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Abstract

“What makes us human?”  This is one of 
the big questions in science and will be 
addressed in the upcoming seminar in 
London.

It is the objective of the Seminar to show 
that today’s science supports the following 
view: every human being is a person and 
has the rights of the human person; the 
fundamental rights cannot be established 
by belonging to a subgroup of humankind, 
be it by race, genome, developmental 
stage, culture, religion, or political class; 
neither can one reduce the rights of 
humankind to the rights of the present-day 
generation.

Free-will is first in the logical order. We 
cannot have rationality and science 
without free-will. Absence of determinism 
is a necessary condition for free will.
Nevertheless:

- Again and again experiments in 
neuroscience are referred to as 
demonstrating that we make our decisions 
unconsciously. Do these results exclude 
free responsible behavior?

- Quantum indeterminism is often 
discarded as a good basis to implement 
free-will: purposeful behavior must be 
adequately determined, so that we can 
see that “our will be done” and take 
responsibility. Does quantum physics allow 
for the unity of randomness and control 
characteristic for purposeful behavior ?

- Transhumanism is proposing the idea that 
human creativity is basically equivalent to 
artificial intelligence: the human species 
can be transformed into a superior 
transhuman one by means of technology. 
Does human creativity reduce to artificial 
intelligence?

“Responsibility” is the characteristic of 
human behavior. Rights and responsibility 
seem to make sense only within the 
framework of the human species. If rights 
are an intraspecific human feature and 
require an observable basis, it seems 
natural to accept belonging to the human 
species as the principle defining the 
person and the foundation of personal 
rights.

The organization of the human species 
on the basis of rights originates from
the desire of the primeval human persons 

to ensure mutual respect for each other.
Civil and criminal law, for instance, actually 
assume that a person’s behavior is the 
observable basis for deciding his or her 
rights and responsibilities. In fact, it is
primarily because one wishes to organize
human society on the basis of rights that
one derives concepts like animation and
life. Subsequently and somewhat by
analogy one applies these concepts to
animals, which are often characterized as
organisms capable of spontaneous and
voluntary motion. In this context it is worth
asking whether it is still possible to grant
a rational foundation for rights, if one blurs
the boundary between the human species
and other forms of life, or accepts that the
human species will be superseded by a
trans-human one.


