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142 ARNOLD ZUBOFF

implications and direct our attention to what the experience 1s
like for the subject, without regard to whether he is actually hold-
ing the apple he supposes or is holding another that scems just
the same or is hallucinating holding just such an apple. Common
to all these would be the quality of the subjective aspect of the
apple-holder’s experience. ; g

Let’s explore a bit the subjective/contextual distinction. Think
again of a case where the apple picked this morning has been
switched for another which seems just the same. Suppose that the
switch is done so that it does not in any way register on the senses
of the subject. Would his subjective experience be affected by the
fact that the apple he experiences is numerically different from
that in the original case? I think most people would agree it
could not. If somebody insisted that this change in the identity of
the apple would make the experience scem different to the expe-
riencer merely on account of the fact that the context of the
experience had changed, I would term this person a contextual-
ist. A contextualist gives illegitimate weight to the contextual
aspect of experience in deciding the character of its subjective
aspect.

The switched apple is a case that shows that the identity of the
surrounding objects cannot in itselfl influence the subjective char-
acter of the experience of them. If their effects are carefully sub-
stituted for, the subjective quality survives the change. In fact,
very different sorts of objects from those in the standard case,
such as claborate light projectors and gadgets creating, for exam-
ple, the feel of the apple, could produce precisely the same kind
of subjective experience. Thus we could imagine ingenious, mad
scientists capable of controlling all the forces on all the surfaces of
our subject’s body, including the patterns of energy at the pupils
and cardrums, and thereby empowered to create for him the pre-
cise subjective impression of any circumstances they please; and
this story will be useful in furthering our investigation. (We could
now talk about the subject’s brain in a vat, fed stimulations
through wires as though from his sensc organs, but that this situ-
ation preserves all the subjective experience of both the body and
its surroundings is perhaps more controversial than that the situ-
ation of controlled surfaces would.)

We could say of the objective location of an experience what
we have said of the objective circumstance of surrounding
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experience, then, does not belong to one objectively described
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they enter into just that precisc kind of subjective experience. For
it was not important that the duplicate be brought into the lab,
or have any connexion with this experiment. Objective spatial
and temporal circumstances can have no such relevance to any-
thing of the character of subjective experience. If the duplicate
had come about naturally somewhere across the universe and a
billion years before or after the original apple-cater, his experi-
ence of eating the apple if qualitatively the same would have
been numerically the same too.

Now, many cosmologists believe that there is infinite matter in
the universe. We may expect that some tiny fraction of this in-
finite matter enters into the forms of living things. But a finite
fraction, be it as small as we like, of an infinite quantity is still an
infinite quantity. We should further expect that another tiny
fraction of this infinite living matter exists in the form of physiolo-
gical systems. And so this physiological matter too is infinite in
quantity. There are a tremendous number of possible distinct neural
structures and activities; but if we consider only discriminable
differences in numbering these, their number is still only finite.
This means that at least of those neural structures and activities

%. ' that the universe tends to produce—those that result from evolu-
§ tion—there are a finite number of kinds but infinite instances. We
':i;:’ ; may expect then that each type of experience corresponding to
- these physiological structures and activities has an overwelming
e likelihood of being instantiated infinite times.

Not in a thought experiment but in our universe as it probably
is, the subjective experience that now is yours belongs indiffer-
ently to all the scattered individual organisms involved in all the
~ instances of it. But this means that you, capable of identifying

yourself only as subject of this, your experience, cannot therein
~be any one of these rather than any other.

subject alone, but at once to all subjects wherever and whenever
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their ancestors have evolved through a particular history as cap-
able of storing and using information to cope with their local
world. And so in most of the instances of moment universals the
circumstances are viewed as they are for the instance—as single
and particular. Since each such instance of a moment has come
about in response to a single environment, as part of a single his-
tory, everything in it speaks of particularity. Only when creatures
back away from all this to sec themselves in a cosmic perspective,
as in this paper, does it suddenly dawn on them that subjective
experiences cannot be particular after all, that cach experience
of an apple therefore is also at once an experience of countless
things with apple-like effects. All judgments of local particulars
reached in any way through the quality of our experience—and
this is simply all judgments of local particulars-are shown useless
by this consideration. But judgments about general matters or
large particulars like the universe itself, such judgments as those
relied on m.thxs paper, are not in this way undermined. Many of
these too might be weakened, however, if in an infinite universe
we should expect that there would arise even single instances of
many types of experiences that, against the tendencies of natural
selection, were very misleading about the general character of
t!nipgs. But .if the selection is strict enough, even through an in-
finite expericnce-producing universe, such general judgments at
least would be trustworthy. Perhaps at least logic is safe, as lon
as it is based on clear and distinct ideas. If the universe ,containg
so little matter that only one or a few historics produced ea ;
moment, neither epistemological problem would arise. g
2 ex?tu(t) nth:;1 problcn) for our noti.on of wh.at we are is not depen-
1 the quantity of matter in the universe. It would
textualist to suppose that it was. Mo Hibign i
s PPC as. ments are distinct universals
they exist in only one instance. And, as I shall ar
our caring about our own future and the futures of gt‘l:c iy
quires that our subjective moments rather cohere to o it
belong to one another, in something like objecti r;c am.)th.cr’
streams, as subjective individuals through time St
. lp .fact, the coherence of a series of sub'ecti\.f
individual through time is the sole essence of a pereer. 115 Lo
mind and self, if he has them, are each e Yy .Hxs body,
il et anin o, H’I anc} all merely incidental
e e i;' - came to tl.nnk that the stream of
8 In luture with this one now would soon
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