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43. 

I t  is  c o x 3 o a l y  ackncwlzdycd  t h a t  IiumS'S d i s c u s s i o n  
of o u r  b e l i e f s  a b o u t  t he  self p a r a l l e l s  h i s  e a r l i e r  d i s c u s -  

s i o n  of o u r  be l ie fs  a b o u t  ma te r i a l  ob jec ts  i n  a nuinber of 

impor t . an t  r e s p e c t s .  Y e t  w h i l e  h e  c l e a r l y  d i s t i n g u i s h e s  a 
v u l g a r ,  a f a l s e  p h i l o s o p h i c a i  , and a t r u e  p h i l a s o p h i c a l  view 
of m a t e r i a l  o b j e c t s ,  a c o r r e s p o n d i n g  s e t  of d i s t i n c t i o n s  is  
n o t  e x p l i c i t l y  drawn i n  t h e  case o f  the s e l f .  B u t  a l t h o z g h  

Hume i s  n o t  as clear  on t h e  matter as  w e  m i g h t  w i s h ,  I shall. 
try t o  ?;haw t h a t  he i3 committed t o  the e x i s t c m c e  of three 
s i m i l a r  v i e w s  of t h e  se l f  and  t h a t  an a x a m i n a t i o n  of  t h e i r  
r e l a t i o n s h i p s  i l l u r n i n a t c s  s e v e r a l  i m p o r t a n t  n s p ~ : : ? - s  o f  his  
t h o u g h t .  

1. 

I s h a l l  b e g i n  b y  o u t l i n i n g  Hume's t r e a t m e n t  of t h e  
three v iews  of m a t e r i a l  objects .  I t h e n  a r g u e  t h a t  he i s  
l i k e w i s e  commi t t ed  t o  t h r e e  q u i t e  d i s t i n c t  views of t h e  self:' 
ar,d s k e t c h  t h e i r  g e n e r a l  f e a t u r e s .  I n  t h e  t h i r d  secxion soin8 
i m p l i . c a t i o n s  of t h i s  r e a d i n g  a re  examined ;  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  wc: 
w i l l  f i n d  t h a t  it casts l i g h t  on  Hurre 's  p e r p l e x i n q  n o t i o n  o f  
f i c t i t , i o u s  i d e n t i t y ,  t h e  g e n e r a l  p a t t e r n  o f  argument.  r u n n i n g  
t h r o u g h  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  of p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  a n d  the e x t e n t  

of  his s k e p t i c i s m  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  s e l f .  A l t h o i l q h  nly a i m  
a r e  n o t  p r i m a r i l y  c r i t i ca l ,  my d i s c u s s i o n  c l s a r l y  bea r s  on  
the growing  t e n d e n c y  among commenta to r s  to d e n y  t h a t  Hume h a s  

any  q u a r r e l  w i t h  t h e  common m a n ' s  a s c r i p t i o n s  of i d e n t i t y  t o  
t h e  s e l f  o r  t h a t  h e  means t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  t h e  v u l g a r  o r  every- 
di.ly c o n c e p t i o n  of t h e  s e l f  f r o n  t h e  t r u e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  view 
of  i t .  
- I .  A c c o r d i n g  t o  Hume's b a s i c  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  t e n e t s ,  the  

~ n : y  t h i n g s  w i t h  wh ich  w e  a r e  t r u l y  a c q u a i n t e d  are pcnrcep t ions ,  

-- i . e . ,  i m p r e s s i o n s  a n d  i d e a s ,  t h e r e  are n o  r e a l  o r  i n t r i n s i c  
c o n n e c t i o n s  be tween  these,  and  e a c h  of o u r  s i m p l e  i d e a s  is  ii 

COi>y o f ,  and  c a u s a l l y  d c p c n d e p t  upon,  a n  eiirlier s i m p l e  
i m p r e s s i o n .  These p z L n c i p l e s  lead Hume t o  c o n c l u d e  t h a t  t h e  

o n l y  idea of a material  object  or  s u b s t a n c e  w e  could.  h a v e  i s  
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z o t . k i n g  b u t  a collection of sLTple idnas, t h a t  UPF? u n i t e d  
3y t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  (T16; cf .  T219, 63s). The c o l l e c t i o n s  
o f  i m p r e s s i o n s  t h a t  make up s u c h  o b j e c t s  sometimes c o n t a i n  
ternporal  g a p s ,  t h e i r  s u c c e s s i v e  me.xbers o f t e n  d i s p l a y  a 
q u a l i t a t i v e  d i v e r s i t y ,  and t h e y  w i l l  u s u a l l y  c o n t a i n  a numbe: 
o f  s i m p l e  i m p r e s s i o n s  a t  any  g iven  moment; h e n c e ,  t h e y  a r e  
r a r e l y  u n i n t e r r u p t e d ,  i n v a r i a b l e ,  o r  s i m p l e .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  
b o t h  t h e  common man an$ t h e  t r a d L t i o n a 1  p h i l o s o p h e r  a t t r i -  
b u t e  a l l  t h r e e  f e a t u r e s  t o  m a t e r i a l  objects ,  and Hume i s  
concerned  t o  e x p l a i n  why t h i s  is  so .  

Hume d i s c u s s e s  u n i n t e r r u p t e d n e s s  i n  t h e  c o u r s e  of 
h i s  a t t e m p t  t o  e x p l a i n  why t h e  v u l g a r - - a l l  o f  u s ,  most of 
t h e  t i m e - - f a i l  t o  r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  a c q u a i n t e d  o n l y  w i t h  
i n t e r n a l  p e r c e p t i o n s  and i n s t e a d  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  
d i r e c t l y  aware of m a t e r i a l  b o d i e s  t h a t  e n j o y  a c o n t i n u e d  

e x i s t e n c e  o u t s i d e  t h e  mind even when n o t  p e r c e i v e d .  T h i s  
can  happen cjnly i f  t h e y  m i s t a k e  p e r c e p t i o n s  f o r  e x t e r n a l  
o b j e c t s ,  and s u c h  errors a r e  l i k e l y  t o  o c c u r  when t h e  mem- 
b e r s  of a s e q u e n c e  of p e r c e p t i o n s  d i s p l a y  e i t h e r  coherence  
o r  c o n s t a n c y .  S i n c e  coherence  p l a y s  l i t t l e  ro le  i n  H u m e ' s  
l a t e r  d i s c u s s i o n s ,  however,  I s h a l l  c o n s i d e r  o n l y  c o n s t a n c y  
h e r e .  

.~ 

A series of p e r c e p t i o n s  e x h i b i t s  c o n s t a n c y  j u s t  i n  
c a s e  i t s  members resemble e a c h  o t h e r .  When t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  
( t h e  m i n d ' s  a s s o c i a t i v e  f a c u l t y )  views s u c h  a series, i t  
t y p i c a l l y  a s s o c i a t e s  i t s  members. But  it d o e s  n o t  s t o p  w i t h  
t h i s ,  f o r  t h e  m i n d ' s  d i s p o s i t i o n  when it s u r v e y s  t h e  series 
i s  much l i k e  t h a t  when it c o n s i d e r s  a s i n g l e ,  u n i n t e r r u p t e d  
p e r c e p t i o n .  So ,  b e c a u s e  of t h e  resemblance  between t h a  
p e r c e p t i o n s  i n  t h e  series,  as  w e l l  as  t h a t  between t h e  m e n t a l  
acts  b y  which t h e y  a r e  s u r v e y e d ,  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  is l i k e l y  
t o  go  on t o  t a k e  t h e  p e r c e p t i o n s  t o  b e  s t r i c t l y  or  numeri-  
c a l l y  i d e n t i c a l  ("61,  2 0 2 / 0 4 ) .  And s i n c e  tiume t h i n k s  t h a t  
o u r  idea o f  strict i d c n t i t y  demands t h e  u n . i n t e r r u p t e d n c s s  
and  i n v a r i a b i l i t y  t h r o u g h  a suppos I:? v a r i a $ i o n  of tims (T201) 

o f  t h e  o b j e c t  t o  which it i s  a s c r i b e d ,  t h i s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
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r 2 q u i r l . s  t h a t  we m i s t a k e  t h e  s e v e r a l  p e r c e p t i o n s  f o r  a 
s i n g l e  u n i n t e r r u p t e d  t h i n g  (T202/03) .' Such m i s t a k e s  axe 

exposed by n e a r l y  e v e r y  s h i f t  i n  o u r  g a z e .  Yet t h e y  spring 
from a t e n d e n c y  s o  i n g r a i n e d  i n  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  t h z t ,  r a t h e r  
t h a n  r e t r a c t  o u r  m i s a t t r i b u t i o n s  of u n i n t e r r u p t e d n e s s ,  w e  
i n s t c a d  t r y  to  d i s g u i s e  t h e i r  i n c o n p a t i b i l i t y  w i t h  t h e  e x i s -  
t e n c e  of gaps i n  perception. And t h i s  w e  do b y  s u p 2 c s i n g  
t h a t  tbe p e r c e p t i o n s  wh ich  w e  h a v e  m i s c o n s t r u e d  2s a s i n g l e  
o b j e c t  h a v e  a n  u n i n t e r r u p t e d - - - a n d  h e n c e  mind- independen t - -  
e x i s t e n c e  e v e n  when n o t  p e r c e i v e d .  

T h e  t e n d e n c y  t o  s u c h  errors is  p r e s e n t  i n  e v e r y o n e ,  
b u t ,  r e a l i z i n g  t h a t  w e  a r e  t y p i c a l 1 . y  a c q u a i n t e d  o n l y  w i t h  
i n t c s r u p t e d  s e q u e n c e s  o f  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  t h e  p h i l o s o p 5 e r  sees 
t h r o u g h  t h e  common man's way o f  mask ing  t h e  t e n s i o n  be tween  
t h e  i n t e r r u p t i o n s  and t h e  bel ief  t h a t  m a t e r i a l  ob jec ts  a r e  
c o n t i n u a n t s .  T h i s  b e l i e f  i s  so n a t u r a l ,  however ,  t h a t  e v e n  
t h 2  p h i l o s o p h e r  c a n n o t  e a s i l y  r i d  h i m s e l f  of i t ,  a i d  a c c o r 2 -  
i n g l y  he i s  l i k e l y  to  r e p l a c e  t h e  n a i v e  r e a l i s a  G f  t he  VIilgSX 
w i t h  t h e  ( f a l s e )  p h i l o s o F h i c a 1  view t h a t  m a c e r i a l  objects  
e n j o y  a n  u n i n t e r r u p t e d  e x i s t e n c e  o u t s i d e  t h e  mind w h i l e  
c a u s i n g  O U T  f l e e t i n g  p e r c z p t i o n s  wh ich  r e p r e s e n t  then. 

The v u l g a r  also t h i n k  o f  m a t e r i a l  objects as 
i n v a r i a b l e ,  " c o n t i n u i n g  t h e  sane" t h r o u g h  a var ie ty  of q u a l i -  
t a t i v e  c h a n g e s .  Iiurne's d i s c u s s i o n  of c o h e r e n c e  p r o v i d e s  sorils 
e x p l a n a t i o n  for t h i s  b e l i e f ,  b u t  h e  m e n t i o n s  c o h e r e n c e  o n l y  
t o  drop it. However, h e  goes on t o  g i v e  a q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  
a c c o u n t  t h a t  draws 1;pcn mechanisms s i m i l a r  t o  those i n v o k e d  
i n  h i s  J i s c u s s i o n  of c o n s t a n c y ,  t e 1 l i r . g  us t! iat  even i n  t h e  

c z s e  of a se r ies  of p e r c e p t i o n s  t!iat would  c o r m o n l y  be t a k e n  
t o  be a h i g h l y  p r o t e a n  m a t e r i a l  o b j e c t ,  i m m e d i n t c l y  SUCCCS- 

s i v e  members or' t h e  ser ies  are  l i k e l y  t o  r e s c ~ l e  eac!i o t h e r .  
W3en t h i s  o c c u r s  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n ' s  e a s y  t r a n s i t t o n  from one 
mcli:b(:r to t h e  n e x t  w i l l  :iccni niuch l i k c  the act of contcn-  

p l a t i n g  a s i n g L c ,  uncl;;!nqincJ p e r c e p t i o n ,  a n d  this W i l l  rcaclj l y  
" d e c e i v e  i t"  i n t o  i Z - -  , i f y i n q  t h e  d i s t i n c t  perceptions an6 
c o n s i d e r i n g  them as  one con t i v ru 'd  objact-  ( ' ? 2 2 0 ) .  A s  it  S t a E t k  
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coxpche r , c?  how t h s i r  a s c r i p t i o n s  of i n v a r i a b i l i t y  m i g h t  be 

reconciled w i t h  the p r e s e n c c  of change  need n o t  d i s t u r b  them 

undu ly .  And t h i s  s u g q e s t s  t h a t  t h e y  wocld managc to over- 
lock the crrors i n  t h e i r  a t t r i b u t i o n s  of i n v a r i  

s h r o u d i n g  them i n  m y s t e r y  01 i n  vagueriess.  S i n c e  n c i t h c r  

a l . t c r n a t i v e  wouici s a t i s f y  L!ic p h i l o s o p h e r ,  however, h e  wcuid  
be i n c l i n e d  t o  i r .vent  s o n e t h i n g  l i k e  s ~ : b s t ~ , n c e  i n  an e f f o r t  

t o  j u s t i . F y  his a s c r i p t t o n s  of i n v a r i a b i l i t y .  

0 b j c c . t  will t y p i c a i 1 y  be a con :pos i to  c;f discrctc:  iSc.'.is l i k e  

colDr, s i z e ,  and shape ( T i l g ) ,  t k e  v u l q a r  arc iilclir-iec?. to  

r e g a r d  t h e  who le  as s i m p l e .  T h i s  is  so b e c a u s e  the a c t i o n s  
of  tho minci when i t  c o n s i d e r s  a t r u l y  s i rnp ie  p e r c e p t i o n  a r e  
much l i k e  t h o s  c n  i.t c o n s i d e r s  t h i . 2 $ j  W h O S C 2  LJ3 'L . tS  are 

F i n a l l y ,  a l t h o u g h  a n  i d e a  o f  a r;.,omentr;lry m a t e r i a l  

--.- 

y., '23 ' :  t:iiis s i r r ; i l J r i t y  

will r c a i 3 i l y  sei!ucc: 1 t i n c o  x i s t a k i n q  t h e  co l icc t ic>n o f  re- 
1.atec.i perceptions i o r  a sim!iXc t.hinc; ( T 2 2 1 )  . Then,  t o  
camouf l age  t h e  i n c o n p a t :  b i l i t y  bctwecn t h e  a s c r i p t i o n  of 
s i m p l i c i t y  and  thc? nctilal. coiripositcnc:;s t h e  vrilgdr srtl l i k e l y  

to imaqirie t h a t  .t.hey i n  Cact p e r c e i v e  3 corLr,!zction ar-aonq tL!C 

v a r i o u s  parts. ~ i . r : ~ i L a r - l y  l ed  t o  m i . s a t t r i b u t i o n s  of s i r p i i c i t y ,  

p a r t i s a n s  o f  t h e  false p h i l o s o p h y  will. see thrcugh this a t -  
temp.tt?d d i s y u i s c  s n d  so resort  t o  some more s u b t l e - - t h o u g h  
e v e n  less j u s t i f i j b l e - - c o n t r i v a n c c  l i k c  s u b s t a n c e ,  w h i c h  i s  

now t a k e n  t o  e:<pl,Jin i c l c n t i t y  o r  unity a t  3 tins as w e i l  as 
i d e n t i t y  t l iroagh change (T221/23) . 

There i s  ;i q e n c r a l  n c c h a n i s m  c;t: w o r k  i n  o u  a s c r i p t i o n s  
~ i ?  u n i . n t c r r u p t c d n a s s ,  i n v a r i a b i l i t y ,  and  :jiip;jli<:i.+y. For a;- 
t hough  o u r  s i m p l c  i d e a s  arc  d i s c r c t e  ; j a r t i c u l a l + s ,  i t  i s  s a i d  
t o  be a cjcrleral  nioxim of t h e  s c i o r i c e  of hlill1;in n a t u r e  t h z t  

cl.~t;i.:y r c i a t c d  i.c!ca!s ;!CU li k ~ l y  to bc.? c:cr:fo~nc-!cc: 12.1 t h e  %ind 

(T60/1: c f .  T 2 0 2 / 0 3 ) .  This prir.c~,pl.c? i s  n(fver d c f i ? ! i d ~ d  b y  ' 

: I iumc,  arid a l t h o u g h  it leaus h im t o  g i v e  accounts  t h a t  sorrletimes 
border  on the b i z a r r e ,  he r e f e r s  t o  i t  r e p e a t e d l y ,  i n v o k i n g  i t :  
t o  e x p l a i n  b o t h  t h e  vuicjar and  t h e  false p h i l o s o p h i c a l  sttri- 
b u t i o n s  of u n i n t e r r u p t e d n e s s ,  i n v a r i a b i l i t y ,  and  s i m p l i c i t y  to 





44. 
D e s p i t e  t h e  d i f  f e r c n c c s  among s u c h  f i g ~ r e s ,  t h e  gen -  

e r a l  p i c t u r e  t h a t  emerges  i s  one o f  a c o n t i n u o u s ,  u n c h a n g i n g ,  
and  s i m p l e  m e n t a l  s u b s t a n c e  i n  wh ich  o n e ' s  p e r c e p t i o n s  i n -  
h e r e ,  a n d  t h e  modern p h i l o s o p h y ' s  p i c t u r e  of the self  t h u s  
resembles Hems's d e p i c t i o n  of t h e  a n c i e n t  pbilosoghy's con-  
c e p t i o n  of ma te r i a l  ob jec t s  a t  a num!.xr of k e y  p o i n t s  
( c f .  T 2 1 9 / 2 5 ) .  B u t ,  Hume t h i n k s ,  t h e  p rob lem w i t h  this pic- 
t u r e  i.s a s  s i m p l e  as i t  is  f a t a l ,  f o r  we h a v e  n o  i x p r e s s i o n  
--and h e n c e  no  idea-- of s u c h  a self, and  i n d e e d  t h e  ver.1 
e x p e r i e n c e s  c i t ed  a s  e v i d e n c e  f o r  t h i s  v iew i n  f a c t  p o i n t  to 
i t s  f a l s i t y  (s., T.233,  251). Iiume i s  n e v c r t h e l c s s  con- 
c e r n e d  t o  e x p l a i n  why t h e  p i c t u r e  h a s  c a p t i v a t e d  so  many. 
Bu t  b e f o r e  t u r n i n g  t o  t h i s  t o p i c ,  w e  Innust a s k  w h c t . h C r  h o  
a l s o  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a v u l g a r  v i ew n f  t h e  self which  
i s  d i s t i n c t  froin t h e  f a l s e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  v i e w ,  on t h e  one  

hand ,  and  t h e  t r u e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  v i ew,  on t h e  o t h e r .  
T h a t  Hume t h o u g h t  t h e  c o m o n  view of , t he  self d i s -  

t . i n c t  f rom t h e  f a l s e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  view i^s s u g g e s t e d  by  t h e  
f n c t  t h a t  i n  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  s i n ? p l i c . i t y  of m a t e r i a l  
ob j sc t s  t h e  t w o  v i c w s  d i f f e r  i n  t h a t  a t  ?.east some philo- 
sophcrs r e i g n  a s u b s t a n c e  w h i l e  t h e  v u l g a r  do  riot, a n d  w e  
are given  n o  r e a s o n  f o r  s u p p o s i n g  m a t t e r s  would be o t h e r w i s e  
i n  t h e  case o f  t h e  s e l f .  I n  f a c t ,  t h e r e  is r e a s o n  t o  sup-  
pose t h e y  wo;ild n o t ,  for t h e  n o t i o n  of  a s i m p l e  m c n t c ? l  sab- 

s t r a t u m  does cot loom :arc;c i n  u n s o p t i s t i c a t e d  thought a b o u t  
t h e  mind. N o r ,  i n d e e d ,  d o c s  t h a t  of i:runecIiLita s e l f c o n s c i o u s -  

n e s s .  Moreover ,  t h e  v u l g a r  v.iew of m a t e r i a l  o b j e c t s  h a s  
said t o  be c loser  t o  the  t r u e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  view t h a n  t o  t h e  
false ccc, so  i t  w o u l d  be s u r p r i s i n g  i f  it coincidi?d w i t h  t h c  

l a t . t c r  w i t h  respc :c t  t o  t.he selE. 
' Ihcse reflections may seem to reinforce tlic p o s i t i o n  

of those commenta to r s  w h o  would  a s s imi i a t e  t h e  v u l g a r  v iew 

of the se l f  t o  the true p h i l o s o p h i c a l  v i ew.  B u t  scch an  

a s s i m i l a t i o n  i s  s c a r c e l y  s u g g e s t e d  by Xume Is r e m a r k s  t h a t  i n  
cornlion l i f e  t h e  iZea 02 the s e l f  is fz;?i>er v e ? ' ! ~  J'?:z'In n o r  
detsrninata a n d  t h a t  q u e s t i o n s  a b o u t  t h e  i d e n t i c y  ar;d u n i t y  

o f  t h e  se l f  c a n n o t  be answered  w i t h o u t  PGcourJ,sr? t o  t i i z  mo.?t 
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. 1 c.,m:j^ :?at.i:p;z~~!:sI:cs (T189/90! . M c Y ~ ~ ~ J c : ~ ,  i x  the case - of 
m t e r i a l  G b j e c t s  t .hc false p h i l o s o p h i c a l .  v i e w  was r o o t e d  i n  

t h e  n i s t a k e s  o f  the v u l g a r  (T211), arici u n l e s s  it i s  s i m i l a r l y  

r o o t e d  i n  t h e  case o f  t h e  s e l f ,  i t  will. r e y r i i r e  a v e r y  c i i f -  

ferc?!it s o r t  of  c x p l a n a t , i o n ;  y e t  Hcrrie's accour . t s  i n  t h e  two 
cases are  q u i t c  s i m i l n r  ( 3 2 5 3 ,  2 5 9 ) .  17ur the rm>re ,  w ! i i l c  t h e  

o r d i n a r y  person m;iy w c i l  a g r e e  w i t h  t h e  "tr-ue v iew"  t h a t  t h e  

s a l f  c a n  unde rgo  c h a n g e ,  i t  i s  n o t  a t  a3.L clear h e  a g r e e s  

thzt. .  i t s  e x i s t e n c e  is  i n t e r r u p t e d  and t h a t  i t  ceases t o  be 

Z n r i n g  lapses i n  consciousness ( c f .  T 2 5 2 ,  6 3 4 / 5 ) .  But  m o s t  
i ; ? : m r t a n t  of a l l ,  t::e c11rir:t t h a t  t h e  self is n o t h i n g  bc t  a 
bG.:icile of  perceptions i s  n o t  an i n t u i t i v e  one, a n d ,  on  t h e  
f a c e  of  i t ,  i t  sccms r e m a r k n b l e  t o  suppose t h a t  t h e  coirmo;i 
nmn t h i n k s  of himself i n  t h i s  way. 

Such c o n s i d c r a t i o n s  sugges t  t h a t  i f  I iume was  n t  a l l  

c7.tte:itj vi: t o  e v e r y d a y  beliefs h e  d i d  not i c ? e n t i f y  t h e  v u l g a r  

v i ew with either philosophical v i e w ,  t h o u g h  i n  l i g h t  of t h e  

c n c s u a l  v i e w s  t h a t  he e l s e w h e r e  i i t iputes t o  t h e  v u l g a r  (e.g., 
T199), Such c v j d e n c e  i s  o n l y  c i r c u n s t a n t i a l .  However Nume's 
d i s c i i s s i o n  o f  thc: o r i g i n  of o u r  b e l i e f s  a b o u t  p e r s o n a l  i d e n -  

t i t y  p r o v i d e s  inore d i r e c t  s u p p o r t  for t h e  c l a i n  t h a t  h e  t h i n k s  

t h a t  t h e r e  are  three views of t h e  s e l f .  T h e r e  h c  t e l l s  u s  
q u i t e  c l . e a r l y  t h a t '  o u r  a s c r i p t i o n s  o f  i d e n t i t y  to t h e  se l f  

r e s u 1 . t  f rom .the same m e n t a l  o p e r a t i o n s  t h a t  g i v e  r i s e  t o  o u r  
a s c r i p t i . o n s  of i d e n t i t y  t o  a n i m a l s ,  s h i p s ,  a n 2  t h e  l i k e  

('1'259; c f .  2 5 3 ) ,  and h i s  d e t a i l e d  a c c o u n t s  of o u r  b e l i e f s  
about p c r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  account i n v o l v i n g  

rc?stmSlar,ce, are i n  kc?e:>ing with t h i s  c l i l i r r i  (T26O/l) . 12ore- 

o v e r ,  he c o u l d  h a r d l y  be :nore e x p l i c i t  t h a t  s u c h  a s c r i p t i o n s  
a r s  ajdsed. upon mistake; n o t  R m i s t a k e  r e s u l t i n g  f rom p h i l o -  

sorjhicil l  e x t r a v a g a n c e s ,  however ,  but one t o  which  even  L h z  
-._- 

,.,. _ . , I  y' 7 v u l g a r  are p r o n e  ( T 2 5 4 n ) .  

In l i g h t  of  t h e  t r e n d  to i n t e r p r e t  iiuine as r e g a r d i n g  

the oo.mon v iew of t h e  self as  corrclct, i t  w i l l  be u s e f u l  t o  
e s ~ . ~ r r i . ~ n e  . J '-1 t .he riziture of t h i s  m i s t a k e  more ciosely. H u m  s p e a k s  

t o  i n x g i n a  the se l f  p o s s e s s e d  of  a 
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? r o p e r  i d e n t i t . y  ar.d sir>:,!icity G i l d  ~ G C ? S  cjn to r 
;;.*er;:: . . . :?r to Lr: :cr . ibe aiz id i t g  t o  Li;;:s:: E U C -  

c c: s u i 1) B p c, F c c: p t t c, r. a t h a t  e t h e  s e l f ,  and  to supposz 

,znd - 1 ( n i ? l t E Y ' T : i l ' t : ~  ... 2 - e2,sis- 

i? ~ O X Y ~ C  of 0 : ~ '  2.L715. j  [ T 2 9 3  (my ita1; - L a J  -<.' ; 

c f .  ' r 2 0 7 J .  T h i s  pI"(-Jp<?r:sity i s  eXpld inCd  by t h e  f - a z t  " i < 3 t  

t h e  d i s c r e t e  p e r c c p t . i o n s  t h z t  c o n s t i t u t e  the self b e a r  s u c h  
re la t ions  as r e s c m b l a n c e  t o  e a c h  o t h e r ,  and  i y i  O ~ P  comrn~r t !c i  

&-.__._A or^ t k . i n k - i ) i q  t h e  idea of a s u c c e s s i o n  of r e l a t e d  t h i n g s  is 
~r~<~~;?Z.Zcc/,~ f 'c?unC,:d w i t h  t h a t  o f  i d e n t i t y  (T253 ,  my i t a l i c s )  . 
Morecxvcr ,  t h e  i d e n t i t y  w i t h  wh ich  i t  i s  confounded  i s  
s t r i . c t ,  a s  is  made c1.ear by  Hume's e x p l i c i t  references 
t h r o u g h o u t  t o  s t r i c t  i d e n t i t y  and  i t s  hallmarks, u n i n t e r -  
r u p t c d n e s s  and  i n v a r i a b i . l i t y . 6  A s  w i t h  o u r  simj.lar e r rors  
c o n c e r n i n g  mater ia l  05 j ec t s  , t h e  r e s e n b l a n c e  between icicas 
leads to  t h e  c o n f u s i o n  anti m i s t a k c ,  and  the r e s u l t i n g  ab- 

aurd* i ty  i s  t h u s  t r a c e a b l e  t o  a bias;: from t h e  inaginiitdon 
( T 2 5 4 ) .  

-...-...I --.--- A_ 

F i n a i l y ,  t h e  i n a y i n a t i o n ' s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of t h e  
" c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d "  s i m p l e  p e r c e p t i o n s  t h a t  mzke up  the s e l f  
a t  any  g i v e n  moment i s  s imi la r  t o  i t s  c o n s i d c r a t i o n  o f  a 
t r u l y  simple p e r c e p t i o n .  Hence w e  are  l i k e l y  t o  cornpound ocr  
error  o f  c r e d i t i n g  t h e  se l f  w i t h  a p e r f e c t .  i e e n t i t y  b y  as- 

s c r i b i n g  a p e r f e c t  s i m p l i c i t y  t o  it a s  w e l l  ( T 2 6 3 ) .  

When h e  t u r n s  to s p e c i f i c  examples of o u r  a s c r i p -  
t i o n s  of i d e n t i t y  t o  p l a n t s  and  a n i m a l s  and  a r t i f a c t s ,  Hume 
a p p e a r s  t o  take a more s a n g u i n e  v i ew of t h e  m a t t e r ,  e v e n  
r e m a r k i n g  of o n e  t h a t  i t  i n v o l v e s  no  b r e a c h  of  thg pro:iric<t!j 
of l ungua2e  ( " 2 5 8 ) .  Y ? t  e v e n  h e r e  he  f i n d s  an  u n d c r l y i n g  
c o n f u s i o n  of a succc:.:;sior. o f  rc1.atcd p c r c c ? p t i o n s  w i t h  i i ;c?r. tzty 
Tf w e  s u b t r a c t  a r;maI.l .  p o r t i o n  o f  rnciCtc!r from a l a r r ; t r  o n e ,  

for e x m p l e ,  thc c h a n g e s  a s  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  s u r v e y s  thi. rc- 
s u l t i n q  series of p z r c e p t i o n s  w i l l  be so  sliqht t h d t  w e  or,,: 

Z;I:: to in?c;!.lr.c;, th:; ,:  ' t i s  x o t h i n g  b u t  G c o n t - i n u ' c ?  s u r ~ v a y  OJ' 
che c a m e  o b i z c t  (T255). And Hume's o t h e r  examples i n v o l v e  i: 
s i m i l a r  "easy  t r s n s i t i o n "  of t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  From one i d c a  t o  
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anot i ie r  of tiic sort likely t o  l e a d  i t  to c o i ~ f o u n d  r c l e r i o n  
w i t . h  s t r i c t  i d e n t i t y  ( T 2 3 6 / 8 ) .  So, ir, l i c j h i  of t h e  con- 
f u s i o n s  involvec?,  Hume's rxrnosk a b o u t  t h e  p r c j p r i c t y  o f  l z n -  
c,.u;iqe i s  s u r e l y  not i n t s n d c d  t o  absolve O U T  e v e r y d a y  views 

a b o u t  i d c n i i t y  f r c ; m  e r r o r .  It: i s  corrpat ible ,  however, w i t h  

t h e  view t h a t  orcinary i q x q e  is p h i l o s o p h i c a 1 i y  n e u t r a l  

w i t h  r e z p e c t  t o  t h c s e  i s s u e s  or  w i t h  t h e  s t r o n g e r  view t h a t  

the p r o p e n s i t y  t o  s u c h  e r r o r s  is  so d e e p l y  e n t r e n c h e d  i n  

hurxr .  nature t i i t i t  i.k is ref lected i n  o r d i n a r y  l a n g u a g e .  

B e l i e f s ,  f o r  example ,  t h a t  m a t e r i a l  ob jec ts  c o n t i n u e  t o  
sxist m p e r c e i v o d  may w e l l .  be b u i l t  into o l i r  comiion modes of 
s p e a k i n g  ( c f .  7 ' 2 0 2 )  --t.hough t h i s  wou ld  n o t  lead Hume t o  
regard them a s  j u s t i f i e d .  

T n  k c c p i n y  w i t h  t h e  p a t t e r n  n o t e d  in t he  d i s c u s s i o n  
of xia te r ia l  ab j t ic t s ,  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  is l c d  t o  a t t r i b u t e  
f e?n tu res  t o  thc self that it c o u l d  not p o s s i b l y  h a v e .  I n  t h e  

case of miiter.inl o b j e c t s  w e  f i n d  b a t h  a v u l g a r  a n d  a false 
p h i 1 . o s o p h i c a l  v i e w ,  wh ich  d i f f e r  i n  t h e  ciay i n  wh ich  t h e y  a t -  
t e m p t  to conceiil t-hcae errors, and 1 have o f f e r e d  r e a s o n s  

for t h i n k i n g  that Fiumc i s  corrtrriitted t o  il sirriilar d i s t i n c t i o n  

i n  t h e  case of t h e  s e l f .  He n e v e r  d i s c u s s e s  t h e  matter ex-  
p l i c i t l y ,  however ,  ar.d a l t .houqh h i s  r emark  t h a t  o u r  common 
.,7it:w of thtt selC . i s  n e i t h e r  v e r y  fixed n o r  d i - t e r m i n a t c  sug- 

qe:: ts ' t ha t .  h e  d i  st . ir iguishc?d a v u l g a r  fro::; il f a l s e  phi1o:mphicd 
view ( w h i c h ,  t hough  a i i s t a k e n ,  i s  r e a s o n a b l y  d e t e r m i n a t e )  , h e  

clcar3.17 t h o u g h t  t h e  former t o  be vaque. Still, I b e l i e v e  
t h a t  wc ccin e l i c i t  f r w i  his s c a t t c i - c d  r e m i r k s  a character- 
i z a t i o n  of t h e  v u l q a r  view o f  t h e  s e l f  t h a t  i s  s u f f i c i e n t l y  
f i x e d  to s u g g e s t  C h i 3  g e n e r a l  ways i : ~  which  i t  d i f f e r s  f'rom 
c.':,~ch of t t c !  t.wo phi 1 nsoph i cnl. v i e w s .  

S i n c e  the pcrccptions t h a t  cornprise a momentary 

Aspect  of c i th t - . r  a m a t e r i a l  object  o r  a self are bound t n -  

g c t h z r *  by  (1 C L O S E  ~ c Z a t . ~ ' o r .  ( T 2 2 1 , 2 6 3 ) ,  i t  would  seem that thc 
v c l c j a r ' s  method of  d i s g u i s i n g  t h e i r  m i s a t t r i b u t i o n s  of 
s i m p l i c i t y  t o  m a t e r i n l  ob jec ts  c o u l d  a l s o  be used t o  c ' i s g u i s e  
their r n i s a t t r i b u t i o n  of s i m p l i c i t y  t o  t h e  se l f .  Doubtless 
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t h e  uorr;)oner:t pe rcc ; ) t i ons  of t h e  self a t  it q i v e n  i r , s ' i a n t  

wi1.l be  li?ore v a r i e g a t c d  t h a  t h o s e  t i l i i t  mike up a m a z e n t a r y  

m a t e r i a l  o b j e c t ,  b u t  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  t h e  former a r e  
c1.0ssl.y enough r e l a t e 2  t o  l e a d  t h e  v u l g a r  t o  m i s t a k e  t h e  
cornposite f o r  a s i n g l e  t h i n g ,  t h e y  s h o u l d  a l s o  be c l o s e l y  

enough re larea t o  lead t h e n  t o  imaq ine  t h a t  th*y a c t u a l l y  
p e r c e i v e  a c o n n e c t i o n  amonq i t s  p a r t s .  And s i n c e  i f r i m e  m a -  
t i o n s  n o t h i n g  t h a t  would c a u s e  t h i s  t o  o c c u r  i n  one c a s e  b u t  
n o t  i n  t h e  o t h e r ,  it i s  r e a s o n a b l e  t o  conc lude  t h a t  i t  would 
happen i n  bo th .  

W e  nave  a l r e a d y  s e e n  t h a t  Hune b e l i e v e d  t h a t  p e o p l e  
w i l l  t e n d  t o  view p l a n t  and aninal .  b o d i e s  as  i n v a r i a b l e  
even when t h e y  do n o t  suppose  t h e  p e r c e p t i o n s  t h a t  ( i n  f a c t )  
compr i se  them t o  b e  connec ted  by  an u n d c r l y i n g  s u b s t a n c e .  
And s i n c e  he t e l l s  u s  t h i s  i n  t h e  v e r y  passage where  h e  e m -  
p h a s i z e s  t h e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  between o u r  a s c r i p t i o n s  of i d e n t i t y  

t.o p l a n t s  and  a n i m a l s  and t h o s e  t o  t h e  s e l f ,  i t  s e e m s  l i k e l y  

t h a t  Hume b e l i e v e d  t h e  v u l g a r  would s i m i l a r l y  c o n c e a l  t h e  
d i f f i c u l t i e s  a r i s i n g  from t h e i r  i m p u t a t i o n  of i n v a r i a b i l i t y  
t o  t h e  s e l f  e i t h e r  by imag in ing  i t s  c o n s t i t u e n t  p e r c e p t i o n s  
t o  be l i n k e d  by  someth ing  unknown and m 3 s t e r i o u s  o r  s i m p l y  by 
t h i n k i n g  of them a s  a s i n g l e  and i n v a r i a b l e  t h i n g  w i t h o u t  
knowing how t h i s  migh t  b e  s o  ( T 2 5 4 / 5 ) .  

c o u l d  r e c o n c i l e  t h e i r  b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e  s e l f  i s  u n i n t e r r u p t e d  
w i t h  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  yaps i n  c o n s c i o u s n e s s .  No s t r a i g h t -  
fo rward  e x t e n s i o n  o f  t h e i r  v e t h o d  f o r  d c a l i n y  w i t h  the i n t e r -  
ruptcclness  of m a t e r i a l  o b j e c t s  seems a v a i l a b l e  , s i n c e  c r e d i t -  
i n g  p e r c e p t i o n s  w i t h  a c o n t i n u e d  e x i s t e n c e  i s  s a i d  t o  l e a d  t o  
t h c  view t h a t  t h e y  are e x t e r n a l  t o ,  and i n d e p e n d c n t  o f ,  t h e  
mind (T210), and t h e s e  a r e  p a l p a b l y  n o t  f e a t u r e s  of s e l v e s .  

Indeed ,  t h i s  may be why sane have  doLbted t h a t  Hum wished  t o  
d i s t i n g u i s h  a Gn ique ly  v u l g a r  view of t h e  mind. K c v e r t h e l e s s ,  
an ana logue  of t h e  v u l g a r  method of  masking t h e  Z i E f i c u l t i c s  

o c c a s i o n e d  by t h e i r  b e i i e f  i n  t h e  u n i c t e r r u p t e d n e s s  of mater- 
i a l  objects i s  a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h e  case of  t h e  s e l f .  

The r e a l  d i f f i c u l t y  comes i n  s e e i n g  how t h e  v u l g a r  
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T'he simplest: way t o  r e c o n c i l e  t h 2  e x i s t e n c e  of  ~ a p s  
i n  c o n s c i o u s n e s s  (7 '252)  w i t h  t h e  belief Lhat t h e  s e l f  i s  a 
c o n t i . n u a n t  ( T 2 5 3 )  would  be  to s u p p o s e  t h a t  somc o f  o u r  per- 
c i . p t i o n s  of r e f ; e c t i . o n  c o n t i n u e  t o  ex is t  u n p e r c e i v e d .  Or. 

the  correct v i ew of t h e  m a t t e r ,  o n e  c a n n o t  h a v e  u n p e r c e i v e d  
p e r c e p t i . o n s  (T189/90), and t h e  o n l y  way t o  s u p p o s e  t h a t  a 
p e r c e p t i o n  c o n t i n u e d  t.o e x i s t  when n o t  p e r c e i v e d  would  be t o  
~ i s t a k c  it- f o r  sox ie th ing  o t h e r  t h a n  rl p e r c e p t i o n .  B u t  i f  

o r d i n a r y  p e o p l e ' s  b e l i e f s  a b o u t  p e r c e p t i o n s  a r e  a s  c o n t p z r g  
t c  t h e  p Z a i n e s t  e z p ~ r i e n c ; o  as IIume makes them o u t  t o  be 
(T210), they m i q h t  w e l l  f a i l  t o  r e a l i z e  this and i n s t e a d  
conclude that some of  t h e i r  p c r c c p t i . o n s ,  t hough  i n t e r n a l ,  
c a n  e x i s t  c n ? e r c e i v e d .  I n d e e d ,  w e  o f t e n  d o  t h i n k  of s c c h  
: r e n t a l  phcnom:nn as beliefs, desires, and emotions a s  exist- 
ir ig c:ven when w e  a r e  n o t  aware  o f  them.  And so ,  b e c a u s e  o f  
the r e s e m b l a n c e  be tween  t h e  members of a s e r i e s  o f  impres -  
s i o n s  OF r e i l e c t i o n ,  t h e  v u l g a r  m i g h t  confound  t h e  i m p r e s -  
sions ' c o r r c s p o n r i c n t  i d e a s ,  t h e n  d i s g u i s e  the t e n s i o n  bc?t.ween 
their b e l i e f  . i u  t h e  u n i n t c r r u p t e d n e s s  of the  series wi t .h  t h e  
cjn2s i n  i t  b y  suppasiny t h a t  i t  c o n t i n u e s  t o  e x i s t  i n t e r n a l l y  

d u r i n g  t h o s e  gaps .  
Hume, however ,  does n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  w e  i n  f a c t  t h i n k  

o f  i m p r e s s i o n s  of r e f l e c t i o n  i n  t h i s  way ('I'194j . N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  
t h i s  a c c o u n t  seems c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  h i s  t h e o r y  o f  m e n t a l  
a c t i v i t y ,  f o r  t h e  mechanism t h a t  i n d u c e s  u s  t o  m i s a p p r e h e n d  
discrete p e r c e p t i o n s  as a s i n g l e  t h i n g  is a c t i v a t e d  by t h e  

p i ' r cc ,p t ions  rescmblmce r a t h e r  t h a n  by t h e i r  souscc:, and  si) 
i t  s h o u l d  l e a d  u s  t o  s u c h  an error  e v e n  i n  t h e  c a s e  o f  i inpres-  
s i o n s  of r e f l e c t i o n  ( c f .  T190, 2 6 7 ) .  Moreover ,  u n l e s s  we a r e  
t h o u y h t  to a t t r i b u t e  a c o n t i n u e d  e x i n  t e n c e  110 i m p r e s s i o n s  o f  

x e f l e c t i o n ,  i t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  see how Mune c a n  e x p l a i n  o u r  

p r o p e n s i t y  t o  t h i n k  of t h e  self a s  u n i n t e r r u p t e d ,  s i n c e  a t -  
t r i b u t i n g  a c o n t i n u e d  existerzce t o  i n p r e s s i o n s  of s e n s a t i o n  
w i l l  p r o d u c e  only i: b e l i e f  i n  t h e  u n i n t e r r u p t c : d n c s s  o f  mat- 
erial o b j e c t s ,  n o t  o n e  i n  t h e  u n i n t e r r u p t e d n e s s  of t h e  self. 
Such  i s  n o t  flume's c o n c l u s i o n ,  however ,  anc! so a s a f e r ,  
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thoucjh less i n t e r e s r i n g ,  c o n j e c t u r e  i s  t h a t  t h e  v u l g a r  

would l a p s e  i n t o  .the same vagueness  w i t h  respcctr  t o  t h e  un- 
i n t e r r u p t e d n e s s  o f  t h e  s e l f  as t h e y  do w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  i t s  
i nva r i. a b i  1 i ty I 

I shouid n o t  w i sh  t o  s u g g e s t  t h a t  iiume would have  
a c c e p t e d  ICY s k e t c h  of t h e  v u l g a r  view o f  t h e  sclf j - s t  as  it 
s t a n d s .  I ts  u s e f u l n e s s  l i es  r a t h e r  i n  t h e  f a c t  t h a k  it 

g i v e s  some c o n t e n t  t o  t h e  c l a i m  t h a t  t h e r e  g a u n i q u e l y  
v u l g a r  view of t h e  s e l f  by s u p p l y i n g  a c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n ,  
grounded i n  Hurnesn d o c t r i n e ,  o f  t h a t  view. B u t  a l t h o q h  
t h e  general claim that t h e r e  a r e  thrcc views of the self d o e s  
n o t  depend upon t h e  d e t a i l s  of t h i s  s k e t c h ,  i n s o f a r  a s  t h e  
c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  i s  g e n u i n e l y  based i n  Humean p r i n c i p l e s ,  i t s  
o v e r a l l  o u t l i n e  s h o u l d  n o t  be too d i f f e r e n t  from t h e  one  

Hume wocld have developed. had h e  b o t h e r e d  t o  t r y .  
B e f o r e  t u r n i n g  t o  t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  of t h i s  r e a d i n g  

it i s  wor th  a s k i n g  why Hume d i d  n o t  d e p i c t  t ,he v u l g a r  view 
of t h e  s e l f  i n  more d e t a i l .  W e  c a n n o t  be  c e r t a i n ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  
b u t  t h e r e  a r e  a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  r e a s o n s  why h e  might  h a v e  neg- 
l e c t e d  t o  do so .  F i r s t ,  i n  l i g h t  of t h e  siinilarities be tween  
t h e  views o f  m a t e r i a l  o b j e c t s  and t h o s e  of t h e  s e l f ,  s p e l l i n g  
. the l a t t e r  o u t  i n  d e t a i l  would have  meant t e d i o u s l y  r s t r a c i n g  
t h e  s t e p s  o f  h i s  e a r l i e r  d i s c u s s i o n .  Second, Everyman's  
c o n c e p t i o n  o f  t h e  s e l f  i s  more e l u s i v e  t h a n  h i s  c o n c e p t i o n  of 
m a t e r i a l  o b j e c t s  and ,  d o u b t l e s s  b e c a u s e  of t h e  t h e o l o g i c a l  
s t a k e s  i n v o l v e d ,  i t  seems t o  i n c o r p o r a t e  u n d i g e s t e d  e lenents  
of t h e  f a l s e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  view i n  t h e  form of a v a g u e  b e l i e f  
i n  someth ing  c a p a b l e  o f  s u r v i v i n g  t h e  d i s s o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  body. 
Thus a good d e a l  o f  work would have  been  needed t o  p o r t r a y  
a view o f  t h e  s e l f  r e c o g n i z a b l e  as t h e  common one. T h i r d ,  
a l t h o u g h  t h e  f a l s e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  view is  r o o t e d  i n  a m i s -  
t a k e n  b e l i e f ,  Hume's c h i e f  t a r g e t  i s  n o t  t h i s  b e l i e f ,  which 
is a n a t u r a l  o n e ,  b u t  t h e  p h i l o s o p h e r ' s  a t t e m p t  t o  rational- 
ize it by a p p e a l i n g  t o  m e n t a l  s u b s t a n c e .  
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- I T T .  Rcco%ni t . i on  oE t h e  t h r e e  v i ews  of t h c  s e l f  has s e v -  
e r a l .  i m p o r t a n t  c o n s c q x e n c e s .  Onc i s  t h e  I . i q h t  t h a t  i r  s h e d s  

C:I t .he p e r p l e x i n g  n o t i o n  o f  f i c t i t i o u s  i d e n t l t y .  H u m e  i n t r o -  
duces t h i s  n o t i o n  i n  a r t i t h e r  o f f h a n d e d  way a n d  n e v e r  b o t h e r s  

t o  d e f i n e  i t ,  a s  h e  d o c s  ' s t r i c t  i d e n t i t y ' ,  or  e v e n  t o  ex-  

p l a i n  i t  i n  much d e t a i l .  I t  d o e s  seem t o  p o i n t  t o  a ger iu ine  
r e l a t i o n  t h a t  h o l d s  be tween  p e r c e p t i o n s  wh ich  b e a r  t h e  n a t -  
u r a l  r e i a t i o n s  of r e s e m b l a n c e ,  c o n t i . y u i t y ,  o r  c a u s a l i t y  t o  
e a c h  o ' t h e r ,  b u t  i t  is n e v e r  s a i d  t o  b e  a g e n u i n e  s p e c i e s  
of ---.____ i d e n t i t y .  T'hat. Hurnc is  ambivalent, or u n c e r t a i n  as  t o  
w h e t h e r  i t  is an a u t h e n t i c  v a r i c t y  o f  i c ? c n t i t y  i s  p e r h a p s  
si:c;c;ested by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  h e  sonetimes s p e a k s  o f  it a s  

i.::iperfect .... - ^._._ . i d e n t i t y ,  wh ich  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  i t  i s ,  a n d  sometimes 
as f i c t i t i o u s  i . d e r i t i t y ,  wh ich  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  it i s n ' t .  Never- 
t h c l e s s ,  t h e r e  a r e  good r e a s o n s  f o r  c o n c l u d i n g  bo th  t h a t  i t  

i s  n o t  a g e n u i n e  k i n d  o f  i d e n t i t y  and  t h a t  Hume does n o t  
r e g a r d  i t  a s  o n e ,  

.-I_I_ 
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In t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e  w e  must: reject  t h e  claims of  
r e c e n t  c o r m e n t a t o r s  t h a t  t h e  f i c t i t i o u s  i d e n t i t y  e n j o y e d  by 
t h e  s e l f  i s  sii:;ply an  i n f e l i c i t o u s  label f o r  w h a t  y e  would  
r e g j r d  as i t s  g e n u i n e  i d e n t i t y .  For Hume t e l l s  u s  t h a t  t h e  
s e l f ' s  ( f i c t i t i o u s )  i d e n t i t y  is a m a t t e r  of d e g r e e ;  moreove r ,  
t h i s  i s  n o t  s o  b e c a u s e  t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  t h e  s e l f  i s  vague-- 
tho-ugh i n  e v e r y d a y  l i f e  i t  i s - - b u t  b e c a u s e  f i c t i t i o u s  i d e n t i t y  
i s  cjrourided i n  o t h e r  r e l a t i o n s  wh ich  are  t h e m s e l v e s  m a t t e r s  

c3f d e g r e e  (T262). And since g e n u i n e  i d e n t i t y  is  a n  a l l  o r  
n o t h i n g  a f f a i r ,  f i c t i t i o u s  i d e n t i t y  c a n n o t  b e  t h e  same as i t .  

F u r t h e r n o r e ,  t h e r e  i s  r e a s o n  t o  d o u b t  t h a t  H u m  r e g a r d s  t h e  
rt .! . i l t ion a s  a c o n i p l a t e l y  w e l l - f o u n d e d  v a r i . n t y  o f  i d e n t . i t y .  
A i t e r  all, h i s  c l d i m  t h a t  t h e  i d e n t i t y  wh?:~: i . l  we a s c r i b e  t o  
p l a n t  arid a f i inAl  b o d i e s  i s  ?.:crel.y f i c t i t i o u s  comzs soor, a f t e r  
his d i a g n 0 s i . s  of s c r i o u s  errors i n  t h e s e  v e r y  n s c r i p t i o n s  
( T 2 5 9 ) .  I n d e e d ,  as  w e  have  seen, e v e n  i n  those p a s s a g e s  where  

Hiline a p p e a r s  most f a v o r a b l y  d i s p o s e d  t o  s u c h  a t t r i b u t i o n s ,  h e  
s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e y  i s s u e  f rom a c o n f u s i o n  o f  t h e  i d e a  of re- 
l a t e d  ob jcc ts  w i t h  t h a t  o f  s t r i c t  i d e n t i t y  ( T 2 5 5 ) .  And i n  
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J . i gh t  of t h e  1:iag::itucie o f  t n i s  c r r o r  i t  seem p l a i n  t h a t  

Iiume d o e s  n o t  f i n d  f i c t i t i o u s  i d e n t i t y  u n c x c c p t i o n a b  Ic .  
A c learer  p i c t u r e  o f  H u i T e ' s  a c z o u n t s  of t h e  roles  O f  

rcscr r ib lancc  and cau : ; a l i t y  i n  t h e  forrr .at . ion of o u r  b e l i e f s  
about pcrscjnal i . d e n t i t y  also emcrges  from a r e c o y n i t  i o n  of 
t h e  v u l g a r  view cf t h e  s e l f .  Wc c a n  now r e a d  s a c h  a c c o u n t  
b o t h  as p r o v i d i n g  some e x p l a n a t i o n  of o u r  n a t u r a l  t e n d e n c y  

t o  t h i n k  o f  t h e  s e l f  a s  u n i n t e r r u p t e d  a n d  i r ? v a r i a b l e  and  
a l s o  as e x p l i c a t i n g  t h e  " t r u e  i d e a "  of t .he s e l f .  

I r i  t h e  acccj:ir,t i . r . vo lv ing  r e s e x b l a n c e  , H u r x  s wjc;c:sts 
t h a t  s i n c e  o n e ' s  i d e a s  i n  memory w i l l  reserble t h e  P c r c c p -  
t i o n s  remembered, when one  t h i n k s  back  o v e r  h i s  p e r c e p t i o n s  
he w i l l  f i n d  some measure  of  r e sembla f i ce  amonq them. T h i s  
will c o n v e y  t h e  i m a $ i n n t i o n  more e s s i 1 g  f r o n  t h e  i d e a  of 
one  t o  t h a t  of t h s  n e x t ,  and  as Nume has r e p e a t e d l y  s t r e s s e d ,  
i n  s u c h  c i r c u m s t a n c e s  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n  is  l i k e l y  to m i s t a k e  

t h e  severa l  i d e a s  f o r  a s i n g l e ,  s t r i c t l y  i d e n t i c a l  t 3 i n g .  
N o w ,  t r u e  t o  fo rm,  h e  t e l l s  u s  t h a t  t h e  r e s e m b l a n c e  w i l l  
mizke t h e  w h o l e  seen! Z i ? e  t h e  c o n t i n u a i L c a  of one  oi?, jeot  (T261, 
my i t a l i c s ) .  T h i s  p r o v i d e s  some a c c o u n t  of a u r  p r o p e n s i t y  
t o  a s c r 5 b z  an i d e n t i t y  to t h e s e  s u c c e s s i v e  p e r c e ? t i o n s ,  a n d  
t o  s u p p o s e  ot trseZves ; j o s s e s t  of an invarEabZe arid u n i n t e r -  
r u p t e d  e x i s t e n c e  (1 '2531, But, i t  a l so  t e l l s  u s  s o m e t h i n g  a b o u t  
t h e  t r u e  i d e a  of t h e  s e l f ,  f o r  t h i s  is  j u s t  t h e  i d e a  of a 
c o l l e c t i o n  of p e r c e p t i c n s  u n i t e d  by  ccr tcx ir :  ~ c 2 a t i o r . s  (T207) , 
and  w e  now l e a r n  t h a t  r e s e m b l a n c e  i s  o n e  o f  t h e s e .  

_______-- - 

When h e  t u r n s  t o  t h e  ro le  of c a u s a t i o n  Hume tells cs 
t h a t  t h e  t r u e  i d e a  of t h e  se l f  i s  t h a t  o f  a n! i c t r rn  of d i f -  
f e r e n t  p e r e c p t i o n s  . . . l i n k ' r l  t o g e t h s r  5:j t h c  r s l a t i o n  of 
~ i z z s c  ar:d e f ' j a c t  ( T 2 6 1 ) .  Thus  c a u s a l i t y  i s  t h e  o t h e r - - a n d ,  
i n d e e d ,  t h e  more i x p o r t a n t - - o f  t h c  r e l a t i o n s  t h s t  obtain bct-  

ween t h c  p c r c c p t i o n s  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  t h c  s e l f .  B u t ,  c l t h o u r j h  
IIunic d o c s  n o t  m e n t i o n  i t ,  t h c  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s  b c t w c c n  t h e s e  

p e r c e p t i o n s  a l s o  h e l p  t o  e x p l a i n  o u r  p r o p e n s i t y  t o  a c c o r d  t h e  
sclf a s t r ic t  i d e n t i t y  t h r o u g h  t i m e .  For w h i l e  a r e s e m b l a n c e  
be tween  d i scre te  i d e a s  most r e a d i l y  lcads us  t o  r e g a r d  then 
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is i r  i n ?. J1 c 

.It:;*iuoitcc? (TGl) . Tn s h o r t ,  t h e  v e r y  r e l a t i . o n s  t .hat  l e i id  us 
t o  associate the s i n p i e  idcar;  that: c o , c p s e  t h e  t r u e  i dea  of 
the sc i f  a r e  p r e c i s e l y  chc o n e s  t h a t  inake it s o  na t .u ra?  t o  
qc> ii S ~ C ~ J  ?ur:.hcr s:;ti mir;t<ikenl.y confounci uhcm (cf. T 2 0 2 / 0 3 )  . 

If r.ke ~ a a d i r i c j  sucjqested a t o v c  i s  on  the r i g h t  t r a c k ,  

c.'.-ic' -,.y t idcr . t i ca . i ,  ca;:s;ation 

t h e  s i i n i l a r . i t . i e s  between IIunie s d i s c u s s i o n  af m a t e r i a l  ob- 
s a n d  t h a t  ~i t!ie se l f  r u n  mcch d e e p e r  t "an  is ofter!  

re .~ l iz ( - ; (2 .  'l'llcre are, t o  be s u r e ,  d l f re rences  be tween  them,  

i'j C: which  iir fro:;i o b v i o u s  differences Se tween  phyisLcal 

o b j e c t s  arid selves. E u t  behiEd these l i e  t w o  c r u c i a l  u n i -  

f o r m i t i e s  wkiicti, t h o u g h  n o t  e x p l i c i t l y  set  o u t  b y  Hurne i n  

q u i t e  t h i s :  way,  nevc:rt:heless follow froin his a c c o u n t .  F i r s t ,  

t . k ! ?  v u l g a r  view i n  each i n s t a n c e  r e s u l t s  fzox  t t e  o p e r a t i o n  

or ~ ; n e  sclm mcchanisx, --- viz. t h e  m i n d ' s  t e n d e n c y  to i n c o r -  
r e c t . l y  i d e n t i f y  r e l a t e d  i d e a s .  a 
p!i l : tosophical v iew i n  cmh i n s t a n c e  a r i ses  i n  a n  e f f o r t  t o  

~ l i d ,  s e c o n d ,  tile f a l s e  

recorioi le  t h e  b e l i e f  t h u s  o u t a i r l e d  L J ~  k h  t h e  a c t u a l  n a t u r e  of 
pctrccpt ions.  

e of zateria! objects, t!-;e vu1r;ar view 

of the self  comc:, c'i.oscr t o  t h e  true p h i l o s o p h i c a l  v i ew t h a n  

LO t h e  fa1 ie. For ' .  i:: docs f a s  Len :ipon t h e  t w o  r ' a t u r a l  rela- 
tio!:s wh ich  i r :  f a c t  servi? t o  u n i t e  t!ic simple i d e a s  i n  tk;e 

!.rue i d e a  o f  the s e l f ,  arid i t  docs so w i t h c 3 L i L  mcour-se to 
. Hc2ncc i t  i s  c h c  n a t -  

o\is p r o d \ ~ c : t  of t h e  i m a q i n a t i o n .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  

t h e  v u l g a r  v i ew i s  rootcci i n  o u r  t e n d e n c y  t o  r i i s t a k e  o r  COA- 

f u s e  related bLt  d i s t i n c t  p e r c e p t i o r i s  for a s i n g l e  t h i n g ,  and  

so i t  i s  no!. f u l l y  r a t i o r i a l .  

-- 

I ,  lhr? c?s:.c:it 05 H u i x ' s  s k e p t i c i s m  w i t h  r e s p c t  t o  t-lia . ., <Axgar > view 0 5  t h e  s;;lf i s  n e v e r  iiia~le e n t i . r e l ; /  c l e a r ,  h o w c v f r ,  

ant: w e  arc7 t.hus faced w i t h  a s p e c i a l  case of t h e  rnore general 
d i f f i c u l t y  of d e t e r r n i n i n a  t h e  d e p t h  of  his s k e p t i c i s m  i n  

B o ~ k  I .  7 s h a l i  n c t  p.~r.;ue t h e  g c n c r z l  c p s s t i o n  h e r e ,  b u t  

inso : ' a r  as t h e  v u l q a r  v i e w s  of  the s e l f  a::d of m a t e r i a l  05- 
jectc; r e s u l t  f rom t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  same m e c h m i s m ,  w e  may 
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concIu6c t h a t  they 3r2 e p i s t c m c l o g i c a l l y  on a11 E G U ~ S .  

tlence , pcriding d i s c o v e r y  o f  a r e l e v a n t  c1.i.f f e r c n c c  bct,ween 

them,  ~ : u r n e ' s  decjree of s k c p t i c i s m  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  one s h o u l d  

ma tch  t h a t  w i t h  rclspect t o  the o t h e r ,  an3 a n y  r e a s o n  f o r  a t -  
t r i b u t i n g  a c e r t a i n  d e g r e e  i n  o n e  c a s e  i s  a rccson t o  d o  so 
i .n b o t h . 9  

t o  t h i n k  and t o  s_seak w i t h  t h e  v u l g a r  a b o u t  b o t h  material 
objects  and  s e l v e s  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  h e  r e g a r d s  t h e  b e l i e f s  i n  
t h e  t w o  cases a s  e q u a l l y  n a t u r a l  (s., T187, 2 1 8 ,  2 6 2 ) .  B u t  

even i f  h i s  r e s e r v a t i o n s  a b o u t  t h e  conL?ionsense vicws are 
more s e r i o u s  t h a n  t h i s  would s u g g e s t ,  nis d o u b t s  n e v e r  ex- 
t e n d  t o  t h e  correct  o r  t r u e  i d e a s  of m a t e r i a l  o b j e c t s  o r  t h e  
s e l f .  I t ' s  just t h a t  n e i t h e r  are--as b o t h  t h e  v u l g a r  a n d  
t h e  m e t a p h y s i c i a n s ,  i n  t h e i r  d i f f e r e n t  ways ,  are i n c l i n e d  t o  
s u p p o s e - - a n y t h i n g  more t h a n  ic?eas of i n t e r r u p t e d ,  v a r i a b l e ,  

and compound c o l l e c t i o n s  of ( r e l a t e d )  p e r c e p t i o n s .  

I t  seems to me t h a t  H u m e ' s  frequcnt w i l l i n g n e s s  

C h r i s  Swoycr 
U n i v e r s i t y  of Oklahoma 

1. Throughou t  my c o n c e r n  i s  w i t h  Mume's d i s c u s s i o n  i n  t h e  
T r e a t i s e  of Human N a t u r e ;  r e f e r e n c e s  a re  g i v e n  i n  t h e  
t e x t  i n  t he  p a g i n a t i o n  of t h e  Se lby -Biggc  e d i t i o n  
(Oxfo rd :  1 8 8 8 ) .  

--I-____-__. 

2 .  F o r  v a r i a n t s  o f  t h e s e  claims see James Noxon, "Senses o f  
I d e n t i t y  in Eumc's T r e a t i s e , "  Diaioquc _-- 8 ( i 3 6 9 )  ; 367-384 ;  
Lawxrice Ashl .cy  and  Michae l  S t a c k ,  "JIurne's T h e o r y  of t h e  
S e l f  and  its I h e n t i t y , "  Dialogue? 1 3  ( 1 9 7 4 ) ;  239-354; 
N i c h o l a s  C a p a l d i ,  X c l -  Fume: The _-. Newtonian - _ _ _ ~  P h i l o s o p h c r  
( B o s t o n :  1975)  ; pp.  1 3 4 - 1 4 1 ;  2nd S u s z n  Md.ndus, 
";?ersonal I d c n t i  t y :  Thr! Two A n a l o g i e s  i n  Xume,  I '  T h i l o -  
s o p h i c a i  Quacterly 50  ( 1 9 8 0 ) ;  61-68. 1c am i n  g e n e r a l  
acjrec;nent w i t h  T e r e n c e  P e n e l h u m ' s  c r i t i c i sm of t h i s  
i n t c r p r c t a t i o n  ia "IIume's Theory  of: the Se l f  R e v i s i t e d , "  
Dialoquc, . __ 1 4  ( 1 9 7 5 )  ; 389-403, t houyh  o u r  P r o j e c t s  Z i f f e r  
i n  t!xt my c a n c e r n  i s  w i t h  t h s  v u l y e r  v izw of t h e  s e l f  
and  t h e  morals t o  be drawn f rom a n  e x p l i c i t  r e c o g n i t i o n  
o f  it. 

3. When m o d i f y i n g  ' i d e n t i t y ' ,  'strict' is  o f t e n  t r e a t e d  as 
synonymous w i t h  ' p r f c c t '  (T203, 203,  207,  25i), ' n u m e r i c a l '  
(T69, 2 0 2 ,  217 ,  2 5 7 1 ,  and  ' r e a l '  ( T 6 3 5 ) .  
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4 .  

-A rn a il J (3 Co r r e  s pond- __ ------ 
F.r.ce ( N e w  !!<Irk: 196'i), p.  169; l e y ,  cp. c!i . t. , 
?t. 1. .5 1; Skak;csbury ,  i b i c l . ,  a n 6  R e i d ,  i b i d . ,  and 
i LL.e 1, s i n p l i i c i  t.y 0 5  the st.llf  somet tines h e l E  g u d r a n t e e  

b i l . i . t y ,  cf. D e s c a r t e s ,  O F .  ._ c i . t . ,  I..."I_ a n d  R e i d ,  
owc!vcr I.,ocke, iIume ' s  more is27:ediatc t a r g e t ,  - " 

viewe(.i t.he s &;stancc.s ( t h o u g h  
of SCl'LiC'S ti;ld of I : l S t C ? T i ? l l  Obj 

6 ,  H u m  s p e a k s  o f  t h e  i d e n t i t y  a s  s t r i c t  ( " 2 5 3 ,  2 5 6 3 ,  p c r f e c t  
( T ' 2 5 4 ) ,  and  t~ui.,:c!ricc~I ! r ' 2 5 ' / )  I an:! r e f e r s  to ui:int:er- 
rup tedncsc :  and i n v a r i i i b i  1 i . t y  a t  T 2 5 3 ,  254 I and 255;  c f .  
also 203.  

7 .  PJr i t r inq i n  17 '36  ~ ~ 2 t l . c i -  spo!ce of a "fi;.+ .,,itLor;s sense"  of 
identi t:y w ~ i e r i  c i i s c u s s i n g  c e r t a i n  v i e w s  of t h e  self and  
clearly incant  by i t  son ie th ing  t.hat-. is not. i c i z n t k t y  a t  a l l ;  

sonal I d e n t i t y ,  I' i n  the Works of J o s e p h  nutler, 
(3rd: 1 8 9 6 ) ,  p.393.  F o r  butler's i n f l u e n c e  on 

-x__I- ..___ 

Humo cf. ' r r c a t : i s e ,  ( x v i  i.) . -_ - . . . 

8 .  'Th is  i s  an o v e r s i m p l i f i c a t i o n  s i n c e  t iume t h o u c j h t  t h a t  
r:o:?cre;lce i 'icjurer; i n  t h e i r  v i e w  of - : a t e r i a l  ob jec t s  b u t  
n o t  :-ha:: o f  r h c  self ( 1 ' 1 9 5 ) .  I s t i a l l  Lqnor-c t h i s ,  however, 
for i t  won't df fec t  any  p o i n t s  unc?ci- c j i s c u s s i o n  h e r e  
( c f .  f . n . ' r 9 )  , and  i : u m  ment . ions  c o h e r e n c e  o;:ly t o  set it 
a s i d e .  

9 .  S i n c e  c o h c r e n c c  i s  not yrounc?cd i n  r 

!Il;:w's l a t e r  dc:spni . r ,  rctcorciei? i n  t l i  
a satisiactory sccosnt  of personal i 
tlpor, t h e  r ecoqn i t ion  of a d i s s i x i  L a r i t y  be tween  t h c  t w o  
cilsi iz,  t h o u g i ,  h.is re;:;nrk t h a t  he n o  Loncjcr sees t he  m e n t a l  
realm a s  f r c c  of t h e  sorts of  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  t h a t  b2set  
o u r  t h i n k i n g  about rnateriril ob jec ts  seems t o  s u y q e s t  t h e  
o p p o s i t e  ( T 6 3 3 ) .  A s e r i o u s  d i f f e r e n c e  is  s u g y e s t c d  by  

rcnce . Tc :-haps 
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t h e  Crec:ac?nt objt;c’;i.cn t h a t  !iu:ne’s acc:our,t of c k : ~  self 
as n o t h i n q  b . ~ t  a hznr i ie  of  p e r c e p t i o c s  i s  inccj::s isterit 
w i t h  h i s  a c c o w t  of the mind’s a c t i v i t i e s ,  s i n c e  t h e  
l a t t e r  presupposes t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of ;n c?nduri.ng Imag ina -  
tion. I t  seems t o  me, however ,  t h a t  t h i s  o b j e c t i o n  c a n  
be answercd a l o n g  rocghly the l i n e s  s u g g e s t e d  by 
Xe lson  P i k e  i n  “Hurne‘s B u n d l e  Theory  0 2  the S e l f :  A 
L i m i t e d  D e f e n s e ,  I‘ American P h i  i o s o p h i c a l  Quarterly, 4 
( 1 9 6 7 )  ; 15‘3-165. 




