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Response Essay #2: the Memory Theory
	Memory theory is the best way, compared to the other theories, to determine personal identity. 
	In Perry’s second night we read about another discussion Sam has with Gretchen. This time, Sam proposes the memory theory.  The basic layout for this argument is that if person A remembers person B’s experiences then person A and person B are roughly the same. So to put it in context with Sam and Gretchen’s conversation, it is possible that a person in heaven can be identical to who Gretchen is right now, assuming the person in heaven remembers having the same experiences that Gretchen had on Earth.  
	Gretchen replies to Sam’s proposal of Locke’s theory with an objection.  She says that a lot of times, memories that we have are not completely accurate, or even not real at all.  She gives an example of a person being hypnotized.  If the hypnotist is able to implant or repress certain memories it shows that there is a weakness in the validity of memories.  She also says that we aren’t able to distinguish between real and fake memories.  In both cases we seem to remember something.  So if two people remember the same memories, but one has a fake memory and one has the real memory, they would not be able to determine who has the real memory.  In other words, the problem is circular.  
	Even if a memory is created in the wrong way, the fact that the memory is still there makes the person roughly the same as who the original memory is from.  The reason for this is that memories of past experiences largely shape our future experiences, reactions, and feelings.  Therefore, if two people have the same memories, the way that they act and the choices they make will be very much the same.  Also, the things that people do and how they impact the lives of other people creates the biggest means for recognition, or identity.  
	Think of people you know and how you remember them as part of your life.  Their physical appearance is generally only useful for the initial recognition.  What we know of them and how to incorporate them into our lives comes from our experiences with them.  Suppose your mom, dad, or best friend switched physical bodies with somebody else.  Would you maintain your friendship with your actual friend in a different body, or would you try and create a friendship with a new personality in the same body?  I think most people feel that even without their physical bodies, these people would be the same, and the reason we maintain that relationship is because of the memories they create with you. Since memories are so essential in the recognition of other people in our lives, it can also be used in recognition of the self.
	The body theory, another method of self-identity, basically says that our body is our best self-identifier.  This is weak compared to memory theory because our bodies are constantly changing.  What I looked like ten years ago is not even comparable to what I look like now.  Although, as I mentioned before, physical appearances do play a part in the initial recognition of a person, it doesn’t hold much meaning for us, and we aren’t able to have emotional connections that are purely skin deep.  
	Also, aside from minor changes, memories are very constant throughout the years.  I can have a memory from ten years ago be vivid and fresh on my mind, while bodies are not nearly as resilient.  Perhaps this is because bodies belong in more of a physical realm.  They are subject to environmental and age related changes, while memories are more internal to us as individuals.  This physical realm has limitations that memories are not subject too.  Take for example the Greek mythology of Mt. Olympus.  Since the top of this mountain can be physically reached, it makes for a weakness in the entire theory.  
	Memories are more transcendent than this type of identifying feature, and are therefore more easily justified as a self-identifier.  Let us reexamine the problem that I suggested earlier in the paper about two people switching bodies.  Under the body theory, the two people would be defined by their bodies.  What we know of the people already, however, doesn’t allow us to say that they are defined by these superficial parameters.  
	The soul theory is another suggestion to the problem of self-identity.  The layout of the argument for soul theory is that person A and person B are the same if and only if they both have the same soul.  While the soul theory fixes the major problem of being affected by the physical world as the body theory faced, it has its own set of problems.  
	First, the soul is completely beyond the reach and comprehension of us as humans.  There is no hard evidence for the existence of souls as described in Parry’s article.  This is weak compared to the memory theory since the memories of other people and your own memories reinforce the concept of self, and the soul could only possibly be “perceived” by the individual who is arguing for the existence of their soul.
	Second, those who have a concept of their soul all have different interpretations and definitions that they tie to its meaning.  In other words, the evidence for souls is always purely anecdotal and in no way universal for the rest of the world.  This type of problem has been seen in other arguments in many other categories of philosophy, such as the argument for religious experience in philosophy of religion.  Memory theory doesn’t face this problem, because every person in the world has some kind of memory of something.  Regardless of what their memories are, it proves that memories are universal, and not merely a concept that is believed by only select groups.
	The final method for self-recognition was suggested by Hume and is known as the Bundle of Perceptions Theory.  Basically, Hume argues that we only exist as we perceive, or that what we are is nothing more than what we sense, think, reflect, or ponder about.  Since, however, we perceive that others around us also perceive things, it is important to take them into consideration when determining what defines the self.  
	Memory theory and the Bundle of Perceptions theory both work on the same principle that what is pondered, thought, reflected upon, or perceived is the best basis for identification. What Hume’s theory doesn’t take into account, however, is the existence of those around you. The memory theory is a way for both self-identification and the identification of those around you. These theories can go hand in hand since it is both our perceptions and the perceptions of those around us that truly define who a person is.  
	All in all, the memory theory is the best way that has been proposed for the identification of an individual.  This is because it is transcendental, and yet universal for all people, and it also accommodates both external and internal definitions of the self.  None of the other theories of self-identity are able to offer stronger reasoning, or less disputed alternatives.  
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Paper Organization Graph:
1. The thesis statement is that the memory theory is the best means for personal identity.
2. The second paragraph is a layout of the memory theory argument and how it fits into context with Parry’s second night. 
3. The third paragraph discusses Gretchen’s first reply to Sam’s proposal.
4. The fourth paragraph is my reply to Gretchen’s first objection, and further explains how memory theory is a good means for identity. 
5. The fifth paragraph gives a scenario to support my reply. 
6. The sixth paragraph summarizes the body theory, and a brief explanation of why it is weak in comparison to the memory theory.  
7-8. The seventh and eighth paragraphs give a few other comparisons between the body and memory theories.  
9.        The Ninth paragraph introduces the soul theory.  
10-11. The tenth and eleventh paragraphs propose some arguments against the soul theory, and explains how the memory theory is able to overcome them. 
12.        The twelfth paragraph introduces the bundle of perceptions theory and my main argument against it.  
13.        The thirteenth paragraph goes more in depth about the problem stated in the twelfth, and uses Hume’s argument to strengthen the memory theory.   
14.        The fourteenth paragraph concludes my argument about how memory theory is a better method of self-identification than the other theories that have been proposed.  
