
 IdenWiW\ ThroXgh PoVVible WorldV:

 Some QXeVWionV

 RODERICK M. CHISHOLM
 BROWN UNIVERSITY

 IW iV noZ eaV\ Wo Vee a Vimple Za\ of aYoiding XndeVirable e[iVWenWial
 generali]aWionV in epiVWemic conWe[WV. E[iVWenWial generali]aWion ZiWh re-
 VpecW Wo a Werm-Va\ b-iV admiVVible in VXch conWe[WV if b referV Wo one
 and Whe Vame man in all Whe "poVVible ZorldV" Ze haYe Wo conVider.1

 In an arWicle on HinWikka'V KnoZledge and Belief, I VXggeVWed
 WhaW cerWain difficXlW qXeVWionV come Wo mind Zhen Ze conVider Whe
 WhoXghW WhaW an indiYidXal in one poVVible Zorld mighW be idenWical
 ZiWh an indiYidXal in anoWher poVVible Zorld.2 The preVenW paper
 iV ZriWWen in reVponVe Wo Whe ediWor'V inYiWaWion Wo be more e[-
 pliciW aboXW WheVe qXeVWionV.

 LeW XV VXppoVe, When, WhaW Whe figXre of an infiniW\ of poVVible
 ZorldV makeV good VenVe and leW XV alVo VXppoVe, for VimpliciW\ of
 preVenWaWion, WhaW Ze haYe a compleWe deVcripWion of WhiV one.
 We ma\ conVider Vome one of Whe enWiWieV of WhiV Zorld, alWer iWV
 deVcripWion VlighWl\. adjXVW Whe deVcripWionV of Whe oWher enWiWieV
 in Whe Zorld Wo fiW WhiV alWeraWion, and When aVk oXrVelYeV ZheWher
 Whe enWiW\ in Whe poVVible Zorld WhaW Ze WhXV arriYe aW iV idenWical
 ZiWh Whe enWiW\ Ze VWarWed ZiWh in WhiV Zorld. We VWarW ZiWh
 Adam, Va\; Ze alWer hiV deVcripWion VlighWl\ and alloZ him Wo liYe
 for 931 \earV inVWead of for onl\ 930; Ze When accomodaWe oXr

 1 Jaakko HinWikka, KnoZledge and Belief: An InWrodXcWion Wo Whe Logic of
 Whe TZo NoWionV (IWhaca: Cornell UniYerViW\ PreVV, 1962), p. 152.

 2 "The Logic of KnoZing," JoXrnal of PhiloVoph\, LX (1963), pp. 773-
 795; Vee eVpeciall\ pp. 787-795.
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 2 NOWS

 deVcripWionV of Whe oWher enWiWieV of Whe Zorld Wo fiW WhiV poVVibiliW\
 (EYe, for e[ample, Zill noZ haYe Whe properW\ of being married
 Wo a man Zho liYeV for 931 \earV inVWead of WhaW of being married
 Wo a man Zho liYeV for onl\ 930); and Ze WhXV arriYe aW a deVcrip-
 Wion of anoWher poVVible Zorld.3

 LeW XV call oXr preVenW Zorld "W'" and Whe poVVible Zorld Ze
 haYe jXVW indicaWed "W2". IV Whe Adam of oXr Zorld W1 Whe Vame
 perVon aV Whe Adam of Whe poVVible Zorld W2? In oWher ZordV,
 iV Adam VXch WhaW he liYeV for jXVW 930 \earV in WI and for 931
 in W2? And hoZ are Ze Wo decide?

 One'V firVW WhoXghW mighW be WhaW Whe propoViWion WhaW Adam
 iV in boWh ZorldV iV incompaWible ZiWh Whe principle of Whe in-
 diVcernibiliW\ of idenWicalV. HoZ coXld oXr Adam be idenWical ZiWh
 WhaW one if oXrV liYeV for jXVW 930 \earV and WhaW one for 931?
 PoVVibl\ WhiV qXeVWion coXld be anVZered in Whe folloZing Za\:

 "Compare Whe qXeVWion: HoZ can Adam aW Whe age of 930 be
 Whe Vame perVon aV Whe man Zho aWe Whe forbidden frXiW, if Whe
 former iV old and Whe laWWer iV \oXng? Here Whe proper repl\
 ZoXld be: iW iV noW WrXe WhaW Whe old Adam haV properWieV WhaW
 render him diVcernible from Whe \oXng Adam; Whe WrXWh iV, raWher,
 WhaW Adam haV Whe properW\ of being \oXng Zhen he eaWV Whe
 forbidden frXiW and Whe properW\ of being old in Whe \ear 930, and
 WhaW WheVe properWieV, WhoXgh differenW, are noW incompaWible. And
 Vo, Woo, for Whe differenW poVVible ZorldV: IW iV noW WrXe WhaW Whe
 Adam of W1 haV properWieV WhaW render him diVcernible from Whe
 Adam of W2; Whe WrXWh iV, raWher, WhaW Adam haV Whe properW\ of
 liYing for 930 \earV in W1 and Whe properW\ of liYing for 931 in
 W2, and WhaW WheVe properWieV, WhoXgh differenW, are noW incom-
 paWible."

 I Whink iW iV clear WhaW Ze mXVW deal ZiWh Whe old Adam and
 Whe \oXng Adam in Whe manner indicaWed; bXW in WhiV caVe, one
 coXld argXe, Ze knoZ independenWl\ WhaW Whe Vame Adam iV in-
 YolYed WhroXghoXW. BXW are Ze jXVWified in dealing in a Vimilar
 Za\ ZiWh Whe Adam of W1 and Whe Adam of W2? In WhiV laWWer
 caVe, one mighW Va\, Ze do noW knoZ independenWl\ WhaW Whe

 'IW VhoXld be noWed WhaW Whe poVVible Zorld in qXeVWion iV noW one WhaW
 HinWikka ZoXld call epiVWemicall\ poVVible, for iW coXld be Vaid Wo conWain cerWain
 VWaWeV of affairV (Adam liYing for 931 \earV) Zhich are incompaWible ZiWh
 ZhaW Ze knoZ Wo hold of WhiV Zorld; hence iW iV noW one of Whe ZorldV HinWikka
 iV concerned ZiWh in Whe paVVage qXoWed aboYe. BXW iW iV logicall\ poVVible, and
 WhaW iV all WhaW maWWerV for pXrpoVeV of Whe preVenW diVcXVVion.
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 IDENTITY THROUGH POSSIBLE WORLDS: SOME QUESTIONS 3

 Vame Adam iV inYolYed WhroXghoXW. Here, When, iV one of Whe
 qXeVWionV WhaW I do noW knoZ hoZ Wo anVZer. LeW XV VXppoVe,
 hoZeYer, WhaW Ze anVZer iW affirmaWiYel\.

 The Adam of WhiV Zorld, Ze are aVVXming, iV idenWical ZiWh
 Whe Adam of WhaW one. In oWher ZordV, Adam iV VXch WhaW he
 liYeV for onl\ 930 \earV in W1 and for 931 in W2. LeW XV noZ
 VXppoVe fXrWher WhaW Ze haYe arriYed aW oXr concepWion of W2,
 noW onl\ b\ inWrodXcing alWeraWionV in oXr deVcripWion of Whe Adam
 of W1, bXW alVo b\ inWrodXcing alWeraWionV in oXr deVcripWion of
 Whe Noah of W1. We Va\; "SXppoVe Adam had liYed for 931 \earV
 inVWead of 930 and VXppoVe Noah had liYed for 949 \earV inVWead
 of 950." We When arriYe aW oXr deVcripWion of W2 b\ accommodaWing
 oXr deVcripWionV of Whe oWher enWiWieV of- W1 in VXch a Za\ WhaW
 WheVe enWiWieV Zill be capable of inhabiWing Whe Vame poVVible Zorld
 aV Whe reYiVed Noah and Whe reYiVed Adam. BoWh Noah and
 Ajdam, When, ma\ be foXnd in W2 aV Zell aV in W1.

 NoZ leW XV moYe from W2 Wo VWill anoWher poVVible Zorld
 W3. Once again, Ze Zill VWarW b\ inWrodXcing alWeraWionV in Adam
 and Noah and When accommodaWe Whe reVW of Whe Zorld Wo' ZhaW Ze
 haYe done. In W3 Adam liYeV for 932 \earV and Noah for 948. Then
 moYing from one poVVible Zorld Wo anoWher, bXW keeping oXr
 fingerV, Vo Wo Vpeak, on Whe Vame WZo enWiWieV, Ze arriYe aW a
 Zorld in Zhich Noah liYeV for 930 \earV and Adam for 950. In
 WhaW Zorld, Wherefore, Noah haV Whe age WhaW Adam haV in WhiV
 one, and Adam haV Whe age WhaW Noah haV in WhiV one; Whe Adam
 and Noah WhaW Ze VWarWed ZiWh mighW WhXV be Vaid Wo haYe e[-
 changed Wheir ageV. NoZ leW XV conWinXe on Wo VWill oWher poVVible
 ZorldV and alloZ Whem Wo e[change VWill oWher properWieV. We Zill
 imagine a poVVible Zorld in Zhich Whe\ haYe e[changed Whe firVW
 leWWerV of Wheir nameV, When one in Zhich Whe\ haYe e[changed
 Whe Vecond, When one in Zhich Whe\ haYe e[changed Whe foXrWh,
 ZiWh Whe reVXlW WhaW Adam in WhiV neZ poVVible Zorld Zill be called
 "Noah" and Noah "Adam." Proceding in WhiV Za\, Ze arriYe finall\
 aW a poVVible Zorld Wn Zhich ZoXld Veem Wo be e[acWl\ like oXr
 preVenW Zorld W1, e[cepW for Whe facW WhaW Whe Adam of Wn ma\ be
 Wraced back Wo Whe Noah of W1 and Whe Noah of Wn ma\ be Wraced
 back Wo Whe Adam of W'.

 ShoXld Ze Va\ of Whe Adam of Wn WhaW he iV idenWical ZiWh
 Whe Noah of W' and VhoXld Ze Va\ of Whe Noah of Wn WhaW he
 iV idenWical Whe Adam of W'? In oWher ZordV, iV Where an [ VXch
 WhaW [ iV Adam in WI and [ iV Noah in Wn, and iV Where a \ VXch
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 4 NOUS

 WhaW \ iV Noah in W' and \ iV Adam in Wn? And hoZ are Ze Wo
 decide?

 BXW leW XV VXppoVe WhaW VomehoZ Ze haYe arriYed aW an
 affirmaWiYe anVZer. NoZ Ze mXVW aVk oXrVelYeV: HoZ iV one Wo
 Well Whe difference beWZeen Whe WZo ZorldV W1 and Wn? Shall Ze
 Va\ WhaW, WhoXgh Whe\ are diYerVe, Whe\ are \eW indiVcernible from
 each oWher-or, aW an\ raWe, WhaW Whe Adam of W' iV indiVcernible
 from Whe Adam of Wn (Zho iV in facW Whe Noah of W') and WhaW
 Whe Noah of W' iV indiVcernible from Whe Noah of Wn (Zho iV in
 facW Whe Adam of WI')? There iV a cerWain ambigXiW\ in "diVcernible"
 and in "indiVcernible". The WZo AdamV coXld be called "diVcerni-
 ble" in WhaW Whe one haV Whe properW\ of being Noah in Whe oWher
 Zorld and Whe oWher doeV noW, and Vimilarl\ for Whe WZo NoahV.
 BXW in Whe VenVe of "indiVcernible" WhaW alloZV XV Wo Va\ WhaW
 "IndiVcernibleV are idenWical" WellV XV more Whan merel\ "IdenWicalV
 are idenWical," aren'W Whe WZo AdamV, Whe WZo NoahV, and Whe
 WZo ZorldV indiVcernible? CoXld God poVVibl\ haYe had a VXfficienW
 reaVon for creaWing W' inVWead of Wn?

 If W' and Wn are WZo differenW poVVible ZorldV, When, of
 coXrVe, Where are indefiniWel\ man\ oWherV, eqXall\ difficXlW Wo diV-
 WingXiVh from each oWher and from W' and Wn. For ZhaW Ze haYe
 done Wo Adam and Noah, Ze can do Wo an\ oWher pair of enWiWieV.
 Therefore among Whe poVVible ZorldV Zhich ZoXld Veem Wo be in-
 diVcernible from WhiV one, Where are WhoVe in Zhich \oX pla\ Whe
 role WhaW I pla\ in WhiV one and in Zhich I pla\ Whe role WhaW \oX
 pla\ in WhiV one.4 (If WhiV iV WrXe, Where ma\ be good groXnd
 for Whe e[iVWenWialiVW'V AngVW; Vince, iW ZoXld Veem, God coXld
 haYe had no VXfficienW reaVon for chooVing Whe Zorld in Zhich \oX
 pla\ \oXr preVenW role inVWead of one in Zhich \oX pla\ mine.)

 IV Where reall\ a good reaVon for Va\ing WhaW WhiV Adam and
 Noah are idenWical, reVpecWiYel\, ZiWh WhaW Noah and Adam? We
 opened Whe door Wo WhiV conclXVion b\ aVVXming WhaW Adam coXld
 be foXnd in more Whan one poVVible Zorld-b\ aVVXming WhaW Where
 iV an [ VXch WhaW [ iV Adam in W' and liYeV here for 930 \earV
 and [ iV alVo Adam in W2 and liYeV Where for 931. If iW iV reaVon-

 '"She (IYich) looked aW Whe glaVV, and MaWhieX looked aW her. A YiolenW
 and Xndefined deVire had Waken poVVeVVion of him; a deVire Wo be for one inVWanW
 WhaW conVcioXVneVV . .. Wo feel WhoVe long Vlender armV from ZiWhin. . . . To
 be IYich and noW Wo ceaVe Wo be himVelf." SarWre, The Age of ReaVon. Compare
 N. L. WilVon, "SXbVWance ZiWhoXW SXbVWraWa," ReYieZ of MeWaph\VicV, XII
 (1959), and A. N. Prior, "IdenWifiable IndiYidXalV," ReYieZ of MeWaph\VicV,
 XIII ( 1960).
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 able Wo aVVXme WhaW Adam reWainV hiV idenWiW\ WhroXgh Whe relaWiYel\
 VlighW changeV inYolYed in Whe WranViWion from W1 Wo W2, and Vo,
 Woo, for Noah, When iW ZoXld alVo Veem reaVonable Wo aVVXme WhaW
 each reWainV hiV idenWiW\ WhroXgh Whe eqXall\ VlighW changeV in-
 YolYed in all Whe oWher WranViWionV WhaW Wook XV finall\ Wo Wn.
 (TheVe WranViWionV, of coXrVe, ma\ be aV gradXal aV one pleaVeV.
 InVWead of iW being a \ear WhaW Ze Wake aZa\ from Noah in oXr firVW
 VWep and giYe Wo Adam, iW coXld be onl\ a da\, or a fracWion
 of a Vecond.) BXW idenWiW\ iV WranViWiYe. And Wherefore, one mighW
 argXe, once Ze alloZ Adam Wo e[iVW in more Whan one poVVible
 Zorld, Ze commiW oXrVelYeV Wo affirmaWiYe anVZerV Wo Whe pX]]ling
 qXeVWionV Ze haYe encoXnWered.

 IV Where a Za\, When, in Zhich Ze mighW reaVonabl\ coXnWe-
 nance idenWiW\ WhroXgh poVVible ZorldV and \eW aYoid VXch e[Wreme
 conclXVionV? The onl\ Za\, Vo far aV I can Vee, iV Wo appeal Wo
 Vome YerVion of Whe docWrine WhaW indiYidXal WhingV haYe eVVenWial
 properWieV. One poVVibiliW\ ZoXld be WhiV:

 For eYer\ enWiW\ [, Where are cerWain properWieV N and cerWain
 properWieV E VXch WhaW: [ haV N in Vome poVVible ZorldV and
 [ haV non-N in oWherV; bXW [ haV E in eYer\ poVVible Zorld in
 Zhich [ e[iVWV; and, moreoYer, for eYer\ \, if \ haV E in an\
 poVVible Zorld, When \ iV idenWical ZiWh [. (If "being idenWical
 ZiWh [7 referV Wo a properW\ of [, When Ze VhoXld add WhaW E
 inclXdeV cerWain properWieV oWher Whan WhaW of being idenWical ZiWh
 [.) The properWieV E Zill WhXV be eVVenWial Wo [ and Whe properWieV
 N WZn-eVVenWial, or accidenWal."

 To aYoid miVXnderVWanding, Ze VhoXld conWraVW WhiV preVenW
 XVe of "eVVenWial properW\" ZiWh WZo oWherV.

 (1) SomeWimeV Whe "eVVenWial properWieV" of a Whing are Vaid
 Wo be jXVW WhoVe properWieV WhaW Whe Whing haV neceVVaril\. BXW
 iW iV noW implaXVible Wo Va\ WhaW Where are cerWain properWieV Zhich
 are VXch WhaW eYer\Whing haV WhoVe properWieV neceVVaril\; Whe
 properWieV, for e[ample, of being eiWher red or non-red, of being
 colored if red, and of being Velf-idenWical.6 ThXV Whe Eiffel ToZer

 6 We coXld pXW Whe docWrine more caXWioXVl\ b\ Va\ing WhaW Whe diVWincWion
 beWZeen Whe WZo W\peV of properW\ holdV, noW for eYer\ enWiW\ [, bXW onl\ for
 Vome enWiWieV [. BXW ZhaW reaVon coXld Where be for Whinking WhaW iW holdV of
 Vome enWiWieV and noW of oWherV?

 ' SomeWimeV WheVe properWieV are called "anal\Wic properWieV" or 'WaXWologi-
 cal properWieV"; bXW Whe properW\ of being colored if red VhoXld noW be Vo-
 called if, aV Vome haYe argXed, "EYer\Whing WhaW iV red iV colored" iV noW
 anal\Wic.
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 iV neceVVaril\ red or non-red, neceVVaril\ colored if red, and neceV-
 Varil\ Velf-idenWical; and Vo iV eYer\Whing elVe.7

 (2) And VomeWimeV iW iV Vaid (moVW XnforWXnaWel\, iW VeemV
 Wo me) WhaW each indiYidXal Whing iV VXch WhaW iW haV cerWain
 properWieV Zhich are eVVenWial or neceVVar\ Wo iW "Xnder cerWain
 deVcripWionV of iW" and Zhich are noW eVVenWial or neceVVar\ Wo iW
 "Xnder cerWain oWher deVcripWionV of iW." ThXV "Xnder one of hiV
 deVcripWionV," Whe properW\ of being PreVidenW iV Vaid Wo be eVVen-
 Wial Wo Mr. JohnVon ZhereaV "Xnder WhaW deVcripWion" Whe properW\
 of being Whe hXVband of Lad\ Bird iV noW; and "Xnder anoWher one
 of hiV deVcripWionV," iW iV Whe oWher Za\ aroXnd. PreVXmabl\ eYer\
 properW\ P of eYer\ indiYidXal Whing [ iV VXch WhaW, "Xnder Vome
 deVcripWion of [," P iV eVVenWial or neceVVar\ Wo [.

 BXW if E iV Whe VeW of properWieV WhaW are eVVenWial Wo a giYen
 Whing [, in Whe VenVe of "eVVenWial' WhaW Ze haYe defined aboYe,
 When: E Zill noW be a XniYerVal properW\ (indeed, noWhing bXW [
 Zill haYe E); Vome of Whe properWieV of [ Zill noW be inclXded in
 E; and E Zill noW be VXch WhaW Where are deVcripWionV of [ "Xnder
 Zhich" E iV noW, in Whe VenVe defined, eVVenWial Wo [.

 If Ze accepW WhiV docWrine of eVVenWial properWieV, Ze ma\ Va\,
 perhapV, WhaW Whe properW\ of liYing for jXVW 930 \earV iV eVVenWial
 Wo Adam and Wherefore WhaW he ma\ inhabiW oWher poVVible ZorldV
 ZiWhoXW liYing for jXVW 930 \earV in each of Whem. And Vo, Woo,
 perhapV, for haYing a name Zhich, in EngliVh, endV ZiWh Whe leWWer
 "In". BXW, Ze ma\ When go on Wo Va\, VomeZhere in Whe joXrne\
 from W' Wo Wn, Ze lefW Whe eVVenWial properWieV of Adam (and
 Wherefore Adam himVelf) behind. BXW Zhere? WhaW are Whe prop-
 erWieV WhaW are eVVenWial Wo Adam? Being Whe firVW man? HaYing a
 name Zhich, in EngliVh, beginV ZiWh Whe firVW leWWer of Whe alpha-
 beW? BXW Zh\ WheVe properWieV? If Ze can conWemplaWe Adam ZiWh
 VlighWl\ differenW properWieV in anoWher poVVible Zorld, Zh\ can'W
 Ze Whink of him aV haYing anceVWorV in Vome poVVible ZorldV and
 aV haYing a differenW name in oWherV? And Vimilarl\ for an\ oWher
 properW\ WhaW mighW be propoVed aV being WhXV eVVenWial Wo Adam.

 I From Whe propoViWion WhaW Whe Eiffel ToZer iV red and neceVVaril\ colored
 if red, iW ZoXld be fallacioXV Wo infer WhaW Whe Eiffel ToZer iV neceVVaril\ colored;
 WhiV iV Whe fallac\ of inferring neceVViWaWe conVeqXenWiV from neceVViWaWe conVe-
 qXenWiae. And from Whe propoViWion WhaW Whe Eiffel ToZer iV neceVVaril\ red or
 non-red, iW ZoXld be fallacioXV Wo infer WhaW Whe propoViWion WhaW Whe Eiffel
 ToZer iV red or non-red iV a neceVVar\ propoViWion; Whe propoViWion coXld hardl\
 be neceVVar\, for iW implieV Whe conWingenW propoViWion WhaW Where iV an Eiffel
 ToZer. ThiV laWWer fallac\ mighW be called Whe fallac\ of inferring neceVViWaWe
 de dicWo from neceVViWaWe de re.
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 IDENTITY THROUGH POSSIBLE WORLDS: SOME QUESTIONS 7

 IW VeemV Wo me WhaW eYen if Adam doeV haYe VXch eVVenWial
 properWieV, Where iV no procedXre aW all-for finding oXW ZhaW Whe\
 are. And iW alVo VeemV Wo me WhaW Where iV no Za\ of finding oXW
 ZheWher he doeV haYe an\ eVVenWial properWieV. IV Where reall\ a
 good reaVon, When, for VXppoVing WhaW he doeV?

 The diVWincWion beWZeen eVVenWial and non-eVVenWial proper-
 WieV VeemV Wo be inYolYed in one of Whe WradiWional Za\V of dealing
 ZiWh Whe problem of knoZing Zho.8 If WhiV Za\ of dealing ZiWh
 WhaW problem Zere VaWiVfacWor\, When Whe docWrine of eVVenWial
 properWieV mighW haYe a kind of independenW confirmaWion. BXW I
 am noW VXre WhaW iV VaWiVfacWor\. The problem of knoZing Zho ma\
 be illXVWraWed in WhiV Za\. I do noW knoZ Zho iW ZaV Zho robbed
 Whe bank WhiV morning, bXW I do knoZ, leW XV aVVXme, WhaW Where iV
 Vomeone Zho robbed Whe bank and I alVo knoZ WhaW WhaW perVon
 iV Whe man Zho droYe off from Whe bank aW 9:20 A.M. in a BXick
 Sedan. For me Wo knoZ Zho he iV, Wherefore, iW iV noW enoXgh for
 me Wo haYe informaWion enabling me Wo characWeri]e him XniqXel\.
 WhaW kind of informaWion, When, ZoXld enWiWle me Wo Va\ WhaW I
 knoZ Zho he iV? The eVVenWialiVWic anVZer ZoXld be: "YoX knoZ
 Zho Whe bank robber iV, proYided WhaW Where iV a cerWain VeW of
 properWieV E Zhich are eVVenWial Wo Whe [ VXch WhaW [ robbed Whe
 bank and \oX knoZ WhaW [ haV E and [ robbed Whe bank." BXW if
 m\ doXbWV aboXW eVVenWial properWieV are Zell-foXnded, WhiV VolX-
 Wion Wo Whe problem of knoZing Zho ZoXld impl\ WhaW Whe police,
 WhoXgh Whe\ ma\ finall\ "learn Whe Whief'V idenWiW\," Zill neYer
 knoZ WhaW Whe\ do. For Wo knoZ WhaW one knoZV Zho Whe Whief iV
 (according Wo Whe propoVed VolXWion) one mXVW knoZ ZhaW prop-
 erWieV are eVVenWial Wo Whe Whief; and if ZhaW I haYe Vaid iV correcW,
 Ze haYe no Za\ of finding oXW ZhaW Whe\ are. HoZ are Whe police
 Wo decide WhaW Whe\ knoZ Zho Whe Whief iV if Whe\ haYe no anVZer
 Wo Whe meWaph\Vical qXeVWion "WhaW are Whe eVVenWial properWieV
 of Whe man Ze haYe arreVWed?""

 8 Compare AriVWoWle, De SophiVWiciV ElenchiV, 179 b 3; PeWrXV HiVpanXV,
 SXmmXlae LogicaleV, ed. I. M. BochenVki (TXrin, 1947), 7.41; Fran] BrenWano,
 KaWegorienlehre (Leip]ig, 1933), p. 165.

 ' HinWikka Va\V WhaW Ze knoZ Zho Whe Whief iV proYided WhaW Where e[iVWV
 an [ VXch WhaW Ze knoZ WhaW Whe Whief iV idenWical ZiWh [ (op. ciW., p. 153). BXW
 Xnder ZhaW condiWionV ma\ iW be Vaid WhaW Where e[iVWV an [ VXch WhaW Ze knoZ
 WhaW Whe Whief iV idenWical ZiWh [? PreVXmabl\, if eYer, Zhen Ze caWch him in Whe
 acW-Zhen Ze Vee him VWeal Whe mone\. BXW Whe Weller VaZ him VWeal Whe mone\
 and Vhe doeVn W knoZ Zho he iV. I haYe VXggeVWed elVeZhere a VlighWl\ differenW
 Za\ of looking aW WheVe qXeVWionV; compare op. ciW., pp. 789-791, and "BelieYing
 and InWenWionaliW\," PhiloVoph\ and Phenomenological ReVearch, XXV (1964),
 pp. 266-269, eVp. p. 268.
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 IW iV aVVXmed, in man\ ZriWingV on modal logic, WhaW 'NeceV-
 Varil\, for eYer\ [, [ iV idenWical ZiWh [" implieV "For eYer\ [,
 neceVVaril\ [ iV idenWical ZiWh [," and Wherefore alVo "For eYer\ [
 and \, if [ iV idenWical ZiWh \, When neceVVaril\ [ iV idenWical ZiWh
 \." BXW iV Whe aVVXmpWion reaVonable? IW leadV XV Wo perple[ing con-
 clXVionV: for e[ample, Wo Whe conclXVion WhaW eYer\ enWiW\ e[iVWV in
 eYer\ poVVible Zorld and Wherefore, preVXmabl\, WhaW eYer\Whing iV
 an enV neceVVariXm.

 Wh\ aVVXme WhaW neceVVaril\ Whe eYening VWar iV idenWical
 ZiWh Whe eYening VWar? We VhoXld remind oXrVelYeV WhaW "The eYe-
 ning VWar iV idenWical ZiWh Whe eYening VWar" iV noW a logical WrXWh,
 for iW implieV Whe conWingenW propoViWion "There iV an eYening
 VWar," and WhaW iWV negaWion iV noW "The eYening VWar iV diYerVe
 from Whe eYening VWar." WoXldn'W iW be Vimpler Wo den\ WhaW
 "NeceVVaril\, for eYer\ [, [ iV idenWical ZiWh [" implieV "For eYer\
 [, neceVVaril\ [ iV idenWical ZiWh ["? Then Ze coXld den\ Whe
 principle de dicWo, "NeceVVaril\ Whe eYening VWar iV idenWical ZiWh
 Whe eYening VWar," and alVo den\ Whe principle, de re, "The eYening
 VWar iV neceVVaril\ idenWical ZiWh Whe eYening VWar."0L We coXld
 VWill do jXVWice Wo Whe neceVViW\ WhaW iV here inYolYed, iW VeemV Wo
 me, proYided Ze conWinXed Wo affirm VXch principleV, de dicWo, aV
 "NeceVVaril\, for eYer\ [, [ iV idenWical ZiWh [" and "NeceVVaril\,
 for eYer\ [ and \, if [ iV idenWical ZiWh \ When \ iV idenWical ZiWh
 [," and VXch principleV, de re, "The eYening VWar, like eYer\Whing
 elVe, iV neceVVaril\ Velf-idenWical."

 10 I haYe diVcXVVed WhiV poVVibiliW\ in "QXer\ on SXbVWiWXWiYiW\," in BoVWon
 SWXdieV in Whe PhiloVoph\ of Science, Vol. II, ed., RoberW S. Cohen and Mar[
 W. WarWofVk\ (NeZ York: The HXmaniWieV PreVV, 1965), pp. 275-278.

 If Ze den\ WhaW "NeceVVaril\, for eYer\ [, [ iV F" implieV "For eYer\ [,
 neceVVaril\ [ iV F," When preVXmabl\ Ze VhoXld alVo den\ WhaW "IW iV poVVible
 WhaW Where e[iVWV an [ VXch WhaW [ iV F" implieV "There e[iVWV an [ VXch WhaW iW
 iV poVVible WhaW [ iV F." BXW iVn'W WhiV ZhaW Ze VhoXld do? One coXld hold
 qXiWe conViVWenWl\, iW VeemV Wo me, WhaW WhoXgh iW iV poVVible WhaW Where e[iVWV
 VomeWhing haYing Whe properWieV WhaW ChriVWianV aWWribXWe Wo God, \eW noWhing
 WhaW doeV e[iVW iV VXch WhaW iW iV poVVible WhaW WhaW Whing haV Whe properWieV WhaW
 ChriVWianV aWWribXWe Wo God.
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