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Richard Brandt offers an alternative line of support: MR is the best, and only, explanation of our data.
Although these memories may seem very real to us, even to the point where we are willing to fight for their
reliability, they are still factually false. So there are myriad philosophical and even epistemological issues that
memory raises. The cotemporality problem arises because, while direct realism claims that the direct object of
a present memory is a past event, there is no obvious sense in which a subject now might be directly related to
a past event. Semantic memory is memory for propositions and episodic memory is memory for events, one
has experienced. The former possibility, on which perception and storage involve representations but retrieval
does not, would be difficult to motivate, as, again, the considerations that motivate relationalism about
memory likewise motivate relationalism about perception. But instead of doing paying my debt, I spend my
money frivolously and become once again broke. Some have been prepared to defend disjunctivism about
memory Debus , but the cognitive processes at work in memory and confabulation are highly similar, making
disjunctive an unattractive option from any broadly naturalistic standpoint. In less straightforward cases, the
subject may refrain from forming a belief that the event occurred but nonetheless be disposed to do so.
Denying that representations are the direct objects of the relevant mental states, moreover, leads to
disjunctivism, according to which perception or memory, on the one hand, and hallucination or confabulation,
on the other hand, are states of fundamentally different kinds. In his The Analysis of Mind, Russell offers a
distinctly RTM that clearly addresses the issue of what it is in virtue of which an image is a memory image.
Martin and Deutscher describe a case in which a subject experiences an event, describes it to someone, forgets
it entirely, is told about it by the person to whom he described it, forgets being told, and then seems to
remember the event on the basis of what he was told. Ayer, A. There is relatively little philosophical research
on procedural memory, and this kind of memory will not be discussed in any detail here. The brain need not
waste its time replicating such capacities. Lackey , for example, describes a case in which, after initially
forming a belief, the subject acquires defeaters which undermine his justification for it. One motivation is the
thought that positing representations that stand as intermediaries between the remembering subject and the
remembered object may have sceptical implications for our ability to know the past. The what-where-when
criterion of episodicity, in contrast, is experimentally tractable, and research employing it has furnished
important insights into the abilities of various nonhuman species to remember past events. This worry rightly
requires trace theorists to be explicit on the relation between occurrent remembering and dispositional
memories. It may matter whether the particular way, in which you would form or keep the belief that there are
boxes in the basement, tends to get at the truth. That is, a stored belief might be thought to be prima facie
justified iff were this belief to become occurrent, it would be would be accompanied by the appropriate
memory image or seeming. John Campbell , for example, posits conceptual connections between
autobiographical memory, a grasp of time as linear, and a strong conception of the spatio-temporal continuity
of the self. Reid believed that there was no reason to posit ideas that we perceive immediately. This may
answer the second skeptical question. It unfolds over time and we presume memory holds fixed and supports
the parts that we also presume have already unfolded. But this answer tells us nothing about the epistemic
rationality of believing anything about the past. Memories can be easily manipulated and altered in many
different ways, from simple re-telling where little details may be unwittingly changed each time a memory is
told, to the power of suggestion in which an entirely false memory can be implanted into a persons mind and
believed to be true by that person. The problem here is perfectly general. Reidel Pub. A merely stored song is
stored but not playing. The idea that remembering is characterized by an appropriate causal connection has
thus taken on the status of philosophical common sense. One issue here is whether it's useful to define
autobiographical memories as those which are unusually significant Nelson  And inferences based on
remembered propositions are justifying. Lackey builds her support with an example. There is debate about
whether knowledge-how is reducible to knowledge-that.


