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SELF INCONSISTENCY OR MERE SELF PERPLEXITY? 

P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e ' s  i m a g i n a t i v e  a n d  c o n s t r u c t i v e  
p a p e r  h a s  t h r e e  p r i m a r y  p a r t s  ( d e s p i t e  i t s  d i v i s i o n  i n t o  
s i x  s e c t i o n s ) .  F i r s t ,  s h e  o f f e r s  a n  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  

Hume's v iew of t h e  s e l f  i n  Book I of t h e  T r e a t i s e .  S e c o n d ,  

s h e  e x p l a i n s  why h i s  own r e s e r v a t i o n s  i n  t h e  Appendix  
c r e a t e  p r o b l e m s  n o t  o n l y  f o r  t h i s  t h e o r y  o f  s e l f  i d e n t i t y  

b u t  f o r  o t h e r  p a r t s  of h i s  p h i l o s o p h y  as  w e l l .  F i n a l l y ,  
s h e  t r ies to  ease h im o u t  o f  t h e s e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  w i t h  h e r  

o v e r l a p  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  b u n d l e  t h e o r y .  My comments 

f o l l o w  e x a c t l y  t h i s  o u t l i n e ,  t h o u g h  my c o n c l u s i o n s ,  f o r  t h e  
most p a r t ,  d o  n o t  c o i n c i d e  w i t h  h e r s .  My r e s e r v a t i o n s  d o  
n o t  d e r i v e  f r o m  h e r  a t t e m p t  t o  r e n d e r  tlume c o n s i s t e n t .  

R a t h e r ,  I q u e s t i o n  t h e  f o u n d a t i o n s  o f  t h e  e n t i r e  e n t e r p r i s e  
i n  which  s h e ,  R o b i s o n ,  N a t h a n s o n ,  s. g .  a r e  e n g a g e d .  
T h a t  i s ,  I r e m a i n  u n c o n v i n c e d  t h a t  t h e  a l l e g e d  problem, 
as  p r e s e n t l y  f r a m e d ,  i s  more t h a n  a pseudo-problem.  
I .  tlume's T h e o r y  i n  Book I 

t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  s e l f ,  most o f  w h i c h  r e l y  o n  o t h e r  t h e o r i e s ,  
s u c h  as  t h o s e  o f  c a u s a t i o n ,  t h e  a s s o c i a t i o n  o f  i d e a s ,  a n d  
s u b s t a n c e .  Whatever  t h e  exac t  a r g u m e n t s  a n d  p o s i t i o n s  h e  

may be a d v a n c i n g ,  a t  l e a s t  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  s i x  p r o p o s i t i o n s  

are i n t e g r a l  t o  h i s  t h e o r y  o f  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y :  

I n  Book I Hume o f f e r s  a v a r i e t y  o f  a r g u m e n t s  a b o u t  

The s e l f  is e n t i r e l y  r e d u c i b l e  t o  a c o l l e c t i o n  
of p e r c e p t i o n s .  

The s e l f  i s  n o t  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by  s t r i c t  
i d e n t i t y .  

T h e r e  is n o t h i n g  s i m p l e  i n  which  t h e  col- 
l e c t i o n  of p e r c e p t i o n s  i n h e r e s .  

B o t h  i d e n t i t y  and s i m p l i c i t y  are a t t r i b u t e d  
t o  t h e  s e l f  b e c a u s e  of r e l a t i o n s  b e t w e e n  
p e r c e p t i o n s - - t h e  r e l a t i o n s  o f  c a u s a t i o n  a n d  
r e s e m b l a n c e .  

The r e l a t i o n s  o f  r e s e m b l a n c e  a n d  c a u s a t i o n  
u n i t e  t h e s e  p e r c e p t i o n s .  
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6 )  T h e r e  are  n o  real  ( n o n - a s s o c i a t i o n a l )  con-  
n e c t i o n s  or r e l a t ions  among t h e s e  p e r c e p t i o n s  
which  u n i t e  them. 

l l a l f  o f  t h e s e  s i x  claims are c r i t i c a l  d e n i a l s  of 
o t h e r  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  claims; t h e  o t h e r  h a l f  are c o n s t r u c t i v e  

p h i l o s o p h i c a l  t h e o r i e s .  Hume's e n t i r e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  program 
i n  Book I i s  t i e d  u p  w i t h  t h e s e  c l a i m s .  The cr i t ic isms a r e  
d i r e c t e d  a t  numerous m e t a p h y s i c a l  t h e o r i e s  o f  mind,  s u b -  
s t a n c e  a n d  c a u s a t i o n ;  and t h e  c o n s t r u c t i v e  a c c o u n t  of per- 
s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  r e q u i r e s  h i s  t h e o r i e s  o f  p e r c e p t i o n  and  
a s s o c i a t i o n  o f  ideas .  I m e n t i o n  t h e s e  o b v i o u s  p o i n t s  o n l y  

b e c a u s e  i t  is so i m p o r t a n t  t o  n o t e  t h a t  if t h e  i n t e r p r e -  
t a t i o n  is correct w h i c h  P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e  a n d  o the r s  g i v e  
to  ( r o u g h l y )  f i v e  s e n t e n c e s  i n  t h e  A p p e n d i x ,  w h e r e  Huiiie 

m e n t i o n s  a p o s s i b l e  i n c o n s i s t e n c y ,  t h e n  Hume is n o t  o n l y  
q u e s t i o n i n g  h i s  t h e o r y  o f  p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  i n  Book I ,  h e  

i s  c a l l i n g  Book I i t s e l f  i n t o  q u e s t i o n .  To be c o n v i n c e d  

t h a t  t h i s  s t r i k i n g l y  i m p l a u s i b l e  t u r n a b o u t  o c c u r s  i n  f i v e  

s e n t c n c c s  of t h e  A p p e n d i x ,  w e  mus t  b e  g i v e n  a most compel -  
l i n g  a rgument - -one  which  I d o u b t  i s  f o r t h c o m i n g .  

11. Hume's A l l e g e d  I n c o n s i s t e n c y  

Hume s a y s  i n  t h e  Appendix  t h a t  h e  does n o t  know how t o  
r e n d e r  h i s  own f o r m e r  o p i n i o n s  c o n s i s t e n t  (T633, 6 3 6 ) .  Ilow- 

e v e r ,  when h e  comes t o  a f o r m a l  s ta tement  o f  t h e  i n c o n -  

s i s t e n c y ,  as e v e r y o n e  i s  a g r e e d ,  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  s a i d  t o  ba 

i n c o n s i s t e n t  are  n o t  i n c o n s i s t e n t .  I n  t h e  a t t e m p t  t o  g r a s p  
ilume's meaning ,  a g e n e r a l  c o n s e n s u s  h a s  emerged  i n  r e c e n t  

llume s c h o l a r s h i p ,  i n c l u d i n g  P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e  i n  1 ts 

coiiipdny, t h a t  w e  o u g h t  b o t h  to move bcrckwrlrd a n d  torwdrt l  a 

s e n t e n c e  or t w o  i n  tlume's t e x t .  Hume s a y s  i n  t h o s e  p a s s a g e s  

t h a t  h i s  h o p e s  f o r  h i s  t h e o r y  are d i m i n i s h e d  b e c a u s e  h e  i s  
u n a b l e  LO c r p l a i n  the  principZeo, t h a t  u n i  t c  our' s i i d c c s s i u d  

p e 1 ~ ~ s p t i o t 1 3  i # a  our t h o u g h t  o r  c o n a c i o i ~ ~ n e s u  ( T 6 3 6 ) ;  and  h e  
t h e n  i nd ica t e s  t h a t  p e r c e p t i o n s  could b e  shown t o  i n h e r e  
i n  s o m e t h i n g  s i m p l e  or t o  be r e a l l y  c o n n e c t e d ,  t h e s e  p r o b -  

The a l l e g e d  p r o b l e m  o f  i n c o n s i s t e n c y  ar ises  b e c a u s e  



39. 

lems would  v a n i s h .  I t  is t h i s  t e x t u a l  s e t t i n g  which  Robiscn, 
N a t h a n s o n ,  a n d  P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e  t u r n  i n t o  t h e  claim t h a t  
" t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  a s e l f  w h i c h  is a f f e c t e d  by  e x p e r i e n c e ,  a n d  
t h e r e f o r e  must  p e r s i s t  t h r o u g h  e x p e r i e n c e - - i s  p r e c i s e l y  t h e  
c o n c e p t  o f  t h e  s e l f  t h a t  c a n n o t  be a c c o u n t e d  f o r  i n  t h e  con-  
t e x t  o f  t h e  t h e o r y  of m e r e l y  associated ideas  p r e s e n t e d  i n  
t h e  T r e a t i s e . "  And why n o t ?  Well, b o t h  b e c a u s e  Hume's self 
seems t o  p o s s e s s  ac t ive  a g e n c y  (Robison , '  or  d i s p o s i t i o n s  
( N a t h a n s o n  , 2 )  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  p e r c e p t i o n - b u n d l e s  a n d  because 
t h e  " e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  b e l i e f  [ i n  a c o n t i n u a l l y  e x i s t i n g  s e l f ]  
which  llume is c o m m i t t e d  to seems i t s e l f  to  p r e s u p p o s e  a 
c o n t i n u a l l y  e x i s t i n g  s e l f ,  I t a k e  t h i s  to  be t h e  most 
p l a u s i b l e  a c c o u n t  o f  t h e  i n c o n s i s t e n c y  w h i c h  Hume was a l l u d -  
i n g  t o  i n  t h e  Appendix" ( M c I n t y r e ,  i t a l i c s  a d d e d ) .  

i s  t h a t  i t  seems t o  rest o n  a b i t  o f  t e x t u a l  magic. Hume 
g i v e s  u s  n o t  t h e  s l i g h t e s t  r e a s o n  h e r e  o r  e l s e w h e r e  t o  sup-  
p o s e  t h a t  h e  sees a H u t c h e s o n i a n - K a n t i a n  model  t e x t u a l l y  i n  
c o n f l i c t  w i t h  a N e w t o n i a n - G r a v i t a t i o n a l  model  o f  t h e  s e l f .  
H e  does n o t  e v e n  h i n t  a t  t h e  milder t h e s i s  t h a t  h e  f i n d s  
t h e  c u s t o m  model i n c o m p l e t e  w i t h o u t  a p p e a l  t o  a "more 
K a n t i a n  a c c o u n t  o f  a s s o c i a t i o n "  ( M c I n t y r e )  . Hume s i m p l y  
s a y s  t h a t  h e  c a n n o t  e z p l a i n  the  p r i n c i p l e @ ,  t h a t  u n i t e  o u r  

s u c c e e e i o e  p e r c e p t i o n 8  ( T 6 3 6 ) .  The t e x t  seems t o  m e  
s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d :  Hume i s  g e n u i n e l y  p e r p l e x e d  a b o u t  how t o  
p r o v i d e  a d e e p e r  e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  t h e  associative p r i n c i p l e s - -  
r e s e m b l a n c e  a n d  c a u s a t i o n - - w h i c h  u n i t e  p e r c e p t i o n s  i n  con-  
s c i o u s n e s s .  H e  sees, I w o u l d  s u p p o s e ,  t h a t  it is  h a r d  t o  
c o n c e i v e  how mere resemblance a n d  c a u s a l  c o n n e c t i o n  b e t w e e n  
p e r c e p t i o n s  c a n  a c c o u n t  w i t h o u t  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  p e r p l e x i t y  
f o r  a " c o n t i n u o u s "  s e l f  w h i c h  is d i s t i n c t  f r o m  e x p e r i e n c e d  
n o n - s e l f  e n t i t i e s .  No t h e o r y  gives  Hume s a t i s f a c t i o n .  B u t  
f a r  f r o m  s a y i n g  t h a t  he  f i n d s  a c o n f l i c t  i n  h i s  t h e o r y  bet-  

ween two c o m p e t i n g  t h e o r i e s ,  Hume e x p r e s s e s  d i s e n c h a n t m e n t  
w i t h  a l l  t h e o r i e s  known t o  him, h i s  own i n c l u d e d .  A t  t h e  
v e r y  b e g i n n i n g  o f  t h e  T r e a t i s e ,  Hume warned  u s  t h a t  t h e  

My p r o b l e m  wi th  t h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  b l u n t l y  s t a t ed ,  
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c a u s e s  o f  the p r i n c i p l e 8  of u n i o n  o r  oohes ion among our 
s i m p l e  i d e a s  (T12)  are unknown, a n d  so must be r e s o l v ' d  
i u t o  o r i i q i n a l  q u a l i t i e s  of' humun n a t u r e ,  which I p v s t e n d  
not  t o  r r p l a i n  ( T 1 3 ) ,  s i n c e  t h e  u l t i m a t e  causes  of oui1 men- 
t u l  a c t i o n o  (T22)  c a n n o t  be e x p l a i n e d .  NOW, a t  t h e  e n d  o f  

t h e  T r e a t i s e ,  h e  seems o n l y  t o  be r e i t e r a t i n g  t h a t  p r o b l e m ,  
l a m e n t i n g  t h a t  h e  sees n o  way t o  f u r t h e r  t h e  e x p l o r a t i o n  of 
t h e  mind by  p r o v i d i n g  a d e e p e r  c a u s a l  e x p l a n a t i o n  f o r  t h e s e  
a s s o c i a t i v e  p r i n c i p l e s .  [ E a r l y  a n d  l a t e ,  Hume sees n o  way 
t o  p r o v i d e  a law-governed  e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  t h o s e  a s s o c i a t i v e  
p r i n c i p l e s  , t h e m s e l v e s  c a s u a l  laws , w h i c h  are t h e  cement  o f  
t h e  m e n t a l  ( a n d  p h y s i c a l )  u n i v e r s e .  I n  b o t h  cases Hume 
b a c k s  o f f  f r o m  f u r t h e r  s p e c u l a t i o n  i n t o  s u c h  a n  o b s c u r e  
mat ter .  1 

I t  i s  o n e  t h i n g  t o  c r i t i c i z e  a n  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  such 

as  M c I n t y r e ' s ,  o n  g r o u n d s  t h a t  t h e r e  is i n s u f f i c i e n t  t e x t u a l  
e v i d e n c e .  I t  i s  a n o t h e r  matter t o  p r o v i d e  t e x t u a l  w a r r a n t  
f o r  o n e ' s  v iew t h a t  t h e r e  i s  n o  t e x t u a l  w a r r a n t .  Here i s  a 

s t a b  i n  t h a t  d i r e c t i o n :  F i r s t ,  i t  is  my b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e  
r e c e n t  n o t i o n  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a K a n t i a n  f a c u l t y  p s y c h o l o g y  
r e p l e t e  w i t h  K a n t i a n  d i s p o s i t i o n s  or c a t e g o r i e s  i n  tiume's 

t e x t  h a s  b e e n  l a r g e l y  spawned by t h e  i n g e n u i t y  o f  Robert 

P a u l  W o l f f .  Wolff  h a s  c o n v i n c e d  a g e n e r a t i o n  o f  Hume s c h o l -  

a r s  of s o m e t h i n g  f o r  w h i c h  t h e y  were n o t  p r e v i o u s l y  p r e p a r e d :  
t h a t  w e  o u g h t  t o  l o o k  s e r i o u s l y  f o r  a K a n t i a n  a p p a r a t u s  i n  
H u m .  The demand is f a i r  enough;  w e  s h o u l d  l o o k  a n d  see.  
B u t  when I l o o k  I f i n d  o n l y  a Newtonian  s e l f .  1 

The M c I n t y r e ,  e t .  a l .  v iew would  be more p l a u s i b l e  
i f  i t  were shown t h a t  Hume's l a n g u a g e  o f  f a c u l t i e s  a n d  c u s -  
t o m  does g e n u i n e l y  p r e s u p p o s e  a K a n t i a n  s e l f .  T h i s  would  
e n h a n c e  t h e i r  b e l i e f  t h a t  Hume saw t h i s  f l a w .  
v iews  p r e s u p p o s e  a s y n t h e s i z i n g  s e l f ?  I see n o  r e d s o n  why 
Hume c a n n o t  a c c o u n t  r e d u c t i o n i s t i c a l l y  f o r  a l l  t a l k  o f  
f a c u l t i e s ,  p r o p e n s i t i e s ,  a n d  c o n n e c t i o n s  i n  terms o f  c a s u a l  
c h a i n s  among p e r c e p t i o n s .  And t h i s ,  of c o u r s e ,  i s  p r e c i s e l y  
w h a t  Hume f o r m a l l y  d o e s  a t t e m p t  i n  t h e  s e c t i o n  on p e r s o n a l  

B u t  do Ilume's 
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i d e n t i t y .  Mind is a c c o u n t e d  f o r ,  i n  h i s  r e d u c t i o n i s t i c  
t h e o r y ,  as a c o l l e c t i o n  o f  p e r c e p t i o n s  c o l l e c t e d  by  c e r t a i n  

r e l a t i o n s .  F a r  f r o m  i n c o r p o r a t i n g  t l u t c h e s o n ' s  s e l f ,  h e  
e x p l i c i t l y  e l i m i n a t e s  a l l  s u c h  a c c o u n t s .  P e r h a p s  h e  c a n n o t  
c o h e r e n t l y  r e d u c e  m e n t a l  a c t i v i t i e s  t o  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  b u t  I 

h a v e  y e t  to see a n  a r g u m e n t  which  shows t h a t  h e  c a n n o t .  
A s e c o n d  r e a s o n  why my v iew seems p r e f e r a b l e  d e r i w a  

f r o m  w h a t  I t a k e  t o  b e  t h e  o b v i o u s  f a c t  t h a t  Hume's d i s c u s -  

s i o n  of t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  c a u s a t i o n  a n d  r e s e m b l a n c e  i s  
p o o r  a n d  c o n f u s i n g  i n  t h e  s e c t i o n  of Book I on p e r s o n a l  

i d e n t i t y .  I t  is n o t  c l ea r  w h a t  p e r c e p t i o n  i s  c a s u a l l y  
l i n k e d  to w h a t  p e r c e p t i o n ,  or  e x a c t l y  how r e s e m b l a n c e  f i t s  
i n  w i t h  t h e  a c c o u n t  o f  memory, w h i c h  c l e a r l y  is t h e  most 
i m p o r t a n t  m e n t a l  f a c u l t y  f o r  Hume's a c c o u n t  o f  p e r s o n a l  
i d e n t i t y .  The t e x t  i s  a l s o  d i f f i c u l t  t o  i n t e r p r e t  b e c a u s e  
t h e  a c t u a l  roles o f  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  p r i n c i p l e s  are n o t  w e l l  

e x p l i c a t e d .  One f u n d a m e n t a l  p r o b l e m  i s  w h e t h e r  c a u s a t i o n  
i s  t o  be u n d e r s t o o d  a s  a n a t u r a l  or as a p h i l o s o p h i c a l  
r e l a t i o n .  H e  seems t o  s a y  i t  is n a t u r a l  b u t  t o  write a s  
i f  i t  were p h i l o s o p h i c a l ,  or  p e r h a p s  b o t h .  [ T h i s  f a c t  may 
e x p l a i n  many o f  R o b i s o n ' s  q u a l m s  a b o u t  Hume's 
I t  seems u n s u r p r i s i n g ,  t h e n ,  t h a t  i n  w r i t i n g  an Appendix,  
Hume l o o k s  a t  h i s  work i n  d i s m a y ,  a n d - - w i t h o u t  any  f u r t h e r  
t h e o r y  t o  of f e r - - d e c l a r e s  t h a t  h e  f i n d s  t h e  w h o l e  p r o b l e m  
too d i f f i c u l t  f o r  h i s  u n d e r s t a n d i n g .  A f t e r  a l l ,  t h i s  
p r o b l e m  h a s  b e e n  too d i f f i c u l t  f o r  e v e r y o n e ' s  u n d e r s t a n d i n g .  

T h e r e  i s  a t h i r d  r e a s o n  f o r  a c c e p t i n g  my v iew.  I t  

is t h e  o n e  b r i e f l y  m e n t i o n e d  i n  t h e  f i r s t  s e c t i o n :  To  t a k e  
t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  v iew is  t o  h o l d  t h a t  Hume is c a l l i n g  i n t o  
q u e s t i o n  i n  f i v e  o b s c u r e  s e n t e n c e s  h i s  e n t i r e  se t  of p h i l o -  
s o p h i c a l  c o n c l u s i o n s  i n  Book I - - t h e  w h o l e  of t h e  t h e o r y  o f  
n e c e s s a r y  c o n n e c t i o n ,  s u b s t a n c e ,  a s s o c i a t i o n ,  etc.  A l m o s t  

o p p o s i t i o n  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  seems p r e f e r a b l e  t o  t h i s  
p a r a d o x i c a l  o n e .  

To concSude  t h i s  s e c t i o n ,  I h a v e  a r g u e d  t h a t  t h e  
w h o l e  e n t e r p r i s e  of r e n d e r i n g  Hume c o n s i s t e n t  b e c a u s e  o f  
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h i s  own s t a t e m e n t  o f  an i n c o n s i s t e n c y  is m i s c o n c e i v e d .  Of 
c o u r s e  t h i s  f i n d i n g  s a y s  more about t h e  m o t i v a t i o n  f o r  
P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e ' s  o v e r l a p  t h e o r y  t h a n  about  t h e  o v e r l a p  

t h e o r y  i t s e l f ,  a n d  I now t u r n  t o  t h i s  f i n a l  m a t t e r .  
111. The O v e r l a p  T h e o r y  

P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e ' s  O v e r l a p  T h e o r y  i s  h e r  most 
o r i g i n a l  c o n t r i b u t i o n .  [ A s h l e y  a n d  S t a c k  seem t o  me t o  
p r e s u p p o s e  i t  b u t  w i t h o u t  a r g u i n g  f o r  i t . ]  I n  i n t r o d u c i n g  
h e r  t h e o r y ,  P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e  s a y s  t h a t  s h e  is p r o v i d i n g  
a " r e c o n s t r u c t i o n "  o f  Hume's view.  I f  t h i s  term means s h e  
i s  p r o v i d i n g  a r a t i o n a l  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  w h i c h  i s  f a i t h f u l  t o  

t h e  s p i r i t  b u t  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  t o  t h e  law o f  t h e  t e x t ,  h e r  
e f f o r t  may be j u d g e d  b o t h  i n t e r e s t i n g  a n d  p r o m i s i n g .  [c.f. 
Nelson  P i k e 6  a n d  a l s o  J o h n  P e r r y ' s  I n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  h i s  
a n t h o l o g y  P e r s o n a l  I d e n t i t y  f o r  ( d i s s imi l a r )  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  
a t t e m p t s . ]  On t h e  o t h e r  h a n d ,  when s h e  u s e s  s u c h  l o c u t i o n s  
as " a c c o r d i n g  t o  Hume" s h e  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  s h e  c o n c e i v e s  h e r  
e n t e r p r i s e  as t h a t  of p u r e  t e x t u a l  a n a l y s i s .  I h a v e  some 

d o u b t s  t h a t  t h e  t e x t  s u p p o r t s  h e r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  t o  il 

g r e a t e r  e x t e n t  t h a n  i t  s u p p o r t s  a n o n - o v e r l a p  i n t e r p r e t a t i m .  
llers seems a t  most more a d e q u a t e  as  a way o f  e x t r i c a t i n g  
llume f rom h i s  a l l e g e d  i n c o i i s i s t e n c i e s .  B u t ,  w h i l e  I p r e f e r  
t o  r e g a r d  h e r  a c c o u n t  as a r a t i o n a l  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  I h a v e  
n o  t i m e  h e r e  t o  d e l v e  i n t o  a c t u a l  t e x t u a l  a n a l y s i s  i n  o r d e r  
t o  r e s o l v e  t h i s  i s s u e .  

5 

The more p r e s s i n g  problem is w h e t h e r  t h e  o v e r l a p  
t h e o r y  s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  " r e s o l v e s "  Hume's p r o b l e m .  P r o f e s s o r  
M c I n t y r e ' s  C o n t e n t i o n  i s  t h a t  " i f  p a s t  p e r c e p t i o n s  a r e  n o t  
d e s t r o y e d ,  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  p e r c e p t i o n s  f r o m  c o l l e c t i o n s  
which n o  l o n g e r  e x i s t  is i n  n o  way m y s t e r i o u s . "  T h i s  
a c c o u n t  d o e s  seem t o  h e l p  r e s o l v e  Hume's p r o b l e m  o f  per- 

sistence t h r o u g h  time, i n c l u d i n g  memory p e r s i s t e n c e .  [The 
u n d e r l y i n g  elements are Lhe components o f  t h e  u n d e r l y i n g  
p e r s i s t e n c e . ]  However, I am u n s u r e  t h a t  memory p e r c e p t i o n s  
c a n n o t  be e x p l a i n e d  by  c a s u a l  c h a i n s  w i t h o u t  o v e r l a p ,  as 
tlume o f t e n  seems t o  t h i n k .  B u t ,  s e t t i n g  t h a t  s e r i o u s  
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problem as ide ,  how does t h e  M c I n t y r e  model f a c i l i t a t e  re- 
c o n c i l i a t i o n  o f  t h e  Newtonian  a n d  H u t c h e s o n i a n  models?  

P r e s u m a b l y  P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e  i s  o f f e r i n g  a m e d i a t i n g  model 

which  a c c o u n t s  f o r  t h e  two models  a l l e g e d l y  i n  c o n f l i c t  i i i  

. I t h e  Appendix.  B u t  f o r  this c o n t r o v e r s y  I c a n n o t  see t h a t  
h e r  O v e r l a p  Model s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r s  f r o m  t h e  Newtonian 

Model. C o n s i d e r  a n  a n a l o g y  t o  mater ia l  s u b s t a n c e .  To h o l d  

t h e  v iew t h a t  a n  object 's  u n i t y  a n d  i d e n t i t y  a r e  c o n s t i -  
t u t e d  by u n d e r l y i n g  s u b s t r a t u m l e s s  atoms e. u n i t s ,  some 

of which  c h a n g e  now a n d  t h e n  (as  when a s teel  h i n g e  r u s t s  

o v e r  a l o n g  p e r i o d  o f  t i m e ) ,  is t o  h o l d  Hume's p r o f e s s e d  
v iew o f  s u b s t a n c e ,  n o t  a m e d i a t i n g  v iew b e t w e e n  h i s  a n d  a 
" r ea l "  s u b s t a n c e  t h e o r y  (T16,  219 f f ) .  So w i t h  t h e  s e l f ,  
t o  h o l d  t h a t  t h e r e  are u n d e r l y i n g  s u b s t r a t u m l e s s  p e r c e p t u a l  
atoms, some o f  which  c h a n g e  now and t h e n ,  i s  t o  h o l d  Hume's 
Newtonian  v iew of t h e  s e l f  a n d  i n  n o  way t o  h o l d  a 
M u t c h e s o n i a n  or K a n t i a n  one .  I n  s h o r t ,  w h a t e v e r  t h e  v i r t l l e s  
o f  t h e  o v e r l a p  v s .  n o n - o v e r l a p  t h e o r y  [ a n d ,  a g a i n ,  M c I n t y r e ' s  
p r o b a b l y  d o e s  h e l p  e x p l a i n  how memory p e r s i s t e n c e  o c c u r s l ,  
t h e  o v e r l a p  t h e o r y  does n o t  seem t o  h a v e  s u f f i c i e n t  theo- 
r e t i c a l  power t o  r e s o l v e  t h e  v e r y  i n c o n s i s t e n c y  which  i t  i s  
t a i lo red  t o  r e s o l v e .  

I s h o u l d  m e n t i o n  t h a t  I may h a v e  m i s u n d e r s t o o d  
P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e  on o n e  p o i n t .  Her m e d i a t i n g  model may 
b e  i n t e n d e d  o n l y  t o  show t h a t  t h e r e  was n o  n e e d  f o r  Hume 
t o  a g o n i z e  o v e r  a c o n f l i c t  of models, s i n c e  h i s  o r i g i n a l  
Newtonian  model, p r o p e r l y  u n d e r s t o o d ,  c a n  h a n d l e  f a c u l t y  
a n d  custom t a l k ,  w i t h o u t  r e f e r e n c e  t o  a K a n t i a n  model. I f  
s h e  h a s  t h i s  c o n c l u s i o n  i n  mind ,  my o b j e c t i o n  is i n a p p r o -  
p r i a t e .  B u t  h e r  p a p e r  does n o t  read t h i s  way t o  me .  I n  

h e r  Abstract  o f  t h e  p a p e r  s h e  s a y s  "I t h e n  show t h a t  t h e  
t h e o r y  t h a t  t h e  s e l f  as a c o l l e c t i o n  o f  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  when 
p r o p e r l y  i n t e r p r e t e d ,  c a n  be reconciled w i t h  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  
o f  t h e  s e l f  r e q u i r e d  by Book I.'' I t  is t h e  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  
p a r t  t h a t  seems b o t h e r s o m e .  I s h o u l d  h a v e  t h o u g h t  anyone  
who t a k e s  Wolff's l i n e  or f i n d s  a I l u t c h e s o n i a n  s e l f  would 
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see r e j e c t i o n ,  n o t  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n - - a n d  I too see n o  r e c o n -  
c i  li a t  i o n .  

Now i f  t h e r e  i s  p u r e l y  a Newtonian  s e l f  i n  Book I 
a n d  i f i  t h e  Appendix ,  t h e n  t h e  a l l e g e d  i n c o n s i s t e n c y  d e r i v i n g  
f rom two models  o f  t h e  s e l f  n e v e r  arises;  a n d  t h e r e  i s  no 

p r o b l e m  o f  i n c o n s i s  t u n c y  n e e d i n g  r e s o l u t i o n .  T h i s  ou tcome 

p l e a s e s  m e ,  s i n c e  I t h i n k  t h e  Appendix  r e l a t i v e l y  unim- 
p o r t a n t  anyway. I t  o u g h t  a l so  t o  p l e a s e  P r o f e s s o r  M c I n t y r e ,  
as s h e  too  f i n d s  n o  i n c o n s i s t e n c y  i n  Hume, d e s p i t e  h e r  
b e l i e f  t h a t  h e  is a t t r i b u t i n g  a n  i n c o n s i s t e n c y  t o  h i m s e l f  
w h i c h  I d o  n o t  f i n d  h im c o n f e s s i n q .  And i f  s h e  c a n  see h e r  
way t o  a g r e e i n g  w i t h  me Lliat h e r  c o n t r i b u t i o n  i s  t h a t  of 
p r o v i d i n g  a r a t i o n a l  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  t e x t  i n  a n  
attempt to  d e f e n d  Hume, t h e n  I c a n  come f o r w a r d  a n d  con-  
g r a t u l a t e  h e r  on h e r  a c h i e v e m e n t .  
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