence of a stimulus of kind B is logically compatible with the
non-occurrence of any experience of kind E.

(2) The existence of a brain-trace of kind A plus the occur-
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