
A PERSONAL OPINION ON WHAT MAKES A PERSON HUMAN

A person's action-guiding ideas come from various places. So, personal values are made by compressing lived (or
imagined) experience into some concrete maxim about See my essay Emotions, Integrity, and Wisdom.â•´.

The unremarkable, researchers sensed, would inexorably cease to be so. Does first-person memory count as
evidence all by itself, for instance, or only insofar as we can check it against publicly available physical facts?
Later, as a middle-aged lawyer, she remembers paying the fine. Schechtman gives a different sort of objection
to the psychological-continuity strategy. It says, rather, that a past or future being is you only if she is then
psychologically continuous with you and no other being is. As a former scientist, I would have cautioned you
to rely on objective facts and statistics. Are we composed entirely of matter, as stones are, or are we partly or
wholly immaterial? Schechtman, M. Martin, R. And the answer to that question is Yes: if you are a different
person, then you still exist, just as you do if you remain the same person. Human organisms have
brute-physical persistence conditions. A third view, Anticriterialism, denies this. Oxford: Oxford University
Press. That would make it indeterminate what things, and even what sort of things, we are. That looks like the
opposite of what most of us expect: if your survival depends on the functioning of your brain because that is
what underlies psychological continuity , then the more of that organ we preserve, the greater ought to be your
chance of surviving. If this approach were a blueprint for an Ikea desk instead of a life, almost everyone trying
to follow it would end up with something wobbly and misshapen, with a few leftover bolts you find under the
couch, boding ill for the structural integrity of the thing you built. They say that we are our bodies Thomson ,
or that our identity through time consists in the identity of our bodies Ayer  A second sort of answer is that our
persistence consists in some brute physical relation. The usual way to achieve this is to continue existing
yourself, but the fission story shows that it could be achieved without your continuing to exist. It asks what is
necessary and sufficient for any past or future being, whether or not it is a person then, to be you or I: If a
person x exists at one time and something y exists at another time, under what possible circumstances is it the
case that x is y? But instead of giving the mind an out, we often go for a punch to the gut. Although some
species react when one of their own has died, it is unlikely that they actually think about deathâ€”that of others
or their own. Accounts of Our Identity Through Time There are three main sorts of answers to the persistence
question in the literature. There is as yet, however, no sense of this as a normal activity, as one can see from
the standardised ease with which college students or city commuters answer pointed questions today. Or both,
or neither? More generally, there would be two thinking beings wherever we thought there was just one. Even
as we pay lip service to diminishing domains of privacy and increasing incursions into this beleaguered space
â€” legal incursions, illegal ones, and the varieties in between â€” and even as we are reminded by
whistleblowers that there is abundant cause for concern, we resist connecting the public-sphere discourse with
our own circulating intimacies. Presumably this implies that something is a person at a given time only if it
has those mental properties then. The boxes are indistinguishable. Nor could you come to be a human
vegetable. Preceding examples of innovative data collection already targeted inner provinces, and already
engaged in subjective data-mining. Nagel ; Puccetti argues that there are two people within the skin of each
normal human being. If there are some seven billion people on the earth at present, what factsâ€”biological,
psychological, or what have youâ€”make that the right number? Understanding the Persistence Question We
turn now to the persistence question. Second, it is compatible with our beliefs about who is who in real life.
Adler did a longitudinal study of 47 adults undergoing therapy, having them write personal narratives and
complete mental health assessments over the course of 12 therapy sessions. Some general metaphysical views
suggest that there is no unique right answer to the persistence question. Any creation of a narrative is a bit of a
lie. But only one will be right. Shoemaker, S. As a result, our opinions solidify, and it becomes increasingly
harder to disrupt established patterns of thinking.


