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Abstract 

 

In this essay I have performed semi-structured interviews with 4 candidates to discover their 

perspective and opinions on the emerging debate of Human Enhancement and 

Transhumanism in regards to what potential positive and negative aspects they perceived of in 

regards to the use of Human Enhancement Technologies. The interviews were constructed 

from a framework of subject-relevant categories derived from literature which I alongside my 

interview findings present as a solid framework in itself, or as a basis for expansion, for future 

work and research into Human Enhancement. From my interviews I concluded that the most 

perceived-of negative aspects were power abuse, addiction, identity or personality loss, 

associated harmful effects and overpopulation, while the most perceived-of positive aspects 

regarded therapeutic use, danger reduction, health improvement and sense enhancement. 

Beyond this I concluded that further research is required to fully understand the subject of 

Human Enhancement and how the „general public‟ perceives it. 

 

Keywords: Human Enhancement Technologies, Human Enhancement, NBIC, Human 

Augmentation, Transhumanism, Bioconservatism, Bioliberalism, Bioethics 

 

 

  



 

 

Foreword: Regarding Informatics 
 

Given that the field this essay is done for is Informatics, I realize a certain need to justify the 

connection between Informatics and Human Enhancement Technologies. 

Informatics is a broad field grounded in its focus on the processing, use and cultivation of 

information and the engineering of information systems. 

“Informatics studies the application of information technology to practically any field, while 

considering its impact on individuals, organizations, and society. It uses computation as a 

universal tool to solve problems in other fields, to communicate, and to express ideas.” 

Among the premier and vanguarding Human Enhancement Technologies are Brain-Computer 

Interfaces that allow direct communication between a human brain and a computer, Robotic 

Prostheses which uses software to allow advanced motor functions and Virtual/Augmented 

Reality devices that allow people to experience altered or entirely fictional environments and 

experiences.  

Any of these technologies, and especially in use, would easily fall within the realm of 

Informatics, however researching them, their use and their social, moral and philosophical 

implications alone would give a very narrow view of the subject. As such I have decided to 

apply Informatics‟ inherent nature of being multidisciplinary and applicable over several 

fields to include otherwise non-Informatics aspects to give a larger and better view of the 

subject of Human Enhancement Technologies.  
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Concept List 
 

Transhumanism:  

(1) The intellectual and cultural movement that affirms the possibility and desirability of 

fundamentally improving the human condition through applied reason, especially by 

developing and making widely available technologies to eliminate aging and to greatly 

enhance human intellectual, physical, and psychological capacities. 

 

(2) The study of the ramifications, promises, and potential dangers of technologies that will 

enable us to overcome fundamental human limitations, and the related study of the ethical 

matters involved in developing and using such technologies. 

(Bostrom, N., et al., 1999; More, M., 1990; Bostrom, N., 2005; More, M., 2013)  

 

Bioliberalism: 

A philosophical stance (in this case) on the use of Human Enhancement Technologies that 

promotes the individual‟s right and the need for (state) neutrality on the subject of 

Enhancement Technologies. 

“The distinguishing mark of bioliberalism is its claim for liberty and (state) neutrality 

concerning the use of enhancement technologies.” (Ranisch, R. (2014) 

 

Bioconservatism: 

“... is a stance of hesitancy about technological development in general and tends to maintain 

a strong opposition to the genetic, prosthetic or cognitive modification of human beings in 

particular.” (Carrico, D., 2006) 

 

Human Enhancement (HE): 

“... a modification aimed at improving individual human performance and brought about by 

science-based or technology-based interventions in the human body.”(European Parliament, 

2009, p. 22) 

 

Human Enhancement Technologies (HET):  

Sometimes simply referred to as “Enhancement Technologies”; an umbrella term for 

technologies that can produce or achieve Human Enhancement (HE), including (among 

others) advanced prosthetics, nanomedicine, Brain-Computer Interfaces (BCIs) and more. 

(European Parliament, 2009, p. 23) 

 

NBIC: An acronym for Nanotechnology, Biotechnology, Information Technology and 

Cognitive Science, coined by the U.S. National Science Foundation‟s 2003 publication, 

“Converging Technologies for Improving Human Performance”. 

(National Science Foundation, 2003)  
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Introduction 

Introduction, Part One: A Brief History of ‘Enhancements’ 
 

Since ancient times, mankind has used its ingenuity and problem-solving abilities to attempt 

to repair and restore lost limbs, with the earliest recorded mention of a prosthesis going back 

at least over three thousand years to one of the Hindu books of the Vedas, the Rigveda, where 

it is mentioned that a woman named Vishpala was given a “leg of iron” after losing hers in 

battle. (Vanderwerker, E.E., 1976) 

 

From that point onwards, the mention and evidence for the use of prosthetics, as well as the 

complexity and efficiency of said prosthetics, increases steadily throughout history and is 

believed to have paralleled the progress of amputation, with everything from commoners and 

merchants to knights and kings all over the world using prosthetics to, marginally though it 

may have been, help restore lost functionality. 

 

However in 2009 the nature of prosthetics was spun on its head when a study into South 

African bilateral amputee sprinter Oscar Pistorious and his carbon fiber Cheetah prosthetic 

legs was made public, which made a controversial and much argued conclusion that Oscar 

Pistorious‟s prosthetics may give him an advantage against „ordinary‟ runners who still have 

both their legs. (Southern Methodist University., 2009). 

 

This statement was far from universally accepted, with (among others) Dr. Rodger Kram of 

the University of Colorado responding, “Personally, I find it preposterous, ludicrous, to 

suggest that amputating my legs and giving me prostheses would make me run 12 seconds 

faster over 400 meters” (Dillow, C., 2009), and who participated in the counter-arguments. 

(Kram, R., Grabowski, A.M., McGowan, C.P., Brown, M.B., Herr, H.M., 2010) And for all 

intents and purposes, the jury is still out on whether or not Oscar Pistorious really does have 

an advantage over „ordinary‟ runners, with neither side of the debate yet to emerge victorious.  

 

But while the case of Oscar Pistorious may not be evidence of the existence of such highly 

advanced prosthetics, it does raise questions about not only the current state of prosthetics, but 

also about the future of such technologies, and perhaps more importantly, the implications of 

their use. Because what happens when prosthetics go from being repairing to augmenting or 

enhancing? Today it would seem madness to amputate a limb and replace it with a prosthetic, 

but would it really be madness if the replacement was not just on-par with the amputated 

limb, but maybe even an actual upgrade?  
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Introduction, Part Two: Human Advancement Technologies & 

Transhumanism 
 

Today we have a number of advanced technologies like prosthetics, medical implants, 

orthodontics and mood and performance-enhancing drugs that are readily available in the 

developed world to help people by fixing or mending damaged body parts, boosting positive 

or retarding negative characteristics, and even with replacing lost limbs and restoring lost 

functionality like sight or hearing. (Luntz, S., 2014; Suen, L., 2014). Given this current state 

of mankind‟s technological capabilities, and given the mind-boggling pace at which 

technologies evolve and develop, many of these aforementioned technologies along with 

other existing and emerging technologies like powered exoskeletons, virtual reality, brain-

computer interfaces and neural implants have brought up the prospect idea of being able to 

not just treat illness and disabilities of afflicted people, but also boost or enhance the abilities 

and characteristics of healthy people. 

 

This is called “Human Enhancement”, which is defined as “… a modification aimed at 

improving individual human performance and brought about by science-based or technology-

based interventions in the human body.”(European Parliament, 2009, p. 22) These science-

based or technology-based interventions are called „Human Enhancement Technologies‟, or 

HETs for short, and involve a wide range of technologies and techniques from prostheses to 

medical implants to drugs to genetic engineering. However these technologies, when used not 

for healing purposes but for enhancing purposes, carry ethical and philosophical implications 

for both individuals, society at large, and even for the concept of mankind itself. For example, 

if a person decides to get enhanced and ends up altering themselves to the point where they 

biologically can no longer be considered human, what does this mean for said person‟s social 

status and human rights? And if enough such „enhanced‟ human beings would come into 

being, and their enhancements make them distinctly superior to non-enhanced people, could 

they pose a threat to non-enhanced humans? 

 

And although these questions are still, due to the infancy of the technologies they revolve 

around, purely speculative in nature, a debate is forming and has been forming for a few 

decades now about whether or not these technologies and their potential use is a force for 

good or a force for bad, with two sides forming. On one side of the spectrum is the so-called 

“Bioconservatists”, who conceive human enhancement as an inherently bad thing that should 

at the least be heavily regulated, or at worst outright banned except when used in their 

original, non-enhancing way, based either on a defense of “the natural way”, a concern for the 

tremendous risks or on religious or spiritual reasoning (Carrico, D., 2006). On the other side 

of the spectrum are the “Transhumanists”, who not just actively advocates the widespread use 

of HETs to alter and enhance both mankind and society, but also advocates its use to the 

extent most might call extreme, with concepts like achieving immortality and becoming 

“posthuman” being frequent (but not universal) desires among Transhumanists, who base 

their reasoning on the right to individual “morphological freedom”(the right to alter yourself 

to what you want to be), the potential benefits of human enhancement or the personal desires 

to achieve immortality, superintelligence or posthumanity. (Bostrom, N., et al., 1999; More, 

M., 1990; Bostrom, N., 2005; More, M., 2013)  
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But while this debate and its related research has been growing these last decades, caused 

partially by the rise of science fiction, partially by the rapid development of technology and 

partially due to the rise of the Transhumanist movement, it has for the most part remained an 

academic and highly philosophically focused one that has rarely reached out to ask, relate or 

research the general public‟s thoughts and feelings about these technologies and the 

implications of their use. This was one of the many conclusions drawn by the European 

Parliament (2009, p. 46-63) in their report on the subject, where they recommended further 

study the general public‟s thoughts on these technological advances and their implications.  
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Purpose 
 

The purpose of this essay is to investigate how the general public perceives and reasons 

around Human Enhancement and Human Enhancement Technologies in regards to their 

perceived positive and negative aspects. 

 

To achieve this primary purpose, the following research questions must be answered, of 

which the first two are research-based questions meant to build understanding of the subject 

and to be used in analysis, while the last is the primary research question for this essay: 

 

What is Human Enhancement and Human Enhancement Technologies? 

What potential positive and negative aspects exist with Human Enhancement? 

What potential positive and negative aspects does the general public perceive with Human 

Enhancement? 

 

Interested Parties 
 

Knowing the answers to these questions would not only be of interest to Transhumanists, 

Bioliberals and Bioconservatists to fuel the ongoing discussion on Human Enhancement, but 

it could also be of interest to engineers, system designers and developers of such technologies 

to gain insight into how their creations are perceived. It could also, although perhaps not quite 

yet given the infancy of these technologies, be of use to professionals in marketing and 

decision-makers in both the public and private sector if, or once, faced with having to deal 

with, manage or relate to Human Enhancement Technologies. It may also be of interest to the 

public to gain better understanding of HETs and the debate around them. 

 

Perspective Disclaimer 
 

To promote a better and more transparent understanding of this essay and its content, I must 

make this disclaimer: 

I am a self-proclaimed Techno-Progressivist, Bioliberal and Transhumanist, and I openly 

advocate the use of Human Enhancement Technologies. Naturally I attempt as best as I can to 

remain neutral and not impose my personal views and values on the contents of this essay, but 

it is regardless likely that that it will be impacted in the favor of Techno-Progressivism, 

Bioliberalism and Transhumanism, and everything written, claimed or stated in this essay 

should be reviewed with this in mind. 

 

 

Demarcation 
 

In this section I will describe the demarcations and the scope of this essay. 
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Human Enhancement: What is and isn‟t „Human Enhancement‟, and thus in turn „Human 

Enhancement Technologies‟, is in the end purely relative to one‟s perspective on it. However 

in agreement with the arguments made by (European Parliament, 2009) that states that, “... 

age-old human techniques and practices... obscure the scarceness of evidence for the actual 

existence of effective non-therapeutic HET.” and also in agreement with their definition of 

Human Enhancement and Human Enhancement Technologies promoted by (European 

Parliament, 2009), I limit the scope of my study into Human Enhancement to modifications 

“aimed at improving individual human performance and brought about by science-based or 

technology-based interventions in the human body.”. .”(European Parliament, 2009, p. 22)  

As such I exclude such potential or quasi-HETs like Virtual Reality, Mind-Uploading, 

Cryonics, Cloning and Artificial Intelligence, and will include only Prostheses, Exoskeletons, 

Brain-Computer Interfaces, Medical Implants, Drugs, Genetic Engineering and Body 

Modification. 
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Method 
 

Literature Study 
 

To answer the first four secondary research questions as outlined in the Purpose section, a 

literature study was concluded to be an excellent way of doing this because literature studies 

are well-recognized means of gathering information, and would inherently provide the answer 

to the research questions by: 

 Revealing what Human Enhancement is and isn‟t by providing well-argued definitions 

and demarcations for the subject through previous and scientifically reviewed 

literature. 

 Explain which technologies could or should be considered Human Enhancement 

Technologies by providing scientifically grounded arguments and demarcations. 

 Provide a basis for what potential positive and negative aspects exist with Human 

Enhancement based on scientifically reviewed literature to be used to design  

 Provide well-argued ethical and moral perspectives on Human Enhancement, the use 

of Human Enhancement Technologies and the implications of them both through 

scientifically reviewed literature. 

 

For the purpose of answering these research questions, no other means of information 

retrieval appeared viable bar performing interviews or surveys with scientists and experts in 

the field, which would not only be more time-consuming than a literature study but would 

also likely not yield any information that could not be as easily, if not more easily, found in 

literature. 

 

Given that I had easy access, was advised to by my institution‟s guidelines and had positive 

previous experience with using the top quality databases promoted by my university - and 

Webster & Watson (2002), which I decided to use for basis in structuring my literature study, 

promoted using databases - I decided to begin there. The databases my university suggested 

was: Scopus, ABI/Inform, IEEE Explore, ACM digital library, LISTA, ERIC, Web of 

Science, SwePub and Mediearkivet. Of these I decided to start off with Scopus and Web of 

Science, because I had positive experience with both in the past, the former was suggested as 

an excellent starting point by my university and the latter was positively suggested by 

Webster & Watson (2002, p. 4). 

 

Keywords were chosen based on the limited knowledge I had at the time and for the purpose 

of throwing a large enough initial net to not miss out on potentially important information. As 

such the keywords used which were: “Transhumanism”, “Human Augmentation”, “Human 

Enhancement”, “Human Enhancement Technologies” and “Bioconservatism”.  

 

The initial results in Scopus turned out problematic however, with all keywords except for 

“Transhumanism” providing either an unmanageable amount of articles (“Human 

Augmentation”, “Human Enhancement” and “Human Enhancement Technologies” all 
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provided between 8-34 thousand results), the majority of which did not appear relevant, or far 

too few articles (“Bioconservatism” provided 3). Attempts were made to make the keywords 

“Human Augmentation” and “Human Enhancement Technologies” more manageable through 

limitations and exclusions, but the end result were still in the thousands. Given that I couldn‟t 

spend weeks on just the literature study with my given time frame, I decided to use only the 

keyword “Transhumanism” and work from there. 

 

Scopus provided 164 results on the sole keyword “Transhumanism”, which was then reduced 

down to 142 by limiting to results in English. Of these, 57 were deemed to have potential 

value for this essay based on their title and abstracts, and were retrieved. 

 

These 57 articles were then reviewed in more depth to separate those with actual value from 

those that did not. This was done by in-depth reading of the abstracts, conclusions, chapter 

titles and, in necessary, the articles themselves to find those that brought up technologies that 

could be deemed Human Enhancement Technologies, ethical debate around technologies or 

argumentation for, against or around Transhumanism. Notes were written for each article to 

summarize its contents and whether or not I believed it should be excluded for lacking 

references to back claims, for being irrelevant or for being simply incomprehensible (I 

deemed there little point in keeping articles I could not understand). Those that were deemed 

to have actual value were then organized into different categories based on their content and 

focus.  

 

The literature study provided much information that almost completely, at least together with 

other sources of information I had acquired along the way outside of Scopus, answered the 

research questions, but was also very time-consuming and took longer than expected (a week 

and a half to complete). Only a few articles could be quickly summarized, while most had to 

be read to truly understand. As such when the Scopus section of my intended literature study 

was completed, I made the decision to not continue with my literature study beyond the 

articles reviewed from Scopus, so that I could more quickly move on with the essay using the 

information I had already retrieved. 

 

For a detailed understanding of the review process, the literature study and the result, see 

Attachment 1. 

 

Interviews 
 

With the aim of the paper being to investigate the thoughts and opinions of the general public 

to those expressed in literature on the subject of Human Enhancement, and the latter of those 

achieved through a literature study, I was faced with finding a solid way of gaining an 

understanding of the general public: 

My initial thought was to pursue the path of a quantitative investigation for the purpose of 

making generalizations regarding the differences and similarities of my two target groups 

based on large-scale inquiry. This would probably take the form of a survey of some sort with 

„tickable‟ boxes for answer, to be distributed among many people - probably at least in the 
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hundreds to make the generalizations carry any weight - to be answered and then analyzed. 

However I speculated that there could be issues with this approach: 

Firstly, would it be possible to construct an easily distributable survey that wasn‟t just 

inherently easy to understand and answer given the fringe nature of the subject (fringe as in it 

is unlikely to be sufficiently well-known amongst the general public), but also intriguing 

enough for people to take the time and answer it? 

Secondly, unless the survey was so well-constructed that it could be answered truly by 

„anyone‟, it would have to be angled towards those with some sufficiently deemed high 

enough level of prior knowledge and understanding of the subject to be able to answer these 

quantitative questions to satisfaction, which would arguably severely limit how many 

respondents could be attained given the fringe nature of the subject. 

Thirdly, even if a sufficient number of such people could be found and surveyed, would not 

their prior knowledge of the subject be counter-intuitive since these people would then 

perhaps not be representative of the general public? 

These speculations were trialed with the attempt to create a „dummy survey‟ that would be 

constructed in such a manner that it could not only be answered by anyone regardless of the 

extent of their prior knowledge and understanding of the subject, but also so that their answers 

would yield valuable data. This was quickly deemed, not necessarily impossible, but 

improbable enough to warrant a different approach. 

 

So with a purely quantitative approach out of the immediate question, it fell to a more 

qualitative approach. Once again the prospect of a survey came to mind, but instead of 

„tickable‟ boxes it would feature text fields where the respondent could write down their more 

in-depth answers. The „dummy survey‟ approach was tried again, but a qualitative survey 

approach seemed even more unlikely as the survey quickly grew in both size and depth, and I 

eventually deemed it would be unlikely that anyone would take the approximated hour or so 

to answer a heavy survey of this kind. 

 

Since the issue so far seemed to be the surveys, the prospect of doing interviews instead came 

to mind. While it could potentially be harder to find people willing to focusedly sit down for 

an approximate hour or so to be interviewed than it would be to (relatively) more casually fill 

in a survey, I deemed that an interview format could not only solve the issue of taking into 

account a lack of previous knowledge and understanding since I could be present to answer 

any questions the interviewee might have but an interview format could also allow for a 

greater depth of rationale to be investigated, which would in turn mirror better the 

argumentation put forward in literature. Interviews are according to Oates (2006, p. 187) a 

suitable data generation method when a researcher wants to: 

 

- Obtain detailed information; 

- Ask questions that are complex, or open-ended, or whose order and logic 

might need to be different for different people; 

- Explore emotions, experiences or feelings that cannot easily be observed or 

described via pre-defined questionnaire responses; 

- Investigate sensitive issues, or privileged  information, that respondents might 

not be willing to write about on paper for a researcher that they have not met. 
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Skype interviews 
 

Inspired by Pearce, G., Thøgersen-Ntoumani, C., Duda, J.L. (2013) and Sullivan, J.R. (2012), 

I decided to use text-based instant messaging over Skype for my interviews. The advantages 

of a text-based instant messaging interview are an increased sense of anonymity, high 

convenience and a more comfortable interview environment. The disadvantages relate to a 

lack of body language, the potential of technical issues and a risk of a lowered sense of 

continuity in the discussion (Pearce, Thøgersen-Ntoumani, & Duda, 2013). 

I decided to do this, beyond the advantages mentioned above, partially because of its time-

based convenience, which makes it easier for the interviewee to commit to longer interviews 

since they can be essentially anywhere that‟s comfortable and convenient, and because text-

based interviews inherently don‟t require transcribing for post-analysis, which saves me a lot 

of time. 

 

Questionnaire & Interview Format 
 

The interview was constructed from the targeted HETs, and split into two main sections. The 

first section featured technological focus, from which the Human Enhancement Technologies 

would be introduced to the interviewee, any background information or otherwise related 

information about the interviewee could be Retrieved, and would help establish a 

conversational foundation between the interviewer and the interviewee regarding the subjects. 

The second section featured a use/what if-focus, where the interviewee – now reasonably 

well-accustomed to the HETs in question after the first section – would be introduced to 

potential uses and implications of these HETs, now instead divided into categories based on 

their targeted use (inspired by the categorization laid forth by Eberl, J.T.(2014)). 

 

For a more detailed understanding of the interview, see Attachment 2. 

 

Interviewees 

 

Setting out to find interviewees, I decided to go with the convenient option of (initially if 

nothing else) interview people I already had personal contact with, and used the social media 

Facebook to publicly (that is I did not ask anyone directly through private messaging or the 

like) ask all my contacts if they had the time to be interviewed. At the time I gave them a 

vague estimated interview time of 1-2 hours and a declaration that no previous knowledge of 

the subject was needed. While there are many downsides with this approach, I reasoned there 

to be less such issues with my in-depth, qualitative approach than there would be a 

quantitative approach, since with the qualitative approach there would be no target group 

issues that would hamper or invalidate any public opinion conclusions (since no such would 

or could be drawn), and that if any such issues did appear they would do so in observable 

clarity from the interviews and could as such be easily analyzed or post-analyzed. 
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However even with this being cased, I reasoned there still be reason to attempt and interview 

as great a variety of respondents as possible so that as a great variety of opinions, rationale 

and argumentation could be gathered, which would benefit my qualitative approach. One way 

of doing this, I reasoned, was to try and reach out to as many age groups as possible, based on 

the speculative notion that opinions and rationale generally vary more between age groups 

than within age groups. 

This backfired immensely with the great majority of volunteer respondents being relatively 

young (18-29), and only two of my initial volunteer respondents being over 30. In trying to 

understand why there were so fewer „older‟ respondents, I sought up three of my contacts, 

aged 35, 49 and 60 respectively, to ask why they had decided not to volunteer for my 

interview. The reasons I got was that they felt they did not have the time for an interview 

(which was understandable given the close proximity to Christmas), and that since they did 

not know of/understand the subject they had no interest in doing the interview. While both of 

these reasons were regrettable, they were also understandable, and appeared to point out 

potential flaws in my interview process: One being the duration of the interview, one the 

timing of the interviews, and one a failure to communicate the importance of not needing 

previous experience or understanding of the subject – especially in regards to those above the 

age of 30 (what causes this disparity is not for me to answer). 

After conducting my test interview and understanding that the actual length of the interview 

was not 1-2 hours but in truth 3-5 hours I communicated this to my volunteer respondents, of 

which there had been 16 by the time the test interview was conducted. This caused half of the 

volunteers to back out, leaving me with 8 volunteers (1 of which had been my test 

interviewee). While this 50% participation reduction was regrettable, I deemed it not to be an 

issue for the purpose of this paper given that the size and extent of the interview was 

effectively double of my initial estimate, and reasoned (or perhaps merely hoped) that any 

loss regarding quantity of respondents would be resolved by an increase in qualitative data. 

However, as I began setting the dates for and conducting the interviews, I began experiencing 

complications with my interviewees. One respondent said he had no access to a personal 

computer or other device upon which to install Skype, and as such we had to conduct the 

interview over email whenever he was able to respond. Three others, who had previously 

offered to volunteer for the interview, ended up finding no time when they could participate, 

citing high work load and Christmas preparations as the main causes. This effectively 

shortened my interview base to a mere 5, one of which had been my test interview and one 

which had an altered interview format by being performed via email over a longer period of 

time. This email-based one was unable to finish the interview due to losing his internet 

connection over Christmas and New Year‟s, leaving the final number of interviews at 4. 

 

Interview issues 
 

There was one interview that had to be finished at a later date due to it taking longer than 

expected. However over ⅔ of the interview was already done by that time, and when we took 

up the interview early the day after I found no issue with continuity or the respondent‟s 

responses. 
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One interview had a very minor technical issue regarding the respondent‟s internet 

connection. I found it to not impact the interview at all, but it did occur. 
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Theory 
 

What is Human Enhancement? 
 

“Human Enhancement” is a term relating to using technological means to improve or enhance 

human beings beyond their natural capabilities, or as European Parliament (2009) defined it, 

“modification aimed at improving individual human performance and brought about by 

science-based or technology-based interventions in the human body”. As such it is a multi-

disciplinary subject area that, perhaps both confusingly and unconventionally, lacks a clear 

demarcation against other disciplines except for its sole and ever-so-important demarcation 

from non-enhancing applications of the same technologies and techniques (Miah, A., 2008; 

European Parliament, 2009; Cole-Turner, R. et al, 2011; Bess, M. 2010). 

 

The science-based and technology-based interventions that achieve Human Enhancement are 

referred to as “Human Enhancement Technologies”, shortened HET, which are tools, 

substances or methods used for the purpose of enhancing human beings (European 

Parliament, 2009), often (but not always) belonging or relating to the convergence of 

nanotechnology, biotechnology, information technology and cognitive science (shortened 

NBIC) (National Science Foundation, 2002). 

 

While there seems to be little argument regarding the definitions and demarcations of these 

terms in literature, there appears to be an issue of not the same terms being used consistently 

in between literature, with researchers, scientists, experts and other literature writers on the 

subject using “Human Enhancement” (Béland et al. 2011., Bess, M. 2010), just 

“Enhancement” (Mitrović, M., 2014), just “Technologies” (Dahlin, B., 2011)  or blended into 

arguments on Transhumanism or Posthumanism without an explicit term(Rae, G. 2013). 

 

A larger issue regards what European Parliament (2009) decided to call “Human 

Enhancement Technologies”, which appears to be a virtually non-existent term used the 

literature I‟ve reviewed. While that can be attributed to the literature study being effectively 

focused on Transhumanism, I found also little coherence or consistency in between what 

terms were used to describe the subject, nor how these were defined or demarcated. This is an 

important issue and threatens to undermine both the understanding of and the debate on the 

subject of Human Enhancement.  

 

Given these elusive definitions (Bess, M., 2010), I have decided for the purpose of this paper 

utilize the, as I see it, well-researched and well-argued definitions and distinctions laid forth 

by European Parliament (2009), where Human Enhancement Technologies are organized and 

demarcated according to the following chart: 
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(Enhancement Types Table, European Parliament, 2009, p. 19) 

As such, it is the “Non-Therapeutic Enhancements” as described in the table above that are of 

primary interest, while the “Therapeutic Enhancements” and non-Enhancements are only of 

secondary importance as a means of providing contrast to Non-Therapeutic Enhancements, as 

well as relating to the Therapy vs Enhancement debate. 

 

Negative and Positive Aspects 

 

Before moving on, I must expand on the meaning and use of positive and negative aspects in 

this essay. Positive and negative are two very subjective terms, since what is positive in the 

eye of one can be negative to the eye of another. This portrays an issue that must be handled. I 

have opted to handle this by simply allowing each emerging category or topic to be dualistic 

as opposed to binary in nature, allowing them to be perceived both as a positive or negative 

aspect even though there may or may not be inherent inclinations one way or another on a 

case-by-case basis. I believe this to be beneficiary since it allows greater transparency in the 

data (less „hard‟ interpretations, so to speak) and allows the interviewees own interpretations 

to come out more naturally as opposed to having them contrast with hard definitions. 

However despite this I have opted in the presentation and categorization of these categories 

below to categorize these categories into only negative or only positive aspects. While this 

may initially seem contradictorily, I have done so based on the tone, rationale and perspective 

of the source from which the category emerged in relation to my own ability to understand 

and categorize it, and with the above mentioned ambition in mind where, despite the actual 

categorization, each category remains open to interpretation in regards to whether or not it‟s a 

positive or negative aspect. As such we can find a category like Military Use placed under 

negative aspects, even though it could also be perceived as a positive one. Arguments could 

be made here in regards to whether or not subcategorization would be needed to create 

differentiation between such categories, and while I agree that doing so would be beneficiary 

it would simply involve too much work for the scope of this essay. 

In regards to how the actual categories emerged, as in what characteristics were searched for 

that would define a category, I utilized a consequentialist perspective (which falls to me 
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naturally) where I looked for rationale and arguments for (or against) events that had 

consequence, be it positive or negative, for an individual, a group of people, a larger 

community or society, the environment in which these exist and/or even the concept of 

civilizations themselves, with no inherent regard to as what is or isn‟t positive versus 

negative. This contrasts a value-based or a priori-based perspective in which what is 

perceived as positive or negative is decided beforehand, and while there‟s a risk of trivializing 

or undervaluing traditional moral norms by using this perspective I believe it to be more 

transparent and objective than the alternatives. 

 

Negative and Positive Aspects with Human Enhancement 
 

In this section I will describe a number of generalizable positive and negative aspects with 

Human Enhancement. This should not be considered an extensive or complete list of all 

positive and negative aspects that exist with Human Enhancement, as to achieve such a list 

would be too great an undertaking for the scope and timeframe of this essay. Rather it is a list 

of negative and positive aspects and outcomes of Human Enhancement that I have categorized 

into either core category based on my own interpretation of its source. It should however be 

noted that, as I mentioned before, my interpretations of these are not absolute and every 

aspect can be either positive or negative depending on the perspective placed upon it and no 

conscious attempts were made to enforce any one perspective during the interviews nor in the 

analysis afterwards.  

The purpose of these categories is primarily to create a theoretical basis by which to 

understand the subject matter (Human Enhancement) and as an assistive tool and framework 

for the creation of the interview format (see Attachment 3) so as to know what is relevant to 

ask about. These categories also have a secondary, as in to a lesser extent, purpose of assisting 

in the analysis of these interviews as a theoretical framework or tool to be used to discover 

categories in the interviews. It is lesser or secondary in this regard because there are likely to 

be more, or at least different, categories mentioned in the interviews than found and presented 

here, and as such this can only be used as an assistive tool as opposed to a full-fledged 

framework. 

As mentioned briefly before, the „criteria‟ that determined my categorization for something to 

be perceived either as a positive or negative aspect for the purpose of this list lies primarily in 

whether or not the rationale and context of the source portrayed something as or argued for 

something being either good or bad/positive or negative. This became problematic for some 

categories which were argued for both ways, in which case I either attempted to break the 

category into smaller categories that could be more directly targeted (by its sources) as 

positive or negative, or I applied my own interpretation of the case to be more for one way or 

the other, allowing the inherent interpretability of this list to be perceived otherwise than what 

I had opted for (like perceiving military use as something positive, which is perfectly 

possible). 

Negative Aspects 
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Power Inequality: 

Power Inequality means the unequal dispersion of human enhancement technologies over 

human society as to cause power inequality between those enhanced and those without or 

with insufficient enhancements, giving the enhanced a distinct and arguably socially unjust 

advantage in human society or a leverage against the non-enhanced. Power Inequality can be 

related to the age-old and modern issue of poverty and unequal wealth dispersion. (Wilson, J., 

2007) 

 

Dehumanization: 

Dehumanization refers to the loss of „humanity‟ through the application of human 

enhancement technologies (to, for example, become more machine than man or to alter a 

human-essential part of one‟s self). What defines „humanity‟ is openly subjective and differs 

on a case-by-case basis with varying philosophical and ethical rationale and justifications, and 

it is my observation that how one perceives „humanity‟ appears to relate to whether or not it is 

perceived that a human being can lose their „humanity‟, as well as relating to the nature of 

how this loss happens. (PCB, 2003, p. 284-299; Culbertson, L., 2007) 

 

„Artificial Existence‟: 

Artificial Existence refers to achieving a state through the use of human enhancement 

technologies (or really technologies in general) that renders one's existence „artificial‟, as in 

not „real‟, „authentic‟ or perhaps even „human‟ (in which case it relates to Dehumanization). 

How - or if - an artificial existence is achieved is disputed, but can (speculatively) be achieved 

by the application of BCIs, robotics and so-called „uploading‟ (which is otherwise excluded 

from this essay), and/or by the application of emotive and moral enhancements. (Eberl, J.T., 

2014) 

 

Military Use: 

Military use refers simply enough to the use of human enhancement technologies for military 

purposes like small-scale combat or large-scale tactical warfare. Examples of HETs in 

military use are powered exoskeletons to boost stamina and (speculatively) the use of moral 

enhancements to produce „better‟ soldiers. Military use can be perceived both as a good or as 

a bad, since (for example) on one hand enhanced military could mean more soldiers surviving 

a battle, while on the other it could mean military becoming too powerful to be controlled or 

held accountable. For this essay I‟ve chosen to account this as something negative by 

applying the perspective that any aspects that could be perceived as beneficial military use 

belongs to another category. (Lin, P., 2013; European Parliament, 2009, p. 107-109). 

 

Psychological Issues: 

Psychological issues refers to greatly varying forms of psychological issues caused by human 

enhancement, ranging from self-alienation (caused perhaps by aesthetic enhancements) to 

moral degradation (speculatively via the use of moral enhancements). (Eberl, J.T., 2014) 

 

Evolutionary Extinction: 

So-called evolutionary extinction refers to the extinction of the human species as a biological 
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entity through the application of human enhancement technologies to the point where the 

human biological species is no longer recognizable or traceable. Evolutionary extinction does 

not (necessarily) entail the killing of human beings, but rather entails a speculative scenario in 

which human beings transform themselves to non-human beings (for example posthumans) by 

the application of human enhancement technologies. (Bostrom, N., et al., 1999) 

 

Absolute Extinction: 

Absolute extinction, in contrast to evolutionary extinction, is the absolute and total 

annihilation of the human species caused, by one way or another, through the application of 

human enhancement technologies. Exactly how this can be achieved varies from 

environmental destruction to war-related causes, caused by the application of human 

enhancement technologies. (Bostrom, N., 2002). 

 

Overpopulation: 

Overpopulation refers to a state in which, caused by the application of human enhancement 

technologies, human beings become so populous that the resources needed to sustain the 

population become so great that it causes, among other things, resource-disparity and 

environmental destruction. This could speculatively be achieved by HETs increasing the 

average lifespan of human beings on a large enough scale to cause a heightened population 

increase (given that the current rate of child births remained the same or high enough). 

(Bostrom, N. Roache, R. 2008; Bostrom, N., et al., 1999) 

 

Technology Addiction/Dependency: 

Technology Addiction or Technology Dependency refers to the state of someone becoming 

addicted to or dependent upon a certain human enhancement technology in one way or 

another, ranging from need of HETs to feel satisfied or happy or becoming addicted to the 

idea of constantly needing new HETs. (Eberl, J.T., 2014) 

 

Malfunction: 

Malfunction refers to the negative impact of a malfunctioning or poorly designed HET, like a 

robotic prosthesis „acting out‟ and harming someone or causing damage (among many, many 

other things). (Eberl, J.T., 2014) 

 

Positive Aspects 

 

Physiological well-being: 

Physiological well-being refers to the state of a „satisfactory‟ or even a „heightened‟ state of a 

human being‟s physiological state, like bodily health, caused by the application of human 

enhancement technologies, as deemed either objectively by a medical professional or 

subjectively from the perspective of the enhanced individual. An example of a HET causing 

physiological well-being can be a medical implant that helps the blood flow or that 

strengthens the immune system. (Eberl, J.T., 2014) 
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Psychological well-being: 

Psychological well-being refers to the state of a „satisfactory‟ or even a „heightened‟ state of 

psychological well-being caused by the application of human enhancement technologies, as 

deemed either objectively by a medical or psychological professional, or subjectively from the 

perspective of the enhanced individual. An example of a HET causing psychological well-

being can be an emotive or a moral enhancement that helps reverse the effects or the cause of 

depression. (Eberl, J.T., 2014) 

 

Danger Reduction: 

Danger Reduction refers to an otherwise dangerous situation becoming less dangerous or not 

dangerous at all through the application of human enhancement technologies. An example of 

this could be using advanced prostheses to reduce damage caused by falling or by high-speed 

car crashes (because the prostheses are more resilient than the human counterpart). 

 

Life-extension: 

Life-extension refers to the use of human enhancement technologies to extend the lifespan of 

a human being. An example of this could be using a physical enhancement that counteracted 

natural aging. It is worth nothing that for this essay I have decided to perceive life-extension 

as a positive aspect even though it could be perceived as a form of something negative, like 

for example a social risk in the form of widespread life-extension causing overpopulation. 

(PCB, 2003, p. 279-299; Cortese, F. (2013) The reason for this perspective on life-extension 

is because I view any negative aspects that could come by life-extension, like overpopulation, 

to be separate issues. 

 

Immortality: 

Immortality refers to a state of being in which a human being cannot die. This can refer to 

either being unable to die of aging, being unable to die of disease, being unable to die due to 

physical harm, any mix of these, or all combined. Transhumanists support the achievement of 

immortality based on their extremely liberal perspective, or as Bostrom, N., et al. (1999) put 

it, “The transhumanist position on the ethics of death is crystal clear: death should be 

voluntary.”. On the opposing side exist a wide range of “deathist” arguments that state the 

undesirability of immortality based on (for example) notions that immortality would be boring 

(Fischer, J.M., Mitchell-Yellin, B., 2014) or, similarly to arguments against life-extension, 

that immortality would cause overpopulation. (PCB, 2003, p. 279-299; Cortese, F. (2013) 

 

 

Concepts from the Enhancement Debate 
 

Here I present a few concepts that I‟ve found to be reoccurring in the enhancement debate. 

These are not aspects that I will attempt to analyze in my interviews, but rather concepts that 

may be important to understand when analyzing and discussing the positive and negative 

aspects that come with Human Enhancement Technologies. 

 



19 

 

Regulation 

 

One rather major debate point in the Human Enhancement debate is the regulation debate, as 

in what enhancements should be regulated or banned, to what extent, and why some (or all) 

enhancements should be more or less regulated, with stances ranging from no regulation at all 

from the more extreme transhumanist and bioliberal debaters, to full ban on all forms of 

enhancement (but not the technologies if used for therapeutic purposes) on the extreme side of 

the bioconservatist debaters, with arguably the vast majority of debaters finding their place 

somewhere in the middle with very varying arguments and rationale, ranging from anti-

regulation arguments based on the right to morphological freedom by transhumanists and 

bioliberals (Sandberg, A. 2001), to partial regulation based on concerns regarding individual 

health (both physical and psychological) by the „middle-grounders‟(PCB, 2003, p. 277-278; 

Eberl, J.T., 2014), to large-scale bans based on fears of misuse and abuse(PCB, 2003, p. 278-

283), to full ban arguments based on concerns regarding „dehumanisation‟ and „moral 

decline‟ (PCB, 2003, p. 284-299). 

 

Morphological Freedom 

 

Morphological freedom is a concept probably coined by prominent transhumanist Max More 

in his 1993 article “Technological Self-Transformation: Expanding Personal Extropy” that he 

defined as, “The ability to alter bodily form at will through technologies such as surgery, 

genetic engineering, nanotechnology, uploading.”. This concept was then further developed 

by, among others, Anders Sandberg and Nick Bostrom to a proposed civil and ethical right of 

all human beings to alter or modify their own bodies at their own accord to any extent they 

deem desirable (Bostrom, N., 2005; Sandberg, A., 2001). 

 

Therapy vs Enhancement 

 

The therapy versus enhancement debate is something of a core subject in the debate regarding 

Human Enhancement, and regards the problematic distinction between therapy, that is the 

traditional use of many HETs to heal and restore, and enhancement, which is to improve 

beyond the „normal‟ as in not to restore, and the interpretations and implications of this 

distinction. (European Parliament, 2009; Coenen, C., 2010; Colleton, L., 2008; McNamee, 

M., 2007; PCB, 2003, p. 13; Cole-Turner, R. et al, 2011) 

 

Ethical & Philosophical Reasons 

 

There exist an almost neverending amount of ethical and philosophical perspectives and takes 

on the Human Enhancement debate that surge through debater‟s rationale and opinions, with 

basis and claims in and from everything from religion (Cole-Turner, R. et al, 2011) to modern 

humanism (Bostrom, N., et al. 1999) to futurism (Kurzweil, R., 2005) to Thomism (Eberl, 

J.T., 2014), and there‟s speculatively no end to the amount of valid perspectives there can be 

on Human Enhancement given its wide social, ethical and philosophical implications and its 

multi-disciplinary nature. 
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„Humanity‟ and Dehumanisation 

 

A frequent topic in the Human Enhancement debate is the one regarding what a human being 

is or isn‟t, and whether or not - and if so, how - a human beings can have their „humanity‟ 

reduced or even lost, be it in a biological sense or in a philosophical or even spiritual sense, 

with Transhumanists arguing for a view that what entails „humanity‟ is that which is 

„humane‟, and as such has little (if anything) to do with the biological human being (which 

they perceive as moldable) (Bostrom, N., et al. 1999)(Schweiker, W., 2010). More 

bioconservatist rationale argues on the other hand of a direct relationship between the 

biological human being and „being human‟, and as such view the technological augmentation 

of human beings as being „dehumanizing‟. (Culbertson, L., 2007, p. 209-211)  

 

Social Implications 

 

There are many speculated and argued-for implications on society regarding the advent of 

Human Enhancement. Positive outlooks describe human society flourishing due to the 

widespread use of HETs (Bostrom, N., et al., 1999), whereas negative outlooks points out (for 

example) potentially extreme threats to equality (Wilson, J., 2007). 

 

„Designer Babies‟ 

 

The concept of so-called “designer babies” regards the ability of parents to via the use of 

technology decide the qualities and attributes of their children, like their sexuality, looks, 

intelligence or preference of activity. The negative aspects of it regard (for example) issues of 

individual liberty the „sanctity‟ of childhood, whereas the potentially positive aspects regard 

the ability to prevent birth defects and hereditary diseases or the benefits of stronger, smarter, 

healthier and/or more successful (what entails „success‟ in this regard is purposely subjective) 

children.(PCB, 2003, p. 25-92)(European Parliament, 2009, p. 71-80) 
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Result & Analysis 
 

In this section I will present and analyze the interviews I‟ve conducted in relation to the 

theoretical framework I‟ve presented in the Theory chapter. To see the interviews as they 

were, see Attachment 3. The names of the interviewees have been pseudo named to heroes, 

creatures and deities from Greek Mythology of my interviewees choosing (Greek Mythology 

was chosen because I enjoy and is fascinated by it, and for no other reason). 

 

In this first part of the Result/Analysis I will try to limit my analysis for more transparency 

into the interviews themselves. 

 

Positive Aspects 
 

Athena mentioned or responded positively to the following positive aspects throughout our 

interview: 

 

Therapy: On the topics of prostheses; “give me better and more proper sight, it can give 

others the opportunity to write and walk.”, BCIs; “he couldn't either move or speak and 

he used it as a way of communicating”; and Medical Implants; “Fix a skull after a failed 

(or lucky) gunshot, a leg and many other things”; she mentioned the potential ability to 

restore lost functionality. On the topic of Powered Exoskeletons she mentioned rehabilitation; 

“I like it in the matter being able to help people to rehabilitate”. On the topics of Genetic 

Engineering; “As in a way of treating diseases then I like it, if it would be able to fix 

cancer then I would love it.”, and Physical Performance Enhancements; ““If we would be 

more resistant to diseases”, she mentioned disease prevention and curing. 

 

Sense Enhancement: Athena responded positively to the concept of having boosted senses, 

saying that; “Eyesight, reaction and hearing could be things that are good to have, even 

beneficial. To see further and better in dark while driving, having a better peripheral 

vision and reaction could lower the accidents among not only cars and other motor 

driven vehicles.”. She did however voice a word of caution regarding sense sensitivity; “If 

your hearing is enhanced then you might hear more than once should have and have a 

harder time for the eyes to accept the change between dark and light.” 

 

Self-realization: Athena mentioned in passing that people who chose to do Aesthetic 

Enhancements; “often look far more happy than those who haven't done anything to 

their body.”, which could be viewed as the ability of self-realization. She also mentions that 

the opposite could happen. 

 

Artistic and Intellectual Expression: Athena mentioned that; “it means that someone has at 

sometime thought outside the box”, in regards to Aesthetic Enhancements, and said that; 

“Since I am one of those who love art and therein even body art as in tattoos, I like it”, 
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about Body Modifications, which can be viewed as a support for being able to further express 

oneself intellectually and artistically. 

 

Health Improvement: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements when being asked 

about health improvement she mentioned positively that, “If we would be more resistant to 

diseases”. She was however concerned for any following overpopulation that may stem from 

it. 

 

Danger Reduction: On the topic of Powered Exoskeletons she mentioned being able to; 

“reduce the risk of damage in long falls as in parachute jumping”, and on the topic of 

„superhuman‟ powers and abilities she mentioned, “firemen to resist fire, policemen resist 

bullets and so forth”. 

 

Aphrodite mentioned or responded positively to the following positive aspects throughout our 

interview: 

 

Therapy: On the topics of Prostheses; “I think they are a great adaptive tool for those that 

need them”, Medical Implants; “I think they're useful for the people who need them!”, 

Drugs; “ionly for ailments that either save one's life or function in their daily lives”, 

Genetic Engineering; “if genetic engineering is less risky than the alternative when only 

being used for health purposes, I can't say I'm against that.”, Physical Performance 

Enhancement; “if one is in a state of weakened health, absolutely”, Cognitive 

Enhancements; “function that was impaired”, and Emotive Enhancements; “I'm 

completely for it. I suffer from anxiety and depression that stem from my bipolar 

disorder. That cycle is hell, and I'm in favor of anything that can help relieve that”, 

Aphrodite mentioned being able to use HETs for therapeutic purposes. 

 

Danger Reduction: On the topics of BCIs she mentioned the ability to reduce danger; “a great 

tool for rescue efforts and the like, if the environment was too dangerous for humans to 

engage”. 

 

Emotion Control: On the topic of Emotive Enhancements she mentioned favorably the ability 

to control emotions; “I'm completely for it. I suffer from anxiety and depression that 

stem from my bipolar disorder. That cycle is hell, and I'm in favor of anything that can 

help relieve that”. 

 

 

Nike mentioned or responded positively to the following positive aspects throughout our 

interview: 

 

Therapy: On the topics of Prostheses; “I think they're an excellent investment in human 

technology.”, BCIs; “for complicated and/or delicate tasks like surgery”, Medical 

Implants; “I wouldn't be walking, much less fighting in a cage or dancing, without 

them.”, Drugs; “I see the benefits of drugs that ease ailments, aid in fighting infection 
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and providing relief from pain”, Genetic Engineering; “genetic engineering could be used 

to target hereditary diseases or conditions.”, and on Physical Performance Enhancement; 

“Absolutely yes.”, Nike mentioned or responded positively to using HETs for therapeutic 

purposes. 

 

Danger Reduction: On the topics of Powered Exoskeletons; “in jobs that are dangerous, 

like drilling, mining, construction, iron working, etc.”, and on BCIs, “for jobs that are 

dangerous.”, she mentioned using HETs to reduce danger/be used for dangerous tasks. 

 

Space Exploration: On the topic of Powered Exoskeletons she mentioned them being used to, 

“allow us to explore as yet unknown areas of the Earth and the space around us.”. 

 

Learning: On the topics of Medical Implants; “something that makes learning easier.”, and 

Cognitive Enhancements; “Memory, understanding, skill, adaption, learning.”, she 

mentioned using HETs to improve learning. 

 

Heightened State of Experience: On the topic of Drugs she said; “I find that the human 

need for escape or a heightened state of experience is natural.”. 

 

Self-realization: On the topic of Aesthetic Enhancements, Nike mentioned that, “It's they 

who must enjoy the image in the mirror at the end of the day.”, which can be interpreted 

as the ability to realize one‟s own desired self-image (which may fail). 

 

Improved Health: On the topics of Genetic Engineering; “Were they being modified to 

promote health, it would be a great concept.”, and Physical Performance Enhancements; 

“Absolutely yes.”, she mentioned and responded positively to the concept of improving 

health (it‟s worth noting here that her core reason to regulate was regarding health protection). 

 

Sense Enhancement: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements she was supportive 

of enhancing the senses, “I think sense-boosters would be beneficial.”. 

 

Cognitive Enhancement: On the topic of Cognitive Enhancements she voiced great support of 

enhancing people‟s cognitive abilities, even going so far as to saying that, “I believe most of 

the world's problems could be solved by higher levels of intelligence.”. 

 

(World) Peace and Prosperity: On the topic of Cognitive Enhancements she stated that, “I 

firmly believe true human peace and progress will be reached only with a massive 

decline in ignorance.”, and that, “I believe most of the world's problems could be solved 

by higher levels of intelligence.”, which in relation to her support of Cognitive 

Enhancements can be interpreted as a belief that Human Enhancement could achieve of help 

progress toward (World) Peace and Prosperity. 

 

Work Enhancement: On the topics of Powered Exoskeletons; “And in jobs that are 

dangerous, like drilling, mining, construction, iron working, etc.”, Physical Performance 
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Enhancements; “Even in my job, enhancing the performance of my muscles, lungs - 

really anything - would make work easier to do and easier to handle, physically.”, and 

Moral Enhancements; “maybe for doctors, police, lawyers, judges; people whose jobs are 

reliant upon their level of morality.”, she mentioned HETs being positively used to make 

work easier or more efficient. 

 

„Superpowers‟: On the topic of „superpowers‟, Nike mentioned many positive uses for such 

powers; “Xray vision, only for those whose jobs require the ability, like chiropractors, 

surgeons, doctors, underground engineers, miners. They would have to be activatable on 

the job site.”; “Mind reading, activatable by judges.”; “Magnetic or telekinesis, 

activatable based on job requirements.”. 

 

 

Perseus mentioned or responded positively to the following positive aspects throughout our 

interview: 

 

Therapy: On the topics of Prostheses; “I think it's totally acceptable to apply to persons. In 

that way, they feel less disabled and more comfortably.”, Medical Implants; “when I have 

a fracture to be healed.”, and Drugs; “those should be allowed”, Perseus mentioned 

positively using HETs for therapeutic purposes. 

 

Danger Reduction: On the topic of Powered Exoskeletons he mentioned using Powered 

Exoskeletons to, “helping survive dangerous environments”. 

 

Identification: On the topic of Medical Implants he mentioned having chips implanted (under 

the skin) to be used for identification; “a chip implanted in the body. That chip will 

contain all information about yourself”. 

 

Science: On the topic of Genetic Engineering he said; “You can find a lot of new interesting 

thing and more understanding Nature”, which can be interpreted as a belief that it 

(GE/HETs) could be used to boost our scientific understanding of the world. (It is worth 

noting that he was otherwise very much against Genetic Engineering). 

 

Improve Health: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements he responded positively 

to using HETs to improve health, stating that; “seems legit. If you know how to control it 

and it works out well, why not.”. 

 

Sense Enhancement: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements he responded very 

positively to enhancing the senses, stating that; “That would be awesome.”, and; “it could 

allow us to sense things we normally couldn't”. 

 

Cognitive Enhancements: On the topic of Cognitive Enhancements he responded positively to 

enhancing people‟s cognitive abilities, stating that; “It seems a good thing to do”, and “All I 
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can see are positive things like gaining more knowledge.”, while noting that, “too much 

would make you understand too much and become crazy.”. 
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Negative Aspects 
 

Athena mentioned or responded negatively to the following negative aspects throughout our 

interview: 

 

War & Military: On the topic of Powered Exoskeletons Athena said that she; “don't like the 

usage of it in war.”.  

 

Addiction and Dependency: On the topic of Genetic Engineering she mentioned the 

possibility of becoming dependent on enhancements; “I would love to fix myself as if I 

werea character from "Sims", but I also believe that if it were that easy, then people 

would never be happy about what they are and all would do modifications”. 

 

Technology Addiction: On the topic of Cognitive Enhancement; “I'm not fond of having 

anything temporary because we would get addicted”, and Emotive Enhancement; “To get 

rid of sadness a day which you feel sad, would just make you want to use it the next time 

and next time for longer and longer periods of time. You would at last not be able to feel 

happiness on your own and you would get addicted. It would a drug.”, she mentioned the 

possibility of becoming addicted to HETs. 

 

Mental Breakdown: On the topics of Body Modification; “do believe that in some cases, as 

in changing size or figure of your body that one should have had a meeting with a 

psychiatrist first, to be able to make sure that you won't go and destroy yourself 

mentally.”, and Physical Performance Enhancements; “We would be a race of people who 

would be afraid of everything that exist because they wouldn't be sure of the next mental 

breakdown given by others. Run down or abuse.”, she mentioned the possibility of HETs 

causing or severing the effects of mental breakdowns. 

 

Power Abuse: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements; “We would be a race of 

people who would be afraid of everything that exist because they wouldn't be sure of the 

next mental breakdown given by others. Run down or abuse.”, Social Aspects; “Some 

might even be as radical and alter their mood so that wrath would take overhand, for 

fun.”, and Posthumanity; “I believe that in some cases it would backfire and they would 

abuse it”, she mentioned the possibility of HETs causing or severing the effects of power 

abuse. 

 

Overpopulation: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements she mentioned, while 

on the sub-topic of health improvement, that; “I do not like it if the age would be longer, 

not because I despise the human race for any reason, but for the over population that we 

are going towards.” 

 

Identity/Personality Loss: On the topic of Body Modification; “f you change your nose, your 

eyes, ears, chin, cheek, breast, butt, stomach and so on, then you wouldn't be you. You 

would be a picture of what you want to be, but you wouldn't be you. I believe that once 
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you've started to do that, then you are more or less lost since you do not feel good about 

yourself and most likely never will”, Cognitive Enhancements; “I don't think it would be 

a good idea to do, too little of ourselves would be left”, Emotive Enhancements; 

“Shouldn't be done. To alter one's emotions would be to alter one's personality. 

Absolutely not control”, and Moral Enhancements; “We should not alter our character 

and persona, we wouldn't be ourselves anymore.”, she mentioned the possibility of 

enhancements causing an identity or personality loss. 

 

Social Disruption: On the topic of Social Aspects she mentioned the possibility of social 

disruption; “People would change themselves to look like their favourite celebrity or the 

person they think they want to be or others want them to be. We would be happy for the 

moment and then most likely go down, get away that sad emotion and then be a zombie, 

a mindless puppet without money and without the feeling of loneliness or cold or 

whatever a person might decide to get rid of. Some might even be as radical and alter 

their mood so that wrath would take overhand, for fun.” 

 

Power Inequality: On the topic of Social Aspects, under the sub-topic of how enhanced 

humans would perceive the non-enhanced, she said that; “As rich perceived poor people 

before our time. Weak and poor with no future.”.  

 

Immortality: On the question regarding the achievement of immortality in the Posthumanity 

topic, she answered adamantly; “Absolutely not.”. (See Overpopulation for likely cause) 

 

Dehumanization: On the topics of Physical Performance Enhancements; “A race in whole, I 

do not like, for it would put us more and more as a half bred than a human.”, and 

Posthumanity; “I believe that they lose the "human" part of them as soon as they start to 

modify their mind, their body is just a device for the mind and what your body really 

looks like shouldn't matter, for it is the mind that makes it.”, she mentioned the possibility 

of losing one‟s „humanity‟. 

 

Meaninglessness: On the topic of Social Aspects she mentioned the possibility of people 

using HETs to make life „meaningless‟; “People would change themselves to look like their 

favourite celebrity or the person they think they want to be or others want them to be. 

We would be happy for the moment and then most likely go down, get away that sad 

emotion and then be a zombie, a mindless puppet without money and without the feeling 

of loneliness or cold or whatever a person might decide to get rid of.” 

 

Emotion Control: On the topic of Emotive Enhancements she said that, “Shouldn't be done. 

To alter one's emotions would be to alter one's personality. Absolutely not control”. 

 

 

Aphrodite mentioned or responded negatively to the following negative aspects throughout 

our interview: 
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Poor Design & Malfunction: On the topics of Powered Exoskeletons; “My main concern 

would be some kind of freak malfunction where the exoskeleton suddenly rotates it's 

upper structure and ends up killing or paralyzing me by twisting my spine.”, and 

Aesthetic Enhancements; “If the technology isn't flawed”, Aphrodite mentioned the 

possibility of HETs malfunctioning. 

 

Harmful Effects: On the topic Drugs she mentioned; “but I'm not fond of taking one drug, 

then having to take six more to combat the side effects. Then more drugs on top of that 

to combat any additional side effects.”, and that; “We have no guarantee of it's long term 

effects”, which can be interpreted as the possibility of there being harmful effects associated 

with HETs. 

 

Unnatural: On the topics of Drugs; “I'm a holistic, natural remedy fan.”, and Genetic 

Engineering; “I refuse to become a part of the culture of altering genetics. Nature has it's 

way for a reason.”, she mentioned or reasoned from a nature/natural perspective. 

 

Competitive Unfairness: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements, when asked 

about where she thought that such enhancements shouldn‟t be allowed, she answered, “In 

something like sports.”, which can be interpreted as being negatively inclined toward HETs 

providing an unfair competitive edge. 

 

Meaninglessness: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements she said that; “Why 

practice or work toward something when you can just go get your capabilities tweaked”, 

which can be interpreted as HETs being used to make life „meaningless‟. 

 

Identity/Personality Loss: On the topic of Moral Enhancements she mentioned the possibility 

of losing one‟s identity or personality; “they kind of change the person who you are- your 

authentic self. You may not like "the new you", or forever feel like you're living a lie.”. 

 

Power Inequality: On the topic of Social Aspects she mentioned the possibility of there being 

power inequality caused by the use of HETs; “think it would have an adverse effect on 

those that didn't have the means to obtain this technology”. 

 

Power Abuse: On the topic of Posthumanity she mentioned the possibility of power abuse via 

the use of HETs; “I think it would be widely misused”, and that, “it wouldn't be worth the 

risk, and probability, of being used maliciously.”. 

 

Overpopulation: On the topic of Posthumanity she said that; “Not to mention the imbalance 

of human population it would create.”. 

 

Immortality: When asked if she thought human beings should achieve immortality on the 

topic of Posthumanity she answered; “I'd say no. It would be misused and eventually 

regretted. Not to mention the imbalance of human population it would create.”. 

 



29 

 

Addiction & Dependency: On the topic of Drugs she mentioned that, “I have an addictive 

personality so I've also made poor choices based on dependency.”, which can be 

interpreted as the possibility of becoming addicted to or dependent on HETs. 

 

 

Nike mentioned or responded negatively to the following negative aspects throughout our 

interview: 

 

Physical Degradation: On the topic of BCIs Nike mentioned the possibility of the human body 

degrading due to the use of HETs; “Also, with extraordinary advancement, it may 

promote a lack of physical activity which is necessary for health”. 

 

Poor Design & Malfunction: On the topic of BCIs she said that; “The human brain has too 

many thoughts. How would the computer be able to determine which thoughts were 

commands and which were errant daydreams?”, which can be interpreted as the 

possibility of HETs being poorly or insufficiently designed. 

 

Harmful Effects: On the topics of Drugs; “The problem arises that certain forms of 

synthetic drugs are harmful or degenerative. Especially in excessive consumption.”, 

Physical Performance Enhancements; “stress it may put on the brain or body.”, and 

Cognitive Enhancements; “as long as it didn't get to a point where the brain was 

overwhelmed”, she mentioned the possibility of there being direct harmful effects associated 

with HET use. 

 

Addiction: On the topics of Genetic Engineering; “big corporations like Monsanto are 

genetically altering food to make them bigger, more colorful, more flavorful and even 

addictive.”, and Emotive Enhancements; “Damming that flow of emotion could cause 

addictive and unhealthy habits.”, she mentioned the possibility of addiction being caused 

by the use of HETs. 

 

Competitive Unfairness: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements she mentioned, 

while being asked where she thought such enhancements should be disallowed; “except in 

competitive sports like the Olympics.”, which can be interpreted as a negative stance toward 

unfair competition advantages being granted via the use of HETs. 

 

Emotion Control: On the topic of Emotive Enhancements she argued against using such 

enhancements for emotion control; “I feel that a person's quality of life is dependent upon 

the natural sway of emotions. Controlling or modifying them may actually result in 

significant deterioration of, say, joie de vivre.”; “Damming that flow of emotion could 

cause addictive and unhealthy habits.”, and that; “focusing on controlling any emotion I 

feel would be detrimental.”. 

 

Quality of Life Reduction: On the topic of Emotive Enhancements she mentioned the 

possibility of HETs reducing the quality of life; “I feel that a person's quality of life is 
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dependent upon the natural sway of emotions. Controlling or modifying them may 

actually result in significant deterioration of, say, joie de vivre.”. (Note: “joie the vivre” is 

a French phrase often used in English to express a cheerful enjoyment of life). 

 

Power Abuse: On the topic of Moral Enhancements she said that, “I think if someone chose 

to have a higher standard of morals, the only person it could hurt would be themselves 

because they would be at the mercy of those without said enhancements.”, which can be 

interpreted as the possibility of being power abuse (admittedly a reverse kind here from what 

I‟ve noted in literature and from my other interviewees) caused by the use of HETs. 

 

Social Disruption: On the topic of Social Aspects she mentioned the possibility of there being 

social disruption, mainly in between the enhanced and the non-enhanced; “Religious groups 

will certainly find ways to make HETs "evil,"”; “Exactly the same way they reacted to 

tattoos and piercings,”; “many enhanced individuals would feel superior to natural 

individuals.”, and; “Some, however, would be akin to those with money, now. Rude, 

condescending. Maybe some wouldn't be blatant about it, but they would be disgusted 

by those without enhancements or with "cheap" enhancements.”. 

 

Immortality: When being asked if she thought that human beings should achieve immortality 

on the final topic of Posthumanity she said that; “No. Death is natural population control.”, 

and that; “Our bodies use energy and resources (like oxygen) that are necessary to give 

back to be renewed. Perhaps a longer lifespan, from 90 years to 150 years, but not real 

immortality. Even trees have to die.”. 

 

 

Perseus mentioned or responded negatively to the following negative aspects throughout our 

interview: 

 

War & Military: On the topics of Powered Exoskeletons; “You can't produce 1000s of them 

for creating an army, that could have desastrous consequences.”, and Physical 

Performance Enhancements; “people start to think they have superpowers and stand 

above the human race. This leads to opression, war etc.”, Perseus mentioned the 

possibility of negative military use and even war being caused by HETs. 

 

Physical Degradation: On the topic of BCIs he mentioned the possibility of the human body 

degrading due to the use of HETs; “You see if you only start using a BCI, you coherention 

of Brain and Body are slowly going to weaken or to disappear.” 

 

Addiction: On the topic of Drugs he mentioned the possibility of addiction; “Hard Drugs 

and soft drugs like Alcohol, Herione, speed etc. are really really bad and addicting”. 

 

Unnatural: On the topic of Drugs; “Like all the medical pills and shit we have to take when 

we're ill, they all contain chemical stuff that harm our body; in most tiny way and most 

large way.”, Genetic Engineering; “know your limits with experimenting with DNA”, and; 
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“Humans should accept how life can appear”, and Body Modification; “tongue splitting is 

just awful. I'm getting chills if I think about it. That is really unnatural.”, he mentioned 

or argued from a perspective of pro-nature/pro-natural, which can be interpreted as there 

being aspects of Human Enhancement that is „unnatural‟. 

 

Harmful Effects: On the topic of Aesthetic Enhancements he mentioned the possibility of 

there being harmful effects associated with HETs; “For instance, your body can't handle 

the enhancement, or simply die because the enhancement contains dangerous "stuff" 

that are toxic.”. 

 

Dehumanization: On the topics of Physical Performance Enhancements; “Humans could be 

extremely physically enhanced and become not only human but something else too. If we 

fail to do something about that, that species will take over Earth.”, and Posthumanity 

when asked if he thought people could use HETs to no longer be „human‟; “Yes of course. 

That will surely happen in the far future.”, he responded in ways that can be interpreted as 

there being a possibility for dehumanization caused by the use of HETs. 

 

Evolutionary Extinction: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements he said that, 

““Humans could be extremely physically enhanced and become not only human but 

something else too. If we fail to do something about that, that species will take over 

Earth.”, which can be interpreted as the human race going evolutionary extinct. 

 

Power Abuse: On the topic of Physical Performance Enhancements he said that, “Like I said 

before, people start to think they have superpowers and stand above the human race. 

This leads to opression, war etc.”, which can be interpreted as there being power abuse 

caused by the use of HETs. 

 

Mental Breakdown: On the topic of Cognitive Enhancements he said that; “too much would 

make you understand too much and become crazy.”, which can be interpreted as there 

being a risk of mental breakdowns caused by HETs. 

 

Emotion Control: On the topic of Emotive Enhancements he said that, “Not a good idea at 

all. Humans will get too much artificial emotions I guess. It is best to exerience them like 

we do now.”, which can be interpreted as a stance against emotion control. 

 

Identity/Personality Loss: On the topic of Moral Enhancements he said that, “I think he 

shouldn't just change his personality by technology.”; “I think they should just learn 

more about moral of others to change their own moral.”, and that; “he would be another 

person.”, which can be interpreted as there being a possibility of a loss of identity or 

personality caused by the use of HETs. 

 

Social Disruption: On the topic of Social Aspects when asked what he thought would happen 

to society if HETs were introduced (overnight); “I think our society would be completely 

turned upside down.”, and that; “all Religion would declare that demons from Hell 
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arrived. The government would be extremely strict to the use of them. And people itself 

would be turned into both astonishing and afraid.”, which can be interpreted as there 

being a risk of social disruption (or even social upheaval) caused by HETs. 

 

Immortality: When asked if he believed that human beings should achieve immortality on the 

topic of Posthumanity, he answered; “I think that people shouldn't attain Immortality. No 

one deserves to live forever. Life was given, and Death has an answer to Life”. 
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Discussion 
 

Firstly, regarding the perceived positive aspects that my interviewees mentioned:  

 

I believe it‟s possible to safely conclude that all 4 interviewees were supportive of Human 

Enhancement Technologies being used for therapeutic purposes in nearly all regards given 

that they all mentioned it several times, even though this technically is not the purpose of 

HETs (see the Enhancement Types Table in the Theory section). There were however 

exceptions to this, which were if there were no (or arguably few or mild) detrimental effects 

and side effects, and if it was less risky than an alternative procedure. My 4
th

 interviewee, 

Perseus, also stated negativity towards using Genetic Engineering for therapeutic purposes, 

which I find interesting since my 2
nd

 interviewee, Aphrodite, did not and she was heavily 

against all uses of Genetic Engineering except when a GE therapeutic procedure was safer 

than an alternative one.  

All four were also in support of HETs being used for danger reduction purposes, although it 

was only mentioned in relationship to either Powered Exoskeletons or BCIs, of which the 

former I have in retrospect begun to question as to whether or not it can be considered a HET 

in accordance to the European Parliament‟s (2009) definition of HETs, and of which the latter 

was in regards to remote control robots. This makes a conclusion regarding danger reduction 

troublesome, since it could mean that my interviewees were not actually for danger reduction 

if done using actual HETs, but I deem positively in the direction that they were so inclined but 

simply visualized it in non-enhancing ways. 

As to more „actual‟ enhancements, the strongest support I found was for enhancement of the 

senses and for health improvement, both of which 3 out of 4 supported, with the 4
th

 in both 

cases being Aphrodite who disliked the prospect of enhancement in nearly all forms. The only 

arguments against sense enhancements were if the senses became overloaded or oversensitive, 

which can be „written off‟ as a design matter since they did not mention any other limit to it, 

and that there‟s no argument that technologies being used should be safe to use. And on health 

the argument against was against the potential overpopulation it could cause. 

After this there were 3 other positive aspects which had support of half of my interviewees: 

Learning, Cognitive Enhancements in general, and the ability of Self-realization. Learning 

was supported by Nike and Perseus, the former much more and much „louder‟ than the latter, 

and the only remote argument I found regarding that to caution that the mind was not 

overloaded with information, which once again can be written off as a design matter. 

Cognitive Enhancements in general were also supported by both Nike and Perseus, and whose 

only argument against it once again regarded caution not to overload the mind. On this topic 

the other two, Athena and Aphrodite, held rather strong positions against Cognitive 

Enhancements, with Athena being somewhat supportive of „human‟ amounts in regard to 

memory and concentration enhancements but was immensely against intelligence 

enhancements since it risked altering someone‟s mind (which she was immensely against 

throughout the interview), whereas Aphrodite argued for it to be used only therapeutically. 

And the ability to self-realize oneself was somewhat indirectly supported by Nike and Athena; 

however it‟s worth noting that all 4 interviewees mentioned the possibility of identity or 

personality loss (see the following negative aspects section). 
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Then there was the peculiar case of Aphrodite considering that Emotion Control and Emotive 

Enhancements was a good thing, whereas both Athena and Perseus were strongly against it 

and even Nike, who were otherwise supportive and optimistic about all enhancements, had 

her main objections in regards to emotion control. The reason Aphrodite stated was that given 

her bipolar disorder (which Nike also mentioned she had) she wanted the option to be able to 

combat it and that, “here's no such thing as needing sadness to know happiness in my 

opinion.”. I find it interesting that an individual otherwise so against enhancement to be for 

this enhancement type which was at large together with Moral Enhancements the most 

disliked enhancement type by my interviewees. 

Beyond this there were some aspects that were only supported or mentioned by one of my 

interviewees: Space Exploration, Identification, Work Enhancement, Science, Heightened 

State of Experience, Artistic and Intellectual Expression, Superpowers and (World) Peace and 

Prosperity. 

 

Secondly, regarding the negative aspects my interviewees perceived of: 

 

There were 3 issues that all my interviewees mentioned in regards to Human Enhancement: 

The possibility of becoming addicted to or dependent on HETs, either by developing an 

addiction or dependency to the effects of a certain HET or develop a need to continuously 

enhance oneself, was mentioned at varying degrees by all 4 interviewees, which is already a 

current issue (since both drugs and cosmetic surgery are forms of HETs) in our society, 

making it easily targetable. All 4 also perceived of a risk of power abuse, with both Athena 

and Perseus perceiving it as a major risk, which can also be easily related to current issues 

like police brutality, violent crime, political abuse, religious abuse and the like, all of which 

could become enhanced (as in worse) via the use of HETs. Finally all 4 also perceived of a 

danger of overpopulation being caused by the use of HETs, once again relatable to current 

issues since overpopulation caused by an increased lifespan is already an issue that could be 

worsened by the implementation of HETs. On top of this, all 4 were also varying degrees of 

negative towards the concept of achieving immortality, arguing either that people didn‟t 

deserve to live forever, that the consequent overpopulation would be disastrous, or argued 

from a so-called „deathist‟ perspective that death is natural and while it could be delayed to an 

extent shouldn‟t be entirely avoided. 

Beyond these there were 4 issues mentioned by 3 of my interviewees: First was the possibility 

of identity or personality loss, primarily mentioned in relationship to the use of Emotive or 

Moral Enhancements but also in regards to Body Modification and Aesthetic Enhancements, 

which only Nike didn‟t mention, and which contrasts with the previously mentioned potential 

benefit of self-realization. The second one was emotion control, which interestingly enough 

was mentioned as a benefit by Aphrodite in the previous section, but that the other 3 distinctly 

were against – even Nike who was otherwise positive towards all other forms of 

enhancements – based on the arguments that emotion control could destroy who you were 

(see identity/personality loss) or that it could reduce your quality of life. Next was the 

potential for harmful effects, either direct effects or side effects, which only Athena didn‟t 

mention - she did however mention in great extent how HETs could be misused deliberately, 

which in a sense could be perceived as there being harmful effects associated with them. The 
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final issue that were mentioned by 3 of my interviewees was the potential for social 

disruption, which only Aphrodite didn‟t mentioned (she appeared more focused on individual 

issues at large), where it was argued that HETs could cause social issues like social distrust in 

between people (primarily enhanced and non-enhanced) and even social upheaval if the 

negative reactions to HETs were strong enough. 

Beyond this there were a number of issues mentioned by half my interviewee pool: The 

potential for negative military use and even warfare was mentioned briefly by Athena and 

Perseus, where the only argument that emerged beyond a mere general negative stance 

towards it was that the enhanced could start to feel superhuman and superior to others and 

would then (speculatively) wage war upon and oppress the non-enhanced. Then there was the 

related issue of power inequality (that did not manifest in a form of direct power abuse) which 

was mentioned by Athena and Aphrodite where the former related to the current issue of 

wealth inequality and the latter mentioned the possibility of those not being able to get 

enhancements would be disadvantaged. The possibility of mental breakdowns (and the related 

issues of enhanced human beings having mental breakdowns) was mentioned by Athena and 

Perseus, although not at great length. The possibility of dehumanization came up twice by 

Athena and Perseus, who argued in a negative way that human beings could become either 

non-human or more than human. Nike and Aphrodite did not agree with this however, and 

both argued that one‟s „humanity‟ cannot be lost, and that if any distinctly non-human species 

(in a biological sense) came into being via the use of HETs they should still be considered 

„human‟ since they were once human. The related issue of dehumanization came up also 

twice, but by Aphrodite and Perseus, where they argued from a perspective of natural 

wisdom, or as Aphrodite put it, “Nature has its way for a reason.”, which indirectly means 

there are aspects of Human Enhancement that is unnatural (and that‟s a bad thing). 

The potential for physical degradation was mentioned by Nike and Perseus, who both were 

concerned that excessive use of mind-controlled robotics would cause the bodies of the users 

to degrade due to a lack of physical activity, which can be easily related to the current issues 

of people who spend too much time in front of computers and not enough time being 

physically active. 

There was also the potential for competitive unfairness, which was mentioned by both Nike 

and Aphrodite, in relation to sports, where there‟s also a current issue in the form of athletes 

doping themselves for a competitive edge, which could be worsened by implementation of 

HETs. 

Athena and Aphrodite both mentioned the possibility of the use of HETs making life 

„meaningless‟, since technology could make the things that give life meaning too easy to 

achieve or that people could use HETs to remove the ability to experience the negative 

aspects of existing. 

And then the possibility of poor design and malfunctions was mentioned by Nike and 

Aphrodite, who were concerned that either some HETs would be unable to perform their tasks 

properly (and thus cause accidents or harm, assumedly) or that they could suddenly 

malfunction and cause harm.  

Beyond this there was also mention of quality of life reduction by Nike regarding Emotion 

Control, and the possibility of so-called evolutionary extinction by Perseus if a non-human or 

superhuman species came into being, which would then presumably take over the world. 
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Less specifically I believe we can see a general pattern of reasoning in my 4 interviewees, 

with Athena being generally supportive of all enhancements that doesn‟t risk alter someone‟s 

personality or mind which she considers sacrosanct while being at large concerned for how 

HETs could be abused. Aphrodite supports the use of HETs for therapeutic and aesthetic 

purposes, but considers using them for enhancement purposes to be bad based on a conviction 

in „nature‟s wisdom‟ except when used for emotion control which can on be attributed to her 

self-mentioned bipolar disorder as well has her supportiveness of therapeutic HETs, in which 

then Emotive Enhancements would be placed in accordance to her perspective. Nike was at 

large supportive and optimistic of all forms of enhancements and even thought that such far-

reaching goals as world peace and prosperity could be achieved by the use of such 

technology, which makes perfect sense in regards to her supportiveness of Jacque Fresco‟s 

concept of Resource-Based Economies where he believes that worldwide poverty, war and 

environmental destruction can be ended through technological means, and as such is only 

concerned about HETs being used to reduce someone‟s quality of life as opposed to 

improving it. Finally Perseus was overly concerned for how HETs could be used and abused 

to control and oppress the non-enhanced, and argued in several cases for a need to respect 

„nature‟s wisdom‟ and to not, to cite a popular bioconservatist phrase, “play God”. 

 

Finally if we relate back to the categories described in the Theory chapter we can see that 

while my interviewees mentioned nearly all categories (it‟s important to note here that some 

of the categories in the Theory chapter were more abstract than those in the interviews, 

creating a discrepancy between for example Physiological Well-being and Health 

Improvement), it was one that wasn‟t mentioned: Absolute Extinction. Which is interesting to 

note since it‟s possible to make the argument that extinction is a relatively frequent theme in 

dystopian science fiction and is also a current hot topic globally, yet no parallels between 

Human Enhancement and the possibility of absolute extinction were made by my 

interviewees. Evolutionary Extinction on the other hand was mentioned, but only once (which 

is also strange), and there were many and serious issues mentioned by all of my interviewees. 

Yet for some reason absolute extinction was not on the map, and I am uncertain as to why that 

was. Issues in my interview format, perhaps? Regardless, I find it more likely to ascertain that 

Absolute Extinction, while never explicitly mentioned, is a very conceivable outcome by all 

my interviewees and that it was more likely chance that made it not come up explicitly based 

on the other relatable consequences spoken of in a serious enough tone and context, for I can 

see no reason why it wouldn‟t be conceivable – especially in this day and age when the 

possibility of extinction appears more real than ever (speculation only; I don‟t actually know 

if this is the case or not). 

 

Regardless, given this the conclusions I believe that can be drawn from this essay are as 

follows: 
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Conclusions 
 

All my four interviewees were intrigued by and had a lot to say about the subject of Human 

Enhancement, which both in itself and combined with the European Parliament‟s (2009, p. 

46-63) recommendation points at the subject being a point of interest for the public and 

warrants further research. The categories that emerged from my literature study and presented 

in the Theory chapter provided an excellent source for both the creation of the interview 

format and as a basis for the analysis of said interviews, and are likely of use in further 

research, either as a basis upon which to expand or by itself (I recommend the former). The 

prime concerns voiced and risks perceived (negative aspects) were in regards to power abuse, 

addiction, identity or personality loss and any potential harmful effects, as well as the 

possibility of overpopulation being caused by extended lifespans. The prime benefits and 

advantages (positive aspects) perceived regarded therapeutic use, danger reduction, health 

improvement and sense enhancement.  

 

Post-Project Review & Criticism 
 

Before ending this essay I would like to take the time to take the time to review the work of 

this essay and give some self-criticism that will benefit those attempting to perform similar 

studies to mine. 

 

Over the course of working on and writing this essay I had to redefine my scope and focus 

several times to have the time and space to work through it, which is the prime cause for why 

the interviews are so much larger in scope than would have been necessary for this essay‟s 

final scope. The reason for this I argue was because of an either insufficient or simply ill-

performed preliminary study relative to my timeframe, which failed to provide me with the 

understanding necessary to make a beneficial judgment call regarding the size and scope of 

my essay, which ended up with me doing far more work than would have been necessary 

which in the end had to be simply discarded, and as such has probably impacted the final 

result negatively since I could have spent more time on the aspects that are now relevant for 

this essay and not those that were before they were demarcated from. Admittedly this was 

partially caused by a perceived need to rush into the interviewing before all potential 

candidates disappeared over the winter holidays, so there was that factor as well. 

 

My recommendation to future researchers is then to choose your scope with great care, 

because Human Enhancement is similar to a lake in that it shouldn‟t just be viewed in regards 

to its surface width but also its depth, for Human Enhancement is as deep as it is wide, and as 

such any prospective researcher would probably do better to start small than to aim big lest 

you find yourself upon waters too deep.  
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http://jmp.oxfordjournals.org.db.ub.oru.se/content/35/6/700.full.pdf+html
http://informahealthcare.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.3109/09638288.2010.491578
http://jmp.oxfordjournals.org.db.ub.oru.se/content/35/6/656.full.pdf+html
http://jmp.oxfordjournals.org.db.ub.oru.se/content/35/6/685.full.pdf+html
http://www.sciencedirect.com.db.ub.oru.se/science/article/pii/S0016328710001801
http://jmp.oxfordjournals.org.db.ub.oru.se/content/35/6/617.full.pdf+html
http://jmp.oxfordjournals.org.db.ub.oru.se/content/35/6/641.full.pdf+html
http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/15265161003728795
http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/15265161.2010.497388
http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/15265161003714019
http://jmp.oxfordjournals.org.db.ub.oru.se/content/35/6/622.full.pdf+html
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Inconsistency of Human Rights Approaches to Human Dignity with Transhumanism 

http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/15265161003702899 

 

The Transhumanism Bubble 

http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/10455752.2010.489667 

 

Going beyond the limits: Genetic modification of livestock and dissolution of ancient 

boundaries  

http://www.sciencedirect.com.db.ub.oru.se/science/article/pii/S1871141310000685 

 

Engineering greater resilience or radical transhuman enhancement? 

http://ieeexplore.ieee.org.db.ub.oru.se/xpl/articleDetails.jsp?arnumber=5348720&sortType%3

Dasc_p_Sequence%26filter%3DAND%28p_IS_Number%3A5348703%29 

 

THE CALL OF NATURE 

http://journals.cambridge.org.db.ub.oru.se/action/displayFulltext?type=1&fid=5878624&jid=

SOY&volumeId=26&issueId=02&aid=5878616&bodyId=&membershipNumber=&societyE

TOCSession= 

 

The hermeneutic challenge of genetic engineering: Habermas and the transhumanists 

http://download.springer.com.db.ub.oru.se/static/pdf/489/art%253A10.1007%252Fs11019-

009-9188-9.pdf?auth66=1416507217_50eb370c644131e0db3d2c8dbc96615a&ext=.pdf 

 

Redesigning Man? 

https://www.academia.edu/206136/Book_Chapter_Redesigning_Man_cf._pp._199-206_ 

 

Enhancing Brain by Transforming Human to Transhuman : Vision & Possibilities 

http://ieeexplore.ieee.org.db.ub.oru.se/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=4562717 

 

Tools and techniques for transhumanism - A future way of life? (non reviewed) 

http://ieeexplore.ieee.org.db.ub.oru.se/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=4494254 

 

Against the Empire  

http://arxiv.org/ftp/arxiv/papers/0805/0805.1821.pdf 

 

Why NBIC? Why human performance enhancement? 

http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/13511610802002189 

 

Crystallizing the nanotechnology debate 

http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/09537320701726320 

 

Transhumanism and moral equality. 

http://web.a.ebscohost.com.db.ub.oru.se/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=9ca18aa4-e0e0-

463f-bca7-86bcc3e6cbc5%40sessionmgr4005&vid=2&hid=4207 

http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/15265161003702899
http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/10455752.2010.489667
http://www.sciencedirect.com.db.ub.oru.se/science/article/pii/S1871141310000685
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org.db.ub.oru.se/xpl/articleDetails.jsp?arnumber=5348720&sortType%3Dasc_p_Sequence%26filter%3DAND%28p_IS_Number%3A5348703%29
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org.db.ub.oru.se/xpl/articleDetails.jsp?arnumber=5348720&sortType%3Dasc_p_Sequence%26filter%3DAND%28p_IS_Number%3A5348703%29
http://journals.cambridge.org.db.ub.oru.se/action/displayFulltext?type=1&fid=5878624&jid=SOY&volumeId=26&issueId=02&aid=5878616&bodyId=&membershipNumber=&societyETOCSession=
http://journals.cambridge.org.db.ub.oru.se/action/displayFulltext?type=1&fid=5878624&jid=SOY&volumeId=26&issueId=02&aid=5878616&bodyId=&membershipNumber=&societyETOCSession=
http://journals.cambridge.org.db.ub.oru.se/action/displayFulltext?type=1&fid=5878624&jid=SOY&volumeId=26&issueId=02&aid=5878616&bodyId=&membershipNumber=&societyETOCSession=
http://download.springer.com.db.ub.oru.se/static/pdf/489/art%253A10.1007%252Fs11019-009-9188-9.pdf?auth66=1416507217_50eb370c644131e0db3d2c8dbc96615a&ext=.pdf
http://download.springer.com.db.ub.oru.se/static/pdf/489/art%253A10.1007%252Fs11019-009-9188-9.pdf?auth66=1416507217_50eb370c644131e0db3d2c8dbc96615a&ext=.pdf
https://www.academia.edu/206136/Book_Chapter_Redesigning_Man_cf._pp._199-206_
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org.db.ub.oru.se/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=4562717
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org.db.ub.oru.se/stamp/stamp.jsp?tp=&arnumber=4494254
http://arxiv.org/ftp/arxiv/papers/0805/0805.1821.pdf
http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/13511610802002189
http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/09537320701726320
http://web.a.ebscohost.com.db.ub.oru.se/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=9ca18aa4-e0e0-463f-bca7-86bcc3e6cbc5%40sessionmgr4005&vid=2&hid=4207
http://web.a.ebscohost.com.db.ub.oru.se/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=9ca18aa4-e0e0-463f-bca7-86bcc3e6cbc5%40sessionmgr4005&vid=2&hid=4207
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Whereto transhumanism? The literature reaches a critical mass. 

http://web.a.ebscohost.com.db.ub.oru.se/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=ff7596c5-09e0-

4031-8a43-2a7ccd86daf2%40sessionmgr4001&vid=2&hid=4207 

 

OUR BIOPOLITICAL FUTURE: FOUR SCENARIOS 

http://search.proquest.com.db.ub.oru.se/docview/230002073?accountid=8028 

 

Enhancement: are ethicists excessively influenced by baseless speculations? 

http://mh.bmj.com.db.ub.oru.se/content/32/2/77.full.pdf+html 

 

Transhumanism, medical technology and slippery slopes 

http://jme.bmj.com.db.ub.oru.se/content/32/9/513.full.pdf+html 

 

Forecast for the Next Eon: Applied Cosmology and the Long-Term Fate of Intelligent Beings 

http://download.springer.com.db.ub.oru.se/static/pdf/446/art%253A10.1023%252FB%253AF

OOP.0000019583.67831.60.pdf?auth66=1416507426_af3f6715aa829cd853e02107e5d726b6

&ext=.pdf 

 

'Nietzsche Gets A Modem': Transhumanism And The Technological Sublime 

http://litthe.oxfordjournals.org.db.ub.oru.se/content/16/1/65.full.pdf+html 

 

Teleportation, Cyborgs and the Posthuman Ideology 

http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/10350330220130368 

 

Literature Study, Scopus Review 

 

Minds, motherboards, and money: futurism and realism in the neuroethics of BCI 

technologies 

 Technology-focus: Brain Computer Interfaces 

 Ethical issues with BCIs 

 

The Contingency of the "Enhancement" Arguments: The Possible Transition from Ethical 

Debate to Social and Political Programs 

 Ethical focus 

 Ideological standpoints on “Enhancement” 

 Heavy focus on cloning (I honestly don‟t know why) 

 

Heidegger‟s influence on posthumanism: The destruction of metaphysics, technology and the 

overcoming of anthropocentrism 

 Author-focused 

 Relationship between humanism and posthumanism 

 

http://web.a.ebscohost.com.db.ub.oru.se/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=ff7596c5-09e0-4031-8a43-2a7ccd86daf2%40sessionmgr4001&vid=2&hid=4207
http://web.a.ebscohost.com.db.ub.oru.se/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=ff7596c5-09e0-4031-8a43-2a7ccd86daf2%40sessionmgr4001&vid=2&hid=4207
http://search.proquest.com.db.ub.oru.se/docview/230002073?accountid=8028
http://mh.bmj.com.db.ub.oru.se/content/32/2/77.full.pdf+html
http://jme.bmj.com.db.ub.oru.se/content/32/9/513.full.pdf+html
http://download.springer.com.db.ub.oru.se/static/pdf/446/art%253A10.1023%252FB%253AFOOP.0000019583.67831.60.pdf?auth66=1416507426_af3f6715aa829cd853e02107e5d726b6&ext=.pdf
http://download.springer.com.db.ub.oru.se/static/pdf/446/art%253A10.1023%252FB%253AFOOP.0000019583.67831.60.pdf?auth66=1416507426_af3f6715aa829cd853e02107e5d726b6&ext=.pdf
http://download.springer.com.db.ub.oru.se/static/pdf/446/art%253A10.1023%252FB%253AFOOP.0000019583.67831.60.pdf?auth66=1416507426_af3f6715aa829cd853e02107e5d726b6&ext=.pdf
http://litthe.oxfordjournals.org.db.ub.oru.se/content/16/1/65.full.pdf+html
http://www.tandfonline.com.db.ub.oru.se/doi/pdf/10.1080/10350330220130368
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Nature, nurture and neuroscience: some future directions for historians of education 

 Nature/Nurture-debate 

 Transhumanism is brought up as a coming game-changer 

 

A Thomistic appraisal of human enhancement technologies 

 Philosophical/Moral focus 

 In-depth discussion regarding HETs 

 Rationale regarding human enhancement for and against 

 Cognitive, Physical, Emotive & Moral enhancements 

 

The Transhumanist Reader: Classical and Contemporary Essays on the Science, Technology, 

and Philosophy of the Human Future 

 The book on all things Transhumanism 

 

Blackwell Companions to Geography : Wiley-Blackwell Companion to Cultural Geography 

 Geographical and large-scale social impacts of everything 

 Transhumanism is in there.. somewhere 

 Exclude 

 

Using Neurotechnologies to Develop Virtues: A Buddhist Approach to Cognitive 

Enhancement 

 Moral focus 

 Little technology 

 Buddhist perspective on morality 

 

What Exactly Is It All About? Puzzled Comments from a French Legal Scholar on the NBIC 

Convergence 

 Couldn‟t find, exclude 

 

Re-Enchantment Cosmologies: Mastery and Obsolescence in an Intelligent Universe 

 Cosmological focus 

 Transhumanism is mentioned in passing 

 Exclude 

 

Proceedings of the 9th international conference on disability, virtual reality and associated 

technologies (ICDVRAT 2012) 

 Techs, techs everywhere 

 

Moral Transhumanism: The Next Step 

 Moral focus 

 Arguments for/against Transhumanism 

 Advocates the drug Psilocybin (I think he got payed by someone) 

 

Uploading Won‟t Help You 
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 Uploading focus 

 In-depth rationale for why uploading is copying/cloning not transferring 

 

My Brain, my Mind, and I: Some Philosophical Problems of Mind-Uploading 

 Uploading focus 

 Some HET/Transhuman things in passing 

 Concludes that uploading is not mind transfer, among other things 

 

Transhumanism or Ultrahumanism? Teilhard de Chardin on Technology, Religion and 

Evolution 

 Author focus (Teilhard de Chardin) 

 Compares traditional Transhumanism with Teilhard‟s “Ultrahumanism” 

 Lots of religious and Christian aspects 

 

An Aesthetic for Deliberating Online: Thinking Through “Universal Pragmatics” and 

“Dialogism” with Reference to Wikipedia 

 Wikipedia focus 

 Uses the Wikipedia page on Transhumanism to research social interaction 

 Exclude 

 

THE BLACKWELL COMPANION TO SCIENCE AND CHRISTIANITY 

 Has a section on Transhumanism called “The Problem of Transhumanism in the Light 

of Philosophy and Theology” (page 393-406 in the book, page 415-428 on the site) 

 “Challenges” Transhumanism in the light of (mostly) Christian values and perceptions 

 Interesting sources but overzealously Christocentric 

 Exclude unless you implement a religious section 

 

Our posthuman futures and education: Homo Zappiens, Cyborgs, and the New Adam 

 Education-focus (sort of) 

 Transhumanism with a perspective from and for education 

 Also a lot of spiritual stuff 

 Probably exclude 

 

The Social and Ethical Acceptability of NBICs for Purposes of Human Enhancement: Why 

Does the Debate Remain Mired in Impasse? 

 Focus on the HET debate between Transhumanists and Humanists 

 Very in-depth analysis of the argumentation of the two sides 

 Tons of arguments from both sides on many aspects of the debate 

 

Transhumanism and Transcendence: Christian Hope in an Age of Technological 

Enhancement 

 Focus on Transhumanism and HTEs with relation to theology and philosophy 

 Surprisingly balanced and objective for a book based in theology and religion 

 Excellent chapter on Therapy vs Enhancement 
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 Great rationale and argumentation regarding Transhumanism and HTEs overall 

 

Syncretic Post-Biological Digital Identity: Hybridizing Mixed Reality Data Transfer Systems 

 Post-biological identity focus (?) 

 Way over my head 

 “the project explores deterritorialisation of the body and posthuman identity in mixed 

realities.” 

 Exclude for your own sanity 

 

Technology and culture and possibly vigilance too 

 Quasi-social/cultural focus 

 Argues around the social and cultural implications of altering man and society using 

technology 

 I found no apparent value in it 

 Probably exclude 

 

The Misnomer of Transhumanism as Directed Evolution 

 Focus on the (wrong) notion that Transhumanism is a form of evolution 

 Raises questions and warnings towards the Transhumanist perspective 

 Bioconservative tendencies 

 

Sartre on Human Nature: Humanness, Transhumanism and Performance-Enhancement 

 Author focus on Sartre‟s view on human nature 

 Argues around Sartre‟s view on human nature and on both Transhumanist and 

Bioconservatist views on human nature 

 No clear conclusion either way, but good argumentation 

 

Feeling Home – Tangible Information Visualization in Smart Home Environments in Relation 

to the Concept of Transhumanism 

 Content not available 

 Not sure what I‟d do with smart home related Transhumanism anyway 

 Exclude 

 

DYSONIAN APPROACH TO SETI: A FRUITFUL MIDDLE GROUND? 

 Extraterrestrials 

 Exclude 

 

Transhumanism, Metaphysics, and the Posthuman God 

 Quasi-satirical take on Transhumanism and Posthumanism 

 Not exclude-worthy, but unsure if it has value 

 

Enhancing disabilities: transhumanism under the veil of inclusion? 

 Modern augmentation focus 

 Relates current augmentation and its effect on sports 
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Moral Transhumanism 

 Pro-Transhumanist argumentation based on a need for a greater moral sense 

 

Enhancing Who? Enhancing What? Ethics, Bioethics, and Transhumanism 

 Rampant anti-Transhumanist argumentation 

 Compares Transhumanism to the old Eugenics movements 

 Not necessarily Bioconservatist argumentation 

 

The future of the self-image of the human being in the Age of Transhumanism, 

Neurotechnology and Global Transition 

 “I”-focus with philosophical perspective 

 Argues how self-image will/must change as technology, HETs among them, advances 

 

At the Roots of Transhumanism: From the Enlightenment to a Post-Human Future 

 Summary of views on Transhumanism 

 Concludes that neither extreme is preferable 

 

Enhanced Humans versus “Normal People”: Elusive Definitions 

 Focus on definitions 

 Argues that the current use of definitions in the HET debate is currently imbalanced 

by two extreme binary oppositions 

 Concludes the necessity to redefine definitions and distinctions used in the debate to 

reach real conclusions 

 

Human Dignity and Transhumanism: Do Anthro-Technological Devices Have Moral Status? 

 Focus on “dignity” 

 In-depth argumentation around the meaning of dignity 

 Concludes that Trans- and Posthumanism errodes the (current) concept of human 

dignity, meaning that Posthumans would not have dignity, and that there‟s currently 

no such thing as posthuman dignity 

 

Response to Open Peer Commentaries on “Human Dignity and Transhumanism: Do Anthro-

Technological Devices Have Moral Status?” 

 Continuation of the previous article 

 Defends against some claims made 

 A little clarification, but not much otherwise 

 

Transhumanism, Human Dignity, and Moral Status 

 Response to previous article 

 Points out the lack of evidence for Jotterand‟s claim that “technology, by its nature, 

undermines uniqueness.” 

 Argues against Jotterand‟s claim that “The source of human dignity is the uniqueness 

of individuals” 
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 Good, definitively pro-Transhumanist, (counter-)argumentation 

 

Information, Bodies, and Heidegger: Tracing Visions of the Posthuman 

 Author focus (Heidegger) 

 Argues around issues with Transhumanism from Heidegger‟s perspective 

 I have to read Heidegger to even know what he‟s saying or what his point is 

 

Contradictions from the Enlightenment Roots of Transhumanism 

 Brings up contradictions within the Transhumanist movement 

 These contradictions have its basis in the contradictions of the Enlightenment 

 Contradictions: Reason, Atheism vs Theology, Liberal Democracy vs Technocratic 

Totalitarianism, Democracy vs Market, etc. 

 

Inconsistency of Human Rights Approaches to Human Dignity with Transhumanism 

 Response to “Human Dignity and Transhumanism: Do Anthro-Technological Devices 

Have Moral Status?” 

 Argues that the traditional concept of human dignity is problematic as a tool for 

bioethical debates 

 Argues against Jotterand‟s use and evaluation of both the UDBHR‟s and Rolston‟s 

definitions of dignity 

 Argues that Transhumanism is incompatible with our understanding of human dignity 

 

The Transhumanism Bubble 

 Focus on gene manipulation and eugenics 

 Much history and argumentation around those subjects 

 Transhumanism is really only mentioned at the end, with what seems to be hard to 

control contempt (he‟s an outspoken critic of biological modification) 

 

Going beyond the limits: Genetic modification of livestock and dissolution of ancient 

boundaries 

 Focus on the genetic modification of lifestock 

 Extremely against it 

 Warns it could “enable” the transhumanist movement 

 Exclude, this is extremely biased and have little to no evidence or references to back 

any of its claims 

 

Engineering greater resilience or radical transhuman enhancement? 

 In-depth focus on (trans)human enhancement 

 Argumentations on both practical and theoretical planes regarding both ethical, social 

and individual issues regarding augmentation 

 Splits human enhancement into 3 categories 

 Mostly pro-regulation with varying quality of arguments 

 A lot of practical insights into how medicine and therapy works today and how 

enhancement would relate to these 
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THE CALL OF NATURE 

 Nature focus 

 Transhumanism is mentioned at length 

 Some sort of nature-based counter-argument to Transhumanism that I couldn‟t quite 

wrap my head around (I think I have to read the whole thing to get the necessary 

context) 

 

The hermeneutic challenge of genetic engineering: Habermas and the transhumanists 

 In depth and varied argumentation around genetic engineering and Transhumanism 

 Needs a thorough read to fully comprehend 

 Raises questions and perspectives but very little in form of conclusions (this is done 

consciously, it seems) 

 

Redesigning Man? 

 Argumentation around, for and against Human Augmentation 

 Brings up “Greater Human Diversity” 

 

Enhancing Brain by Transforming Human to Transhuman : Vision & Possibilities 

 Transhumanism with subfocus on brain enhancement 

 Semi-broken English 

 Nothing new 

 

Tools and techniques for transhumanism - A future way of life? (non reviewed) 

 Nothing of value, exclude 

 

Against the Empire  

 Extraterrestrials 

 Exclude 

 

Why NBIC? Why human performance enhancement? 

 Consequences of Human Augmentation for society and individuals 

 Brings up the “techno-poor disabled” (non-augmented) 

 

Crystallizing the nanotechnology debate 

 Nanotechnology focus 

 Historical perspective 

 Transhumanism barely mentioned 

 

Whereto transhumanism? The literature reaches a critical mass. 

 Could not retrieve 

 

Transhumanism and moral equality 

 Equality focus 
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 Discusses the impact on equality by Transhumanism and HETs 

 Argues that human and moral equality is not threatened by the prospect of enhanced 

human beings living 

 Argues that equality issues will be justice-based, not moral-based 

 

OUR BIOPOLITICAL FUTURE: FOUR SCENARIOS 

 Interesting, although entirely speculative, views on potential biopolitical futures 

 Libertarian Transhumanism is one such future 

 Techno-Eugenic future is also one such future (could be useful for contrast) 

 

Enhancement: are ethicists excessively influenced by baseless speculations? 

 Focus on the nature of the debate regarding Human Enhancement Technologies 

 Argues that the debate need a common ground and a mutual starting point from which 

to understand the issues 

 

Transhumanism, medical technology and slippery slopes 

 In depth analysis and argumentation around Transhumanism in theory and practice 

 Argues that the burden of proof regarding the benevolence and benefits regarding 

Human Augmentation rests in the hands of Transhumanists 

 

Forecast for the Next Eon: Applied Cosmology and the Long-Term Fate of Intelligent Beings 

 Extraterrestrials 

 Exclude 

 

'Nietzsche Gets A Modem': Transhumanism And The Technological Sublime 

 Symbolic and deeply philosophical/theological analysis of Transhumanism 

 

Teleportation, Cyborgs and the Posthuman Ideology 

 Analysis of Posthumanism 
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Attachment 2 – Interview Format 
 

Before we begin, there are some formalia and things I’m obliged to declare: 

 

This interview is on the subject of Human Enhancement Technologies, and will be used 

as a primary source of data for my essay on Human Enhancement Technologies, where I 

will compare the thoughts and opinions of those interviewed in these interviews with the 

thoughts and opinions expressed by scientists and experts on the subject. 

 

I will never reveal your identity in my essay, and I will remove any mention of your 

identity from the raw data I attach to my essay. 

 

That being said, given that Skype records these conversations, it’s fully possible that 

your identity could be retrieved from their databases. 

 

Given the ethically complicated and personal nature of some of the questions that will be 

asked in this interview, you’re given the right to at any point declare that you don’t 

want to answer a question. 

 

With this in mind, do you still want to go through with the interview? 

 

Excellent! Now, for the purpose of all questions, except when it explicitly says otherwise, 

all actions described or suggested are to be considered to have been done entirely by 

someone’s own will and desire solely upon themselves without any external coercion, 

threats or force. 

 

Before we begin, please fill in the following: 

 

Gender: 

Age: 

Country: 

 

Have you ever heard of "Human Enhancement Technologies" or "Transhumanism" 

prior to this interview? If so, where and when? 

 

Human Enhancement Technologies (shortened HETs) is an umbrella term for a lot of 

different technologies that can be used to, in various ways, "improve" or "enhance" aspects of 

human beings. Transhumanism in turn is a philosophical and intellectual movement that 

promotes the use of these HETs. 

 

Human Enhancement Technologies 

 

So we’ll start off by talking about some of the Human Enhancement Technologies that 

exist today, what you think about them and a little bit about their use. 
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Prostheses 

A prosthesis is an artificial device made to replace lost or surgically removed (amputated) 

limbs or body parts. Prostheses has been used for thousands of years to improve the lives of 

the physically disabled, but has only in recent years been able to start to fully restore lost 

functionality. 

 

http://www.chipchick.com/wp-content/uploads/2012/11/article-bionic3-1107.jpg 

 

http://laughingsquid.com/wp-content/uploads/2013-03-18_1110.png - old, disregard 

 

Do you know what a Prosthesis is? 

 

Speaking only in speculation, how far do you think prostheses has come? 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think about prostheses? 

 

Do you have any experiences with prostheses? 

 

If you lost a limb or body part, could you imagine getting a prosthesis replacement? 

 

Could you imagine getting a prosthesis replacement for a healthy limb or body part? 

 

Powered Exoskeletons 

Powered Exoskeletons are mobile machines worn on the outside of the body to improve 

strength, endurance, mobility or stamina. While mainly used for military purposes, Powered 

Exoskeletons have been and are being used by civilians to help survive dangerous 

environments like fires, assist in industrial tasks like heavy-lifting, and even for medical 

purposes like enabling paraplegics to walk. 

 

http://shhome.wpengine.com/wp-content/uploads/2009/06/exoskeleton_sarcos_raytheon1.jpg 

 

http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/2/2a/Hybrid_Assistive_Limb.jpg - Old, 

disregard 

 

Do you know what a Powered Exoskeleton is? 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think of Powered Exoskeletons? 

 

Could you imagine using a Powered Exoskeleton? For what use? 

 

Brain-Computer Interfaces 

Brain-Computer Interfaces, shortened BCIs, are devices that allow a computer to directly 

interact and communicate with a human brain. BCIs have been used to allow people to, 

http://www.chipchick.com/wp-content/uploads/2012/11/article-bionic3-1107.jpg
http://laughingsquid.com/wp-content/uploads/2013-03-18_1110.png
http://shhome.wpengine.com/wp-content/uploads/2009/06/exoskeleton_sarcos_raytheon1.jpg
http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/2/2a/Hybrid_Assistive_Limb.jpg
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without any other means, control robots and interact with computers (like playing video 

games). 

 

http://www.qgits.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/09/BCI.jpg 

 

Do you know what a Brain-Computer Interface is? 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think of Brain-Computer Interfaces? 

 

Could you imagine using a Brain-Computer Interface? How/Why? 

 

Medical Implants 

Medical Implants are man-made devices manufactured to replace a lost or missing biological 

structure, support a damaged biological structure, or enhance an existing biological structure. 

Examples of medical implants are pacemakers, orthopedic implants (bone implants), insulin-

delivery systems (for diabetics) and contraceptive implants (birth control). 

 

http://www.tucsonsentinel.com/files/entryimages/050712_implant_x-ray.jpg 

 

Do you know what a Medical Implant is? 

 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think of Medical Implants? 

 

Do you have or have you had a Medical Implant? 

 

Could you imagine getting a Medical Implant for medical or therapeutic purposes? 

 

Could you imagine getting a Medical Implant, not for medical or therapeutic purposes, but for 

any other purpose? 

 

Drugs 

 

In the most general sense, what do you think about drug use? 

 

Do you think there are some types of drugs that shouldn't be allowed? 

 

And the other way around; do you think there are some types of drugs that shouldn‟t just be 

allowed but could be beneficial to people? 

 

Genetic Engineering 

Genetic Engineering is a highly controversial umbrella term for several technologies and 

techniques that allow the modification of the genetic material of a living organism, effectively 

changing the very nature and foundation of the organism. It can essentially be applied on any 

http://www.qgits.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/09/BCI.jpg
http://www.tucsonsentinel.com/files/entryimages/050712_implant_x-ray.jpg
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living organism in any way, but on human beings it has been used in the form of gene therapy 

to treat disease. 

 

http://sgugenetics.pbworks.com/f/1334445842/genetic-engineering-bananafish.jpg 

 

Do you know what Genetic Engineering is? 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think about Genetic Engineering? 

 

Could you imagine using Genetic Engineering to change something about yourself, either for 

medical/therapeutic, aesthetic, health-boosting or performance-enhancing purposes? 

 

Do you think parents have a right, or perhaps even an obligation, to use Genetic Engineering 

on their unborn children to modify their genetic makeup for therapeutic purposes? 

 And what about for aesthetic or enhancement purposes? 

 

Body Modification 

 

Body Modification is an umbrella term for wide range of practices, techniques and 

technologies meant to alter the human anatomy, or the human body. Body Modification is 

mostly done for aesthetic, symbolic or artistic purposes and includes earrings, tattoos, 

piercings, plastic surgery and breast implants, among the more common ones, as well as 

scarification, subdermal implants (implanting objects under the skin), tongue splitting and 

genital cutting or modification, among the more rarer and more controversial ones, as well as 

many others. 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think about Body Modification and people modifying their 

bodies for aesthetic purposes? 

 

Do you have any Body Modifications, or could you imagine getting any? Why and of which 

kind? 

 

Do you think there are certain kinds of Body Modifications that shouldn‟t be allowed? Which 

and why? 

 

Alright, now that we’ve talked about some of these Human Enhancement Technologies 

and what you think about them, we’re going to change perspective and dive in and talk 

in greater depth about the ways they can and should (or shouldn’t) be used and the 

implications they can have, as opposed to talking about the technologies themselves.  

 

Aesthetic Enhancements 

 

http://sgugenetics.pbworks.com/f/1334445842/genetic-engineering-bananafish.jpg
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First off are so-called Aesthetic Enhancements, which links to our previous topic of 

Body Modification. Aesthetic Enhancements are modifications done to the human body 

for the sole reason of subjectively improving aesthetic pleasure. 

 

GE, Prostheses, Exoskeletons, MI, BM 

 

What do you think about the concept of being able to, for aesthetic purposes, modify physical 

human characteristics or the human body itself to appear like something that‟s distinctly 

outside human physical norms or simply distinctly not human? 

(like implanting horns or wings, full-body modification to look like a dragon) 

 

Do you perceive of any risks with people modifying their physical appearance to appear as 

something distinctly not human or not within the anatomical norm of the human species? 

 

 

Given this, do you still think there should or shouldn‟t be any restrictions as to what extent 

people should be allowed to modify their own bodies? 

(To what extent should there be restrictions? Why shouldn‟t there be restrictions?) 

 

http://www.sciencedirect.com.db.ub.oru.se/science/article/pii/S0016328710001801#bib0055 

 

Physical Performance Enhancements 

 

Second off are so-called Physical Performance Enhancements, which are enhancements 

done to the human body or physiology to improve physical well-being or performance. 

 

Drugs, BCIs(?), GE, Prostheses, Exoskeletons, MI 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think about being able to use technological means to boost 

the physical performance of human beings? 

(running faster, being stronger, more stamina, etc.) 

 

Can you think of any reason or any area where performance enhancements shouldn‟t be 

allowed? 

 

In contrast, can you think of any reason or any area where performance enhancements 

shouldn‟t just be allowed, but could maybe even be beneficial? 

 

What do you think about using physical performance enhancements to improve bodily health? 

 

What do you think about using physical enhancements to boost human senses? 

(sight, hearing, smell) 

 

http://www.sciencedirect.com.db.ub.oru.se/science/article/pii/S0016328710001801#bib0055
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What do you think about using physical performance enhancements to boost human abilities 

and senses beyond the normal range of human capabilities? 

 

Does it matter if the effects of these physical performance boosts are temporary, activatable or 

permanent? 

(Temporary by drug intake, activatable by a Brain-Computer Interfaces, or made permanent 

by Genetic Modification or extensive physical augmentation though prostheses or 

exoskeletons.) 

 

Cognitive Enhancements 

 

Next we have so-called Cognitive Enhancements, which are enhancements done to the 

human brain to boost its cognitive functions like memory, concentration or intelligence. 

 

Drugs, BCIs, GE 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think about using cognitive enhancements to improve the 

cognitive capacities and abilities, that is brain functions, of human beings? 

 

What do you think about using cognitive enhancements to improve a person‟s memory 

capacity or the vividness/clarity of their memories? 

 Do you perceive of any risks with this? 

 

What do you think about using cognitive enhancements to improve a person‟s ability to 

concentrate? 

 

What do you think about using cognitive enhancements to improve a person‟s intelligence? 

 What if it was an extreme improvement over the human intellectual norm? 

 Do you perceive of any risks with this? 

 

What do you think about these cognitive enhancement effects being temporary, activatable or 

permanent?  

 

Emotive Enhancements 

 

Moving on we have so-called Emotive Enhancements, which are enhancements aimed at 

altering or controlling someone’s emotions. 

 

Drugs, BCIs, GE 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think about using emotive enhancements to control, modify 

or enhance a person‟s emotions? 
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Do you think people should be allowed to become artificially blissful or unable to feel 

sorrow? 

 

What about being able to cure emotion-related illnesses like depression? 

 

Do you perceive of any risks with emotive enhancements? 

 

Does it matter if these emotive enhancements are temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

Moral Enhancements 

 

The final type of enhancements, but not the final topic of the interview, are the so-called 

Moral Enhancements, which are enhancements aimed at altering or enhancing 

someone’s moral character or personality. 

 

Drugs, BCI‟s, GE 

 

Generally speaking, what do you think about using technology to modify or change a person‟s 

moral character or personality? 

(Like becoming more empathic, more truthful or more prone to forgive) 

 

Do you think people should be allowed to use Human Enhancement Technologies to change 

moral aspects of themselves? 

 

Do you perceive of any risks with moral enhancements? 

 

Does it matter if these effects of these moral enhancements are temporary, activatable or 

permanent? 

 

Social Aspects 

 

And with all these forms of enhancements in mind, let’s talk about the social aspects of 

Human Enhancement Technologies. 

 

If these enhancement technologies became available tomorrow, how do you think they would 

impact our society? 

 

How do you think the general public would react to people getting these kinds of 

enhancements? 

 

How do you think enhanced human beings would perceive those who choose not to get 

enhancements? 
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How do you think the distribution and regulation of Human Enhancement Technologies 

should or shouldn‟t be handled? 

(Free market, state regulated, state-distributed) 

 

Posthumanity 

 

And finally we’re going to truly enter the realm of possibilities and speculation and talk 

about what kind of impact, very far down the line, these Human Enhancement 

Technologies may have. 

What do you think about using Human Enhancement Technologies to grant human beings 

powers and abilities distinctly beyond the normal range of the human species? 

(Flying, telekinesis, x-ray vision) 

 

Do you think that a person could amass enough of these modifications, augmentations and 

enhancements to no longer be considered „human‟? 

 

Do you think that, should technology eventually allow it, people should be able or allowed to 

attain immortality? 
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Attachment 3 - Interviews 
 

Interview 1: “Athena” 

 

[2014-12-11 20:37:58] Interviewer: This interview is on the subject of Human Enhancement 

Technologies, and will be used as a primary source of data for my essay on Human 

Enhancement Technologies, where I will compare the thoughts and opinions of those 

interviewed in these interviews with the thoughts and opinions expressed by scientists and 

experts on the subject. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:38:15 | Edited 20:38:28] Interviewer: I will never reveal your identity in my 

essay, and I will remove any mention of your identity from the raw data I attach to my essay. 

 

That being said, given that Skype records these conversations, it‟s fully possible that your 

identity could be retrieved from their databases. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:38:40] Interviewer: Given the ethically complicated and personal nature of 

some of the questions that will be asked in this interview, you‟re given the right to at any 

point declare that you don‟t want to answer a question. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:38:51] Interviewer: With this in mind, do you still want to go through with 

the interview? 

 

[2014-12-11 20:39:05] "Athena": Of course. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:40:12] Interviewer: Excellent, so to begin please fill in the following: 

 

Gender: 

Age: 

Country: 

 

[2014-12-11 20:40:45] "Athena": Gender: Female 

Age: 20 

Country: Sweden 

 

[2014-12-11 20:41:26] Interviewer: Thank you. So, first question: Have you ever heard of 

"Human Enhancement Technologies" or "Transhumanism" prior to this interview? If so, 

where and when? 

 

[2014-12-11 20:42:56] "Athena": I have, but merely the word. House. M.D if I remember 

correctly. 
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[2014-12-11 20:44:06] Interviewer: Alright, so could you - in your own words - describe what 

they refer to or what you think they refer to? 

 

[2014-12-11 20:45:55] "Athena": No, I am not sure I could, since it's merely the word I've 

heard. But I do have an idea of what it can mean. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:48:27] Interviewer: Alright. Well, Human Enhancement Technologies 

(shortened HETs) is an umbrella term for a lot of different technologies that can be used to, in 

various way, "improve" or "enhance" aspects of human beings. Transhumanism in turn is a 

philosophical and intellectual movement that promotes the use of these HETs. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:48:35] Interviewer: Is that close to what you had in mind? 

 

[2014-12-11 20:49:13] "Athena": Yes, it was. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:49:55] Interviewer: Cool, so we‟ll start off by talking about some of the 

Human Enhancement Technologies that exist today, what you think about them and a little bit 

about their use. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:50:09] Interviewer: Do you know what a Prosthesis is? 

 

[2014-12-11 20:51:01] "Athena": Yes, I do. An artificial device to replace a part of your 

body. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:51:44] Interviewer: Exactly. Now, speaking in pure speculation, how far do 

you think prostheses has come? 

 

[2014-12-11 20:52:38] Interviewer: As in, what do you think prostheses are capable of as they 

are today? 

 

[2014-12-11 20:58:07] "Athena": As far as I know, there are legs, arms, hands and I do 

believe eyes? That is the working and moving parts which I believe I know of and so I do 

believe they have come pretty far with it. They are able to do very fine work, as talking about 

hands and so on, fine for being prostheses so to speak and if I am right with there existing 

eyes, then it must have come very far in it. 

Though even though this is what I know of, I do believe there are even more since the 

technology is advancing in such high rate. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:59:23] Interviewer: That's a reasonable accurate description of modern 

prostheses. 

 

[2014-12-11 20:59:43 | Edited 20:59:53] Interviewer: So, generally speaking, what do you 

think about prostheses? 
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[2014-12-11 21:01:29] "Athena": I think they are good, with a thought of being blind on one 

eye, since they are helping people and I wouldn't mind having one myself if it would help me 

see properly. Even if it would just give me better and more proper sight, it can give others the 

opportunity to write and walk. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:02:32] Interviewer: Do you have any experiences with prostheses? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:02:57] Interviewer: As in having any yourself or know anyone who has a 

prosthesis? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:03:24] "Athena": No, I don't. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:04:12] Interviewer: Alright, and I believe you've already touched on the next 

question: If you lost a limb or body part, could you imagine getting a prosthesis replacement? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:05:08] "Athena": Yes I could. Not only because of my sight, but also since I 

work entirely with my hands so I couldn't imagine losing them either. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:05:44] Interviewer: Alright, and for the final question on prostheses; Could 

you imagine getting a prosthesis replacement for a healthy limb or body part? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:07:49] "Athena": That would entirely depend on the body part and what it 

would do that is better than my already working one. As far as I don't need it, I wouldn't but if 

it would help anything to become easier or alike, then yes. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:08:48] Interviewer: Alright. Now we'll be moving on to the next HET: 

Powered Exoskeletons. Do you know what a Powered Exoskeleton is? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:09:43] "Athena": I'm not sure if I do. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:10:23] Interviewer: Few do since they're not that well-used, yet. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:10:27] Interviewer: Powered Exoskeletons are mobile machines worn on the 

outside of the body to improve strength, endurance or stamina. While mainly used for military 

purposes, Powered Exoskeletons have been and are being used by civilians to help survive 

dangerous environments like fires, assist in industrial tasks like heavy-lifting, and even for 

medical purposes like enabling paraplegics to walk. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:11:01] Interviewer: I have an image of a Powered Exoskeleton here: 

http://shhome.wpengine.com/wp-content/uploads/2009/06/exoskeleton_sarcos_raytheon1.jpg 

 

[2014-12-11 21:11:24] Interviewer: So, generally speaking, what do you think of Powered 

Exoskeletons? 

 

http://shhome.wpengine.com/wp-content/uploads/2009/06/exoskeleton_sarcos_raytheon1.jpg
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[2014-12-11 21:13:30] "Athena": I've seen them before and I do have different opinions about 

it. I like it in the matter being able to help people to rehabilitate. But I don't like the usage of it 

in war. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:13:56] Interviewer: Understandable. Could you imagine using a Powered 

Exoskeleton? For what use? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:17:44] "Athena": Only in matter of rehabilitating, or perhaps reduce the risk 

of damage in long falls as in parachute jumping or equal, else wise I don't see the point of it as 

long as I have a healthy, working body. Mostly because of the mind set I have, "I can do it 

myself". 

 

[2014-12-11 21:19:03] Interviewer: Cool, and that concludes my questions on Powered 

Exoskeletons, which makes room for the next topic: Brain-Computer Interfaces. Do you know 

what a Brain-Computer Interface is? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:19:42] "Athena": I've heard of it. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:19:55] Interviewer: Brain-Computer Interfaces, shortened BCIs, are devices 

that allow a computer to directly interact and communicate with a human brain. BCIs have 

been used to allow people to, without any other means, control robots and interact with 

computers (like playing video games). 

 

[2014-12-11 21:20:17] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think of Brain-

Computer Interfaces? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:24:39] "Athena": I saw an episode once where a patient had this on him, he 

couldn't either move or speak and he used it as a way of communicating and in that way I see 

it as a good thing. I have different opinions. I both like it, since I play a lot and I would see it 

as a fun thing to try, but still I see no need for it in more ways that medical. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:25:44] Interviewer: Alright, so could you imagine using a Brain-Computer 

Interface? And if so, how? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:27:06] "Athena": Yes, if I had lost all other way of communicating and to try 

and play a game. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:27:51] Interviewer: But only then? You couldn't see yourself using it for 

anything else or given any other circumstance? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:30:36] "Athena": As far as I can see fit right now, I don't see the need for it. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:31:25] Interviewer: Alright, and that concludes the topic of BCIs. Next up are 

Medical Implants. Do you know what a Medical Implant is? 



67 

 

 

[2014-12-11 21:33:03] "Athena": When you've fixed something in your body, example a 

broken leg with a plate and screws? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:33:30] Interviewer: Yeah more or less. Medical Implants are man-made 

devices manufactured to replace a lost or missing biological structure, support a damaged 

biological structure, or enhance an existing biological structure. Examples of medical 

implants are pacemakers, orthopedic implants (bone implants), insulin-delivery systems (for 

diabetics) and contraceptive implants (birth control). 

 

[2014-12-11 21:33:50] Interviewer: So they're partially prostheses. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:34:09] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think of Medical 

Implants? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:39:14] "Athena": I think they are good since they help people. Since they've 

made my grandpa able to walk after a 7floor fall where both his legs were crushed up to his 

knee, then yes. They can do a lot. Fix a skull after a failed (or lucky) gunshot, a leg and many 

other things. I could mention things about it all day long, but in short, I like it. Having a child 

after a rape might not be a wanted thing for women. So yes, they're great. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:40:11] Interviewer: I agree, and I guess that partially answers my next 

question; Could you imagine getting a Medical Implant for medical or therapeutic purposes? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:41:01 | Edited 21:41:14] "Athena": Yes I would. It has saved and helped 

many in my surroundings so I've seen it do good. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:41:16] Interviewer: Alright. Could you imagine getting a Medical Implant, 

not for medical or therapeutic purposes, but for any other purpose? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:42:19] "Athena": Only if it would help me to do something better or easier, 

otherwise no. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:43:09] Interviewer: Makes sense. And that concludes the topic of Medical 

Implants. Next up is a.. controversial one: Genetic Engineering. Do you know what Genetic 

Engineering is? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:43:48] "Athena": I have an idea. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:44:10] Interviewer: Genetic Engineering is a highly controversial umbrella 

term for several technologies and techniques that allow the modification of the genetic 

material of a living organism, effectively changing the very nature and foundation of the 

organism. It can essentially be applied on any living organism in any way, but on human 

beings it has been used in the form of gene therapy to treat disease. 
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[2014-12-11 21:44:51] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about Genetic 

Engineering? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:46:51] "Athena": As in a way of treating diseases then I like it, if it would be 

able to fix cancer then I would love it. But since I'm not to sure of how far it has come, then I 

can't say much of it. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:48:26] Interviewer: It's in many ways a fringe science, so scientists 

themselves aren't entirely sure of how far it has come or how far it can be used, but there are a 

lot of speculation since it can in essence be used anywhere to achieve anything as long as 

there's genetic material to work with. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:49:01 | Edited 21:50:39] Interviewer: You've partially answered this, but; 

Could you imagine using Genetic Engineering to change something about yourself, either for 

medical/therapeutic, aesthetic, health-boosting or performance-enhancing purposes? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:52:21 | Edited 21:52:38] "Athena": I would, in all ways. I would love to fix 

myself as if I were a character from "Sims", but I also believe that if it were that easy, then 

people would never be happy about what they are and all would do modifications, perhaps to 

look like "that" celebrity. I would do it in very modest ways (I hope). And I'm all in for 

performance and medical enhancing. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:55:24] Interviewer: Alright. But Genetic Engineering (well, all HETs really, 

but especially GE) have aspects beyond just changing yourself. Do you think parents have a 

right, or perhaps even an obligation, to use Genetic Engineering on their unborn children to 

modify their genetic makeup for therapeutic purposes? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:57:40] "Athena": If it would stop something unnatural from happening then 

yes, I do. 

 

[2014-12-11 21:58:07] Interviewer: Just for clarification, by "unnatural" you mean..? 

 

[2014-12-11 21:59:26] "Athena": Diseases and so on. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:00:52] Interviewer: Alright. But what if it was done for aesthetic or 

enhancement purposes? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:02:07] "Athena": Then I don't think the parents have any right. To change a 

person's outer self just makes you shallow and the child to believe in a shallow world. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:04:20] Interviewer: Alright, and with that we conclude the subject of Genetic 

Engineering and move on to the partially related subject of Body Modification. Now, since it's 
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just about never mentioned in this capacity, I won't bother to ask what you think it is and 

instead just tell you: 

 

[2014-12-11 22:04:28] Interviewer: Body Modification is an umbrella term for wide range of 

practices, techniques and technologies meant to alter the human anatomy, or the human body. 

Body Modification is mostly done for aesthetic, symbolic or artistic purposes and includes 

earrings, tattoos, piercings, plastic surgery and breast implants, among the more common 

ones, as well as scarification, subdermal implants (implanting objects under the skin), tongue 

splitting and genital cutting or modification, among the more rarer and more controversial 

ones, as well as many others. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:04:50] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about Body 

Modification and people modifying their bodies for aesthetic purposes? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:05:14] "Athena": Add to unnatural: I was going to say that if it would be able 

to stop a mental illness then go for it, but as it is I changed my mind because it would be to 

change someone's mind and way of thinking. And all have right to their own opinion. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:05:53] Interviewer: Noted! 

 

[2014-12-11 22:08:30] "Athena": I like the fact that we do have our own choice in some 

ways, but I also think that we have too much choice. If you change your nose, your eyes, ears, 

chin, cheek, breast, butt, stomach and so on, then you wouldn't be you. You would be a 

picture of what you want to be, but you wouldn't be you. I believe that once you've started to 

do that, then you are more or less lost since you do not feel good about yourself and most 

likely never will, because who knows of perfection? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:10:23] "Athena": But! Since I am one of those who love art and therein even 

body art as in tattoos, I like it and I can't speak against piercings either even though I perhaps 

wouldn't have it myself(piercings). 

 

[2014-12-11 22:11:03] Interviewer: Alright, and that actually relates to my next question; Do 

you have any Body Modifications, or could you imagine getting any? Why and of which 

kind? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:16:18] "Athena": I have, since before, old holes from earrings, but I haven't 

used them for years. I don't have the interest to spend time to put jewelry through my body. 

Mostly because I have a strong allergy to nickel and often find out too late about what jewelry 

that contained it. 

I do, if it counts, have my hair coloured and have had it since third or fourth grade and I 

would consider getting tattoos. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:18:37] "Athena": Though I do wonder about one thing, does not simple things 

as haircuts count as a modification in such way? And makeup. Even if it might not be 
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something that stays on your body for the rest of your life, it is still a modification. Just a 

simple line of black around your eyes changes the way you look and the way you look at 

yourself. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:18:53] "Athena": In such way, I do believe that we all allow ourselves to do 

it. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:21:34] Interviewer: It absolutely is, however since it's so common it becomes 

a little pointless to incorporate it under the same term and use as other Body Modifications. 

[2014-12-11 22:21:50] Interviewer: Do you think there should be limits or restrictions as to 

what extent or degree people should be allowed to modify their own bodies? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:24:32] "Athena": I do believe that in some cases, as in changing size or figure 

of your body that one should have had a meeting with a psychiatrist first, to be able to make 

sure that you won't go and destroy yourself mentally. 

But in tattoos and piercings, then no, I do not. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:26:28] Interviewer: Alright, and that not only concludes the topic of Body 

Modifications, but also about the techno-specific section of this interview. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:26:49] Interviewer: Now that we‟ve talked about some of these Human 

Enhancement Technologies and what you think about them, we‟re going to change 

perspective and dive in and talk in greater depth about the ways they can and should (or 

shouldn‟t) be used and the implications they can have, as opposed to talking about the 

technologies themselves. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:27:20] Interviewer: First off are so-called Aesthetic Enhancements, which 

links to our previous topic of Body Modification. Aesthetic Enhancements are modifications 

done to the human body for the sole reason of subjectively improving aesthetic pleasure. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:27:44] Interviewer: What do you think about the concept of being able to, for 

aesthetic purposes, modify physical human characteristics or the human body itself to appear 

like something that‟s distinctly outside human physical norms or simply distinctly not human? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:34:10 | Edited 22:34:19] "Athena": I like it, because it means that someone 

has at sometime thought outside the box. I wouldn't have it myself, but since others do and 

look happy about it, then why not? They often look far more happy than those who haven't 

done anything to their body. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:34:47] Interviewer: Alright, but if we turn it around then; Do you perceive of 

any risks with people modifying their physical appearance to appear as something distinctly 

not human or not within the anatomical norm of the human species? 
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[2014-12-11 22:37:56] "Athena": The only risks as far as I can see, is overly religious people 

who sees the "devil" or alike in someone and decide to do something about it. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:38:26] "Athena": Or, I can see that they have a harder time at getting certain 

jobs, but as far as I know, they rarely want those jobs in particular. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:40:08] Interviewer: Alright, and although I think the answer to this is self-

evident; Given the ability to alter someone's appearance beyond human anatomical norms, do 

you still think there should or shouldn‟t be any restrictions as to what extent people should be 

allowed to modify their own bodies? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:41:03] "Athena": In this matter about non-human, then no. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:42:03] Interviewer: Alright, and what concludes the topic of Aesthetic 

Enhancements. Next up is Physical Performance Enhancments, which are enhancements done 

to the human body or physiology to improve physical well-being or performance. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:42:12] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about being able 

to use technological means to boost the physical performance of human beings? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:45:45] "Athena": Of human beings in whole or just a person in itself. A race 

in whole, I do not like, for it would put us more and more as a half bred than a human. 

Just a person here and there, by their own choice and of their own choices then I don't mind. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:46:33] Interviewer: Alright, interesting. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:46:35] Interviewer: Can you think of any reason or any area where 

performance enhancements shouldn‟t be allowed? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:49:53] "Athena": Mind, strength(as in super-human) and speed. We would be 

a race of people who would be afraid of everything that exist because they wouldn't be sure of 

the next mental breakdown given by others. Run down or abuse. 

I am aware that I only see the worse in this, but it is also what it could be and all that could be 

should be thought through. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:52:03] Interviewer: Alright, but in contrast, can you think of any reason or 

any area where performance enhancements shouldn‟t just be allowed, but could maybe even 

beneficial? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:57:23] "Athena": Eyesight, reaction and hearing could be things that are good 

to have, even beneficial. To see further and better in dark while driving, having a better 

peripheral vision and reaction could lower the accidents among not only cars and other motor 

driven vehicles. 
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As in sight, there would be a need to make sure that your sight wouldn't become more 

sensitive due to enhancements, since the change between dark and light could be ever harder 

and longer than it is today. 

 

[2014-12-11 22:58:41] Interviewer: Absolutely. What do you think about using physical 

performance enhancements to improve bodily health? 

 

[2014-12-11 22:59:51] "Athena": Depends I suppose. I do not like it if the age would be 

longer, not because I despise the human race for any reason, but for the over population that 

we are going towards. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:00:45] Interviewer: Alright, but beyond the aspect of age increase (given an 

increase in population)? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:04:17] "Athena": If we would be more resistant to diseases then both yes and 

no. Yes, because we would harder get sick and no, because of the overpopulation once more. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:06:03] Interviewer: Ok, and though you've already touches on this I need to 

ask; What do you think about using physical enhancements to boost human senses like 

eyesight, hearing, smell and touch? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:07:05] "Athena": I think it could be a good thing. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:07:57] Interviewer: At large or you do see any risks/issues with people having 

boosted or altered senses? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:10:08] "Athena": Nothing more than they would be more sensitive as well. If 

your hearing is enhanced then you might hear more than once should have and have a harder 

time for the eyes to accept the change between dark and light. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:12:38 | Edited 23:14:41] Interviewer: Interesting. Would it make a difference 

if the effects of these sense enhancements were temporary, activateable or permanent? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:15:55] "Athena": It could be, but we would still use it for selfish purposes, to 

hear what we shouldn't, see what we wouldn't and so on. But it would be good to be able to 

enhance your touch in matter of feeling what cannot be seen as in feeling (example)cancer on 

the body which they cannot see in x-rays. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:17:31] Interviewer: Indeed. And for the final question on Physical 

Performance Enhancements, and you've touched on this previously; What do you think about 

using physical performance enhancements to boost human abilities and senses beyond the 

normal range of human capabilities? 
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[2014-12-11 23:19:59] "Athena": If it would be used for the right purposes then I wouldn't 

have anything against it, but since we would never be able to be sure, then no. I do not think it 

would be a good idea. 

Senses are not as rough in such way, we wouldn't be able to use it in the same way so there I 

would be okay with it. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:21:15] Interviewer: And that concludes Physical Performance Enhancements. 

Next up are so-called Cognitive Enhancements, which are enhancements done to the human 

brain to boost its cognitive functions like memory, concentration or intelligence. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:21:36] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about using 

cognitive enhancements to improve the cognitive capacities and abilities, that is brain 

functions, of human beings? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:27:07] "Athena": Intelligence itself should not be altered with, but enhancing 

the memory and concentration could be beneficial, as long as it is in a "human" amount that 

we alter it in. People could perhaps remember that little thing that can save that poor man 

from choking. 

If I would say overall, then I suppose not, because the mind is the thing that makes us who we 

are. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:28:05] Interviewer: Aight, and on the subject of memory enhancement; What 

do you think about using cognitive enhancements to improve a person‟s memory capacity or 

the vividness/clarity of their memories? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:31:23] "Athena": It could be both good and bad. It could, as I said before, 

help us remember the little important things. But it could be bad as in remembering things we 

do not wish to remember. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:32:06] Interviewer: Alright, and moving on to the next sub-topic of 

conenctration; What do you think about using cognitive enhancements to improve a person‟s 

ability to concentrate? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:34:35] "Athena": It could be used as just a little thing to even life-saving, a 

technician should have all the concentration he or she could have and it could save lives. A 

doctor with a superb concentration would perhaps not perceive something else that are more 

important. So it all depends on who would use it. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:35:56] Interviewer: And on the next sub-topic, and you've mentioned this 

before; What do you think about using cognitive enhancements to improve a person‟s 

intelligence? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:38:44] "Athena": I don't think it would be a good idea to do, too little of 

ourselves would be left, or too much and it could have devastating result. 
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[2014-12-11 23:39:32] Interviewer: Alright, and to mirror a previous question; What do you 

think about these cognitive enhancement effects being temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:42:54] "Athena": In this matter I don't think it would be a good thing to have 

it temporary, I'm not fond of having anything temporary because we would get addicted. So I 

think we should either have it permanent or nothing at all. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:44:06] Interviewer: And that concludes the part about Cognitive 

Enhancements, and in turn leaves place for the next topic: Emotive Enhancements, which are 

enhancements aimed at altering or controling someone‟s emotions. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:44:14] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about using 

emotive enhancements to control, modify or enhance a person‟s emotions? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:46:16] "Athena": Shouldn't be done. To alter one's emotions would be to alter 

one's personality. Absolutely not control and I am sure that no one would love to be a 

mindless puppet. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:47:56] Interviewer: Would you say the same thing given that it was a single 

person deciding it about themselves without any coercion, threat or force - as in this 

individual decided by their own accord to alter or take control of their own emotions? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:50:14] "Athena": If they do that, then they must have a poor reason. If they 

weren't able to alter their emotions in natural ways then they should be seeing a psychiatrist to 

get help. Because no one feels good to take away or lift up another emotion. We work as a 

whole with them. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:51:19] Interviewer: Interesting. And although the answer has been more or 

less given; Do you think people should be allowed to become artificially blissful or unable to 

feel sorrow? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:52:38] "Athena": No, I don't. Even if I might want to do it myself for a 

moment, I'd never want it for the rest of my life. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:53:30] Interviewer: So then you do think it matters whether or not such 

enhancements are temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:56:11] "Athena": No I don't. I don't think we should alter with it at all. To get 

rid of sadness a day which you feel sad, would just make you want to use it the next time and 

next time for longer and longer periods of time. You would at last not be able to feel 

happiness on your own and you would get addicted. It would a drug. 
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[2014-12-11 23:57:43] Interviewer: Indeed it would. And with that we will allow Emotive 

Enhancements to give way to a related but arguably more controversial form of enhancement: 

Moral Enhancements, which are enhancements aimed at altering or enhancing someone‟s 

moral character or personality. 

 

[2014-12-11 23:58:04] Interviewer: And I know you've mentioned this before, but; Generally 

speaking, what do you think about using technology to modify or change a person‟s moral 

character or personality? 

 

[2014-12-11 23:59:43] "Athena": We should not alter our character and persona, we wouldn't 

be ourselves anymore. 

 

[00:03:45] Interviewer: So do you mean that in a moral or a legal sense, as in; Do you think 

people should be allowed to (legally) use Human Enhancement Technologies to change moral 

aspects of themselves? 

 

[00:04:57] "Athena": If they would stop a murderer then go ahead, but they wouldn't. They 

would never admit that. 

 

[00:06:18] Interviewer: Alright, but would it matter if these effects of these moral 

enhancements are temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[00:07:56] "Athena": Perhaps it would. But I still believe it would be as a drug, it would in the 

end do nothing good. 

 

[00:09:28] Interviewer: Alright, and that concludes the final subtopic of this section. Next up 

is the topic of Social Aspects where I'd like to know you thoughts on how all these 

technologies could impact us socially. So, if these enhancement technologies became 

available tomorrow, how do you think they would impact our society? 

 

[00:18:45] "Athena": If all just suddenly became available then we would at first perhaps be 

frightened and amazed at the same time and that curiosity which the amazement would bring 

us, would be enough for us to try the things, and try the next and over do. People would 

change themselves to look like their favourite celebrity or the person they think they want to 

be or others want them to be. We would be happy for the moment and then most likely go 

down, get away that sad emotion and then be a zombie, a mindless puppet without money and 

without the feeling of loneliness or cold or whatever a person might decide to get rid of. Some 

might even be as radical and alter their mood so that wrath would take overhand, for fun. 

I'd say that we'd become real victims of the seven deadly sins, wrath, gluttony, envy, lust, 

pride, greed and sloth. 

I'm not saying that it must be like this, it can also be the other way around, we could be too 

wary of it and take care, check it out, be careful and so forth. But as I've learned to believe 

that I know the human race, I'd go with the first guess. 
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[00:20:36] Interviewer: And given that not everyone instantly rushed to get their own 'fix' or 

enhancement, how do you think the general public - as in those chose not to get enhancements 

-  would react to people getting these kinds of enhancements? 

 

[00:23:54] "Athena": Fear, disgust, sadness of a lost one to these enhancements. 

 

[00:24:46] "Athena": If the others reacted in the manner I spoke of then this would be a most 

expected reaction of the rest. 

 

[00:24:58] "Athena": Of course with exceptions. 

 

[00:25:38] Interviewer: Alright, and if we twist the question around; how do you think 

enhanced human beings would perceive those who chose not to get enhancements? 

 

[00:27:30] "Athena": As rich perceived poor people before our time. Weak and poor with no 

future. 

 

[00:28:34] Interviewer: Interesting. So given all of this, how do you think, given that HETs 

wasn't outright banned in every form, the distribution and regulation of Human Enhancement 

Technologies should (or shouldn‟t) be handled? 

 

[00:32:22] "Athena": With time. With enough time given then we will learn to understand and 

enjoy things in more sensible manners. Just look back at everything else. We like new even 

though we many times are afraid of it at the beginning and even though we might take it 

easier than they did before, we would still need our time, just like they did. The car wasn't 

invented in a day. 

 

[00:33:48] Interviewer: Indeed it wasn't. So, for the final topic of this interview we truly enter 

the realm of possibilities and speculation and talk about what kind of impact, very far down 

the line, these Human Enhancement Technologies may have. 

 

[00:34:40 | Edited 00:34:57] Interviewer: Although mentioned at times before; What do you 

think about using HETs to grant human beings powers and abilities distinctly beyond the 

normal range of the human species? 

 

[00:35:48] "Athena": I don't think we should, I believe that we would abuse it, in bad ways. 

 

[00:36:10] Interviewer: Do you think we could use it in good ways? And if so, how? 

 

[00:39:26] "Athena": Yes, we could, firemen to resist fire, policemen resist bullets and so 

forth. (Though I believe that in some cases it would backfire and they would abuse it) But we 

can't allow a special few to have it because it would start a riot among the rest, specially if 

that odd case would happen. 
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[00:40:06] Interviewer: Alright, do you think that a person could amass enough of these 

modifications, augmentations and enhancements to no longer be considered „human‟? 

 

[00:42:07] "Athena": That depends on the viewer. I believe that they lose the "human" part of 

them as soon as they start to modify their mind, their body is just a device for the mind and 

what your body really looks like shouldn't matter, for it is the mind that makes it. 

 

[00:42:42] Interviewer: Alright, and lastly although you've already answered this; Do you 

think that, should technology eventually allow it, people should be able or allowed to attain 

immortality? 

 

[00:43:21] "Athena": Absolutely not. 

 

[00:43:46] Interviewer: And like I said, that wraps up this interview. Thank you so much for 

your participation! 

 

[00:43:57] "Athena": Thank you. 
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Interview 2: “Aphrodite” 

 

[01:52:02] Interviewer: Before we begin, there are some formalia and things I‟m obliged to 

declare: 

 

[01:52:08] Interviewer: This interview is on the subject of Human Enhancement 

Technologies, and will be used as a primary source of data for my essay on Human 

Enhancement Technologies, where I will compare the thoughts and opinions of those 

interviewed in these interviews with the thoughts and opinions expressed by scientists and 

experts on the subject. 

 

[01:52:18] Interviewer: I will never reveal your identity in my essay, and I will remove any 

mention of your identity from the raw data I attach to my essay. 

 

[01:52:27] Interviewer: That being said, given that Skype records these conversations, it‟s 

fully possible that your identity could be retrieved from their databases. 

 

[01:52:41] Interviewer: With this in mind, do you still want to go through with the interview? 

 

[01:52:54] "Aphrodite": I agree to the terms and conditions :) No shame in my game! 

 

[01:53:02] Interviewer: Great! 

 

[01:53:15] Interviewer: So, given the ethically complicated and personal nature of some of the 

questions that will be asked in this interview, you‟re given the right to at any point declare 

that you don‟t want to answer a question. 

 

[01:53:26] Interviewer: And for the purpose of all questions, except when it explicitly says 

otherwise, all actions described or suggested are to be considered to have been done entirely 

by someone‟s own will and desire solely upon themselves without any external coercion, 

threats or force. 

 

[01:53:48] "Aphrodite": Acknowledged :) I'm an open book 

 

[01:53:55] Interviewer: Awesome! 

 

[01:54:04] Interviewer: Have you ever heard of "Human Enhancement Technologies" or 

"Transhumanism" prior to this interview? If so, where and when? 

 

[01:54:15] "Aphrodite": You're my first! 

 

[01:54:50] "Aphrodite": Though in preparation, I admittedly should have researched it prior. 

My bad. 

 



79 

 

[01:55:30] Interviewer: Not at all, the interview is designed so that no prior knowlede is 

required - and it may actually be better if you don't know anything about it! 

 

[01:55:39] Interviewer: So; Human Enhancement Technologies (shortened HETs) is an 

umbrella term for a lot of different technologies that can be used to, in various way, 

"improve" or "enhance" aspects of human beings. Transhumanism in turn is a philosophical 

and intellectual movement that promotes the use of these HETs. 

 

[01:55:59] Interviewer: So we‟ll start off by talking about some of the Human Enhancement 

Technologies that exist today, what you think about them and a little bit about their use. 

 

[01:56:09] "Aphrodite": Right on 

 

[01:56:22] Interviewer: First off we have Prostheses; Do you know what a Prosthesis is? 

 

[01:56:47] "Aphrodite": Yes, I do! 

 

[01:57:24] Interviewer: Thought you would! So, speaking only in speculation, how far do you 

think prostheses has come - as in what do you think modern prostheses are capable of? 

 

[01:59:00] "Aphrodite": I think prostheses have come a long way! They are cosmetically 

improved, as well as the addition and improvement of their range of motion 

 

[02:00:01] "Aphrodite": Most can function as well as the limb they are replacing, if not 

equally as well 

 

[02:00:33] "Aphrodite": There should have been the word "almost" after the word "function" 

lol 

 

[02:01:10] "Aphrodite": That's all I got lol 

 

[02:02:46] Interviewer: Alright, yeah that's just about right. So, generally speaking, what do 

you think about prostheses? 

 

[02:03:35] "Aphrodite": I think they are a great adaptive tool for those that need them 

 

[02:04:29] Interviewer: Indeed they are. Do you have any experiences with prostheses, either 

personally or that you know someone who has a prosthesis? 

 

[02:05:00] "Aphrodite": Not personally, but I'm a Nursing Aide so I have taken care of people 

that have them. 

 

[02:05:55] Interviewer: Interesting. So if you lost a limb or body part, could you imagine 

getting a prosthesis replacement? 
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[02:06:06] "Aphrodite": I'd insist on it! 

 

[02:06:39] Interviewer: Alright. But what about getting a prosthesis replacement for a healthy 

limb or body part - could you imagine doing that? 

 

[02:07:30] "Aphrodite": I'd only considered doing it if the prosthesis functioned better than 

the body part or limb. 

 

[02:07:36] "Aphrodite": consider* 

 

[02:08:28] Interviewer: Yeah that makes sense. And that concludes the part about Prostheses, 

and gives way to the next topic of Powered Exoskeletons. Do you know what a Powered 

Exoskeleton is? 

 

[02:09:17] "Aphrodite": Isn't that the machines they use that you fit in and you can lift really 

heavy shit with? 

 

[02:09:59] Interviewer: More or less yeah! Powered Exoskeletons are mobile machines worn 

on the outside of the body to improve strength, endurance or stamina. While mainly used for 

military purposes, Powered Exoskeletons have been and are being used by civilians to help 

survive dangerous environments like fires, assist in industrial tasks like heavy-lifting, and 

even for medical purposes like enabling paraplegics to walk. 

 

[02:10:23] Interviewer: So, generally speaking, what do you think of Powered Exoskeletons? 

 

[02:11:59] "Aphrodite": I am all for them, once I'd be confident the technology is secure. My 

main concern would be some kind of freak malfunction where the exoskeleton suddenly 

rotates it's upper structure and ends up killing or paralyzing me by twisting my spine. lol does 

that make sense? 

 

[02:12:43] Interviewer: Makes perfect sense, they're powerful machines after all and could 

cause serious damage if misused or if they malfunctioned. 

 

[02:12:51] Interviewer: Could you imagine using a Powered Exoskeleton? For what use? 

 

[02:14:12] "Aphrodite": Not really an imagined use in my lifestyle, but if I used them ever for 

anything, it would be to lift something heavy 

 

[02:15:10] Interviewer: Which is their most common use, so that makes sense. And that 

actually covers it for Powered Exoskeletons. Next up are so-called Brain-Computer 

Interfaces. Do you know what a Brain-Computer Interface is? 

 

[02:15:33] "Aphrodite": Is it a computer that interacts with your thought processes? 
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[02:16:02] Interviewer: Kind of! Brain-Computer Interfaces, shortened BCIs, are devices that 

allow a computer to directly interact and communicate with a human brain. BCIs have been 

used to allow people to, without any other means, control robots and interact with computers 

(like playing video games). 

 

[02:16:25] "Aphrodite": That's pretty sweet 

 

[02:16:47] Interviewer: I think so to, and more generally speaking, what do you think about 

Brain-Computer Interfaces? 

 

[02:19:23] "Aphrodite": I think the technology they use to implement that would be 

fascinating. It seems like it would revolutionize video gaming and possibly a great tool for 

rescue efforts and the like, if the environment was too dangerous for humans to engage 

 

[02:19:57] Interviewer: Indeed it could and indeed it is. Could you imagine using a Brain-

Computer Interface? For what, and why? 

 

[02:22:01] "Aphrodite": I can imagine it with modern technology the way it is, but my tech 

savvy isn't up to date enough to imagine HOW it would work. I guess I don't really need to, as 

long as it works right? lol. But the main thought that popped in my head was using it in 

robotics for rescue efforts. Also probably in times of war. 

 

[02:23:06] Interviewer: Alright. Well that does it for BCIs as well, which makes room for 

something you might just be familiar with: Medical Implants. Do you know what a Medical 

Implant is? 

 

[02:24:05] "Aphrodite": A device (of sorts) they implant into someone's body? I.E. Birth 

control, pacemaker, etc? 

 

[02:24:25] Interviewer: Exactly! 

 

[02:24:44] "Aphrodite": I've actually got the implanted birth control myself 

 

[02:25:58] Interviewer: Ah, interesting - and come to think of it, that's probably something I 

should be asking on these interviews! 

 

[02:26:17] Interviewer: But generally speaking, beyond just the birth control ones, what do 

you think of Medical Implants? 

 

[02:27:08] "Aphrodite": I think they're useful for the people who need them! 

 

[02:27:46] Interviewer: Alright, so I guess this has already been kinda answered; Could you 

imagine getting a Medical Implant for medical or therapeutic purposes? 
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[02:29:49] "Aphrodite": Yup! Although the human body can be unpredictable. For example, 

my body swallowed my birth control implant. It still does its job, but when I have to get it 

removed, instead of just going in through my vagina and pulling it out, they have to surgically 

remove it 

 

[02:31:39] Interviewer: Ouch, yeah they're far from perfect! But if we include birth control 

into medical/therapeutic Medical Implants, could you imagine getting a Medical Implant for 

any other purpose? 

 

[02:32:24] Interviewer: (also do not worry if I disconnect temporarily, my internet is a little 

jumpy today) 

 

[02:32:38] "Aphrodite": I don't  know what purpose besides something like a pacemaker, but 

yeah, I could imagine using it for other purposes. 

 

[02:32:59] "Aphrodite": No worries :) I don't mind waiting, you waited for me, after all!! 

 

[02:34:04] Interviewer: Hehe, my pleasure! Well that does it for Medical Implants, and gives 

way for a related subject: Drugs. Now of course there are many, many different kinds of 

drugs, but in the most general sense, what do you think about drug use? 

 

[02:38:38] "Aphrodite": Mixed feelings. I've had my fair share of recreational drugs, and I 

have enjoyed it. I have an addictive personality so I've also made poor choices based on 

dependency. Also, their medical usage can be beneficial, but I'm not fond of taking one drug, 

then having to take six more to combat the side effects. Then more drugs on top of that to 

combat any additional side effects. 

 

[02:39:14] "Aphrodite": So, thumbs up for recreational usage as long as it's used in 

moderation, but thumbs down medically. I'm a holistic, natural remedy fan. 

 

[02:39:45] Interviewer: Alright, so given that do you think there are some types of drugs that 

shouldn‟t be allowed? 

 

[02:41:13] "Aphrodite": I think modern medicines should generally be used after a last resort 

after natural remedies fail, and only for ailments that either save one's life or function in their 

daily lives 

 

[02:42:56] Interviewer: Alright, and since you've actually already answered my next question, 

we're done for the moment with the topic of Drugs! And it's really fittingly you would end 

speaking about natural remedies, because the next topic is somethat that many would describe 

as something most unnatural: Genetic Engineering. 

 

[02:43:04] Interviewer: Do you know what Genetic Engineering is? 
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[02:44:07] "Aphrodite": It alters your genetic traits, right? 

 

[02:44:43] "Aphrodite": Isn't Monsanto doing something like that to crops? 

 

[02:44:47] "Aphrodite": I could be way off 

 

[02:46:25] Interviewer: No you're right, Genetic Engineering can be used on any living 

organism - including human beings - to modify anything from small characteristics to the 

fundamental workings of an organism. Monsanto does indeed use Genetic Engineering, and 

they're a large reason why the subject is not so well regarded these days. 

 

[02:46:37] Interviewer: So generally speaking, what do you think about Genetic Engineering? 

 

[02:48:39] "Aphrodite": Thumbs down!!  I think if it isn't broken, you don't need to fix it. We 

have no guarantee of it's long term effects 

 

[02:49:26] Interviewer: Alright, so I guess that sort of answers both of my following 

questions, but I must ask them anyway: Could you imagine using Genetic Engineering to 

change something about yourself, either for medical/therapeutic, aesthetic, health-boosting or 

performance-enhancing purposes? 

 

[02:49:48] "Aphrodite": Neverrrrr! lol 

 

[02:50:12] Interviewer: Even if there were no negative side effects? 

 

[02:51:58] "Aphrodite": How can you guarantee that? Yeah, maybe not any immediate 

negative side effects. Even if you could, I refuse to become a part of the culture of altering 

genetics. Nature has it's way for a reason. 

 

[02:52:45] Interviewer: Alright, and that probably very clearly asks my last question on the 

topic - but I must ask it! Do you think parents have a right, or perhaps even an obligation, to 

use Genetic Engineering on their unborn children to modify their genetic makeup for 

therapeutic or medical purposes? 

 

[02:53:52] "Aphrodite": I would understand if it would save their unborn child's life. If they 

couldn't exist without it, then I don't blame them. 

 

[02:55:01] Interviewer: What about for treating illnesses or for other health benefits? 

 

[02:55:28] Interviewer: (that wouldn't be necessarily fatal) 

 

[02:57:39] "Aphrodite": Alright, I guess I'd weigh the risks of treatment with modern 

medicine against the risks of using genetic engineering and obviously go with the least risky. 
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In those cases, if genetic engineering is less risky than the alternative when only being used 

for health purposes, I can't say I'm against that. 

 

[02:58:42] Interviewer: Alright, and although more or less answered; What about for aesthetic 

or enhancement purposes? 

 

[02:59:28] "Aphrodite": Thumbs down! 

 

[03:00:51] Interviewer: Thumbs down it is, and that does it for Genetic Engineering. The last 

topic for this section of the interview is Body Modification. And since no one ever uses that 

term, I won't bother asking if you know what it means and instead just tell you: 

 

[03:01:02] Interviewer: Body Modification is an umbrella term for wide range of practices, 

techniques and technologies meant to alter the human anatomy, or the human body. Body 

Modification is mostly done for aesthetic, symbolic or artistic purposes and includes earrings, 

tattoos, piercings, plastic surgery and breast implants, among the more common ones, as well 

as scarification, subdermal implants (implanting objects under the skin), tongue splitting and 

genital cutting or modification, among the more rarer and more controversial ones, as well as 

many others. 

 

[03:01:29] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about Body Modification and 

people modifying their bodies for aesthetic purposes? 

 

[03:02:46] "Aphrodite": To each, their own. I've indulged in tattoos and piercings personally. 

So I guess I can say I'm in support 

 

[03:03:21] Interviewer: Alright and that partially answers my second question on the topic; 

Do you have any Body Modifications, or could you imagine getting any? Why and of which 

kind? 

 

[03:04:28] "Aphrodite": I've no piercings currently but I've had my nose, tongue, navel, and 

my "Monroe". I have four tattoos... leg, hip, neck, and right underneath my collarbone 

 

[03:04:49] Interviewer: Why did you get them? 

 

[03:05:40] "Aphrodite": On impulse, mostly. The only thing I got with meaning is the tattoo I 

got with my dad's initials on it after he died. 

 

[03:06:08] Interviewer: Cool (not the death, but the tattoo). Do you think there are certain 

kinds of Body Modifications that shouldn‟t be allowed? Which and why? 

 

[03:07:09] "Aphrodite": No, they're all a personal choice that doesn't affect anyone besides 

the person electing to apply it to their own body 
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[03:09:02] Interviewer: I agree! Alright, now that we‟ve talked about some of these Human 

Enhancement Technologies and what you think about them, we‟re going to change 

perspective and dive in and talk in greater depth about the ways they can and should (or 

shouldn‟t) be used and the implications they can have, as opposed to talking about the 

technologies themselves. 

 

[03:09:19] "Aphrodite": Okay 

 

[03:09:25] Interviewer: First off are so-called Aesthetic Enhancements, which links to our 

previous topic of Body Modification. Aesthetic Enhancements are modifications done to the 

human body for the sole reason of subjectively improving aesthetic pleasure. 

 

[03:09:36] Interviewer: What do you think about the concept of being able to, for aesthetic 

purposes, modify physical human characteristics or the human body itself to appear like 

something that‟s distinctly outside human physical norms or simply distinctly not human? 

 

[03:09:55] "Aphrodite": LIke a tail? 

 

[03:10:05] Interviewer: Among many other things, yes 

 

[03:10:53] "Aphrodite": I guess it's the same, albeit more dramatic, as tattoos, piercings, 

implants, etc. 

 

[03:11:38] Interviewer: Indeed, but do you perceive of any risks with people modifying their 

physical appearance to appear as something distinctly not human or not within the anatomical 

norm of the human species? 

 

[03:12:59] "Aphrodite": The chance they personally take, I guess. If the technology isn't 

flawed and the ill-effects are that said person can't find a job or other such complaint of one 

with, say, a lot of tattoos and piercings would have. 

 

[03:13:58] Interviewer: Alright, so given this, do you still think there should or shouldn‟t be 

any restrictions as to what extent people should be allowed to modify their own bodies? 

 

[03:14:58] "Aphrodite": For aesthetic purposes, anything short of genetic altercation should 

be permitted. 

 

[03:16:16] Interviewer: To clarify: But it would not include modifications or enhancements 

made using Genetic Engineering, because Genetic Engineering (for such purposes) shouldn't 

be allowed? 

 

[03:16:37] "Aphrodite": Agreed 
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[03:17:05] Interviewer: Alright, and that does it for Aesthetic Enhancements. Next up are so-

called Physical Performance Enhancements, which are enhancements done to the human body 

or physiology to improve physical well-being or performance. 

 

[03:17:15] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about being able to use 

technological means to boost the physical performance of human beings? 

 

[03:18:55] "Aphrodite": I don't really like the idea. But I guess it depends on it's use. 

 

[03:19:53] Interviewer: Can you think of any reason for or any area where performance 

enhancements shouldn‟t be allowed? 

 

[03:22:22] "Aphrodite": In something like sports. 

 

[03:23:25] Interviewer: Interesting. With this do you mean that performance enhancements 

shouldn't be allowed in sports period, or that performance-enhanced people would have to 

compete separately from those weren't performance-enhanced? 

 

[03:24:26] "Aphrodite": Period 

 

[03:25:00] Interviewer: Alright, but in contrast, can you think of any reason or any area where 

performance enhancements shouldn‟t just be allowed, but could maybe even be beneficial? 

 

[03:25:52] "Aphrodite": Anyone with paraparesis would benefit from this technology. 

 

[03:26:11] Interviewer: Indeed, anywhere else? 

 

[03:26:54] "Aphrodite": It's actually the only thing to come to mind 

 

[03:27:11] Interviewer: Alright. 

 

[03:27:15] Interviewer: What do you think about using physical performance enhancements to 

improve bodily health? 

 

[03:28:14] "Aphrodite": Depends on what your health is in the first place. One person in 

generally considered great health shouldn't use them 

 

[03:28:32] "Aphrodite": But if one is in a state of weakened health, absolutely 

 

[03:29:13] Interviewer: What about those who are in that middle-ground of being neither at 

great or perhaps even 'good' health, but who aren't necessarily 'unhealthy'? 

 

[03:30:37] "Aphrodite": How can you not be in good health and not be unhealthy? 
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[03:31:10] "Aphrodite": Doesn't unhealthy imply that you, in fact, are not in good health? 

 

[03:35:01] Interviewer: Oh it absolutely does in an 'absolute' sense, but a lot of people have 

what they perceive as sub-par health from their view of what 'good health' would be, but they 

maybe aren't actually unhealthy as in suffering from the results of bad health. Do you think 

they should be allowed to use performance enhancements to get up to their idea of 'good 

health', or would those be only for those who a medical professional or similarly deemed 

unhealthy? 

 

[03:36:48] "Aphrodite": The latter 

 

[03:37:08] Interviewer: The latter, alright. 

 

[03:37:14] Interviewer: What do you think about using physical enhancements to boost 

human senses? 

 

[03:38:23] "Aphrodite": Along the lines of performance enhancement, or actually one of my 

common opinions that it should only be used to remedy failing health 

 

[03:38:57] "Aphrodite": Or failing function of a particular sense 

 

[03:40:20] Interviewer: Alright, but would it matter if the effects of these physical 

performance boosts were temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[03:42:29] "Aphrodite": No, not really. If you just want to do it just to be stronger or faster for 

something like playing a sport, or whatever, it takes away all that we put into it. Why practice 

or work toward something when you can just go get your capabilities tweaked 

 

[03:43:53] "Aphrodite": It's along the same principle that humans aren't retaining memories 

like they used to, because of our smartphones with their cameras and shit. We are literally not 

holding onto memories like we used to because subconsciously, we know we hold the picture 

in our galleries, so why use our brains? 

 

[03:45:02] Interviewer: Alright, and that covers it for Physical Performance Enhancements. 

Next we have so-called Cognitive Enhancements, which are enhancements done to the human 

brain to boost its cognitive functions like memory, concentration or intelligence. 

 

[03:45:20] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about using cognitive 

enhancements to improve the cognitive capacities and abilities, that is brain functions, of 

human beings? 

 

[03:46:50] "Aphrodite": I think it should be used, at least at first, to supplement functions of 

the brain that are impaired. 
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[03:48:05] Interviewer: But not to improve those who were not impaired in any way? 

 

[03:50:15] "Aphrodite": I read somewhere that the whole, "we only use ten percent of our 

brains" thing is a myth. I used to be a Certified Brain Injury Specialist, so me and the brain 

are best friends. LOL We currently use ninety percent of our capable brain function. I guess I 

don't see the problem with boosting it ten percent if we are aware of the effects it would have. 

 

[03:51:57] "Aphrodite": Often, Autistic people have an area of brain function that is too high 

performing, so to speak. They cannot handle the input, and thus cannot function normally 

 

[03:53:05] "Aphrodite": Look at the emotional/social problems of the well known geniuses in 

history. They had the optimal brain function we can naturally possess, but they couldn't 

function in society or personal relationships. 

 

[03:55:04] Interviewer: Indeed, but hypothetically speaking that could be considered the 

result of an "imbalance" or something similar in regards to what parts of the brain were on 

high performance, to which cognitive enhancements could, once again hypothetically, help 

"balance out". 

 

[03:56:16] Interviewer: Would such uses change your opinion on them? 

 

[03:57:53] "Aphrodite": If it were indeed an imbalance, then the aspect of the brain that you'd 

be enhancing would indeed be the function that was impaired 

 

[03:58:45] Interviewer: Alright. And given that you mentioned memory before this next 

question is rather fitting; What do you think about using cognitive enhancements to improve a 

person‟s memory capacity or the vividness/clarity of their memories? 

 

[03:59:54] "Aphrodite": Depends on the person's memories. I'd never use it for someone that 

has been sexually assaulted or abused in any way. Otherwise, thumbs up. 

 

[04:00:35] Interviewer: Alright, so you do see some potential risks with doing it? 

 

[04:02:03] "Aphrodite": Yeah, you remember your bad memories too lol 

 

[04:02:29] Interviewer: Indeed you could. What do you think about using cognitive 

enhancements to improve a person‟s ability to concentrate? 

 

[04:03:33] "Aphrodite": As a person that has ADHD, I'm all for it 

 

[04:03:52] "Aphrodite": as long as your concentration is impaired 

 

[04:04:32] Interviewer: Alright, and to mirror a previous question; What do you think about 

these cognitive enhancement effects being temporary, activatable or permanent? 



89 

 

 

[04:08:04] "Aphrodite": Well, if it's temporary, you might as well take Adderall. Same 

difference, I guess. As for the other two, same opinion that your concentration should be 

impaired in order to use it. 

 

[04:09:11] Interviewer: Indeed, although Adderall is a type of HET! Well that does it for 

Cognitive Enhancements. Moving on we have so-called Emotive Enhancements, which are 

enhancements aimed at altering or controlling someone‟s emotions. 

 

[04:09:28] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about using emotive 

enhancements to control, modify or enhance a person‟s emotions? 

 

[04:09:59] "Aphrodite": Seems like Soma (The book 1984) 

 

[04:12:26] "Aphrodite": Anyway, I'm completely for it. I suffer from anxiety and depression 

that stem from my bipolar disorder. That cycle is hell, and I'm in favor of anything that can 

help relieve that 

 

[04:13:31] Interviewer: Indeed, but taken to a greater extreme, do you think people should be 

allowed to become artificially blissful or unable to feel sorrow? 

 

[04:14:01] "Aphrodite": Yup. There's no such thing as needing sadness to know happiness in 

my opinion. 

 

[04:14:36] Interviewer: Interesting. However do you perceive of any risks with emotive 

enhancements? 

 

[04:15:47] "Aphrodite": Well, when I'm manic, I'm, by definition, too elevated. So emotive 

enhancements would help my downswings but exacerbate my upswings 

 

[04:17:54] Interviewer: Alright, and once again; Does it matter if these emotive enhancements 

are temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[04:20:46] "Aphrodite": No, but for someone like me, there should be an option (I would want 

to be able to activate/deactivate) 

 

[04:21:37] Interviewer: Indeed. Alright, that's enough Emotive Enhancements. The final type 

of enhancements, but not the final topic of the interview, are the so-called Moral 

Enhancements, which are enhancements aimed at altering or enhancing someone‟s moral 

character or personality. 

 

[04:21:48] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about using technology to 

modify or change a person‟s moral character or personality? 
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[04:23:05] "Aphrodite": What's the moral basis of comparison? What's moral to you could be 

unjust to me, right 

 

[04:23:16] "Aphrodite": Or are we just talking universal morals 

 

[04:25:26] Interviewer: That's actually part of the issue of the concept; different people have 

different moral values. We are however still bound to the interview's boundrary of any 

enhancement being self-desired and only directed towards oneself. Beyond that, it can be 

anything and everything. 

 

[04:26:33] "Aphrodite": I think people are capable of altering aspects of their character that 

they find undesirable on their own 

 

[04:28:07] Interviewer: Indeed they could, but do you think they could - or should - use moral 

enhancements to alter those aspects of their character? 

 

[04:33:26] "Aphrodite": I think they should only if their behavior is harmful to themselves or 

others 

 

[04:34:11] Interviewer: Alright, so do you perceive of any risks with moral enhancements? 

 

[04:36:45] "Aphrodite": Yeah, they kind of change the person who you are- your authentic 

self. You may not like "the new you", or forever feel like you're living a lie. Granted that the 

enhancement was permanent. 

 

[04:37:53] Interviewer: But hypothetically speaking, there's nothing saying you couldn't 

change it again, is there? 

 

[04:38:49] "Aphrodite": Then it could be speculated that you went through all that for 

nothing. 

 

[04:40:20] Interviewer: Indeed it could. And that concluded Moral Enhancements. So with all 

these forms of enhancements in mind, let‟s talk about the social aspects of Human 

Enhancement Technologies. 

 

[04:40:27] Interviewer: If these enhancement technologies became available tomorrow, how 

do you think they would impact our society? 

 

[04:43:42] "Aphrodite": I think generally people would use it for vanity purposes. Just like 

plastic surgery is used to treat disaster victims, or people born with deformities, but mostly 

known for aesthetic enhancement- everyone would want it to be better looking, faster, 

stronger, smarter, etc....  I think it would have an adverse effect on those that didn't have the 

means to obtain this technology 
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[04:45:10] Interviewer: Interesting. How do you think think people would initially react to 

those getting these kinds of enhancements, asuming that not everyone immediately opened up 

to the idea of transforming themselves? 

 

[04:45:52] "Aphrodite": That's tough to say. Could go one way or the other. Sadly, it depends 

on how the media spreads the news. 

 

[04:46:19] Interviewer: Alright, and on the flipside; How do you think enhanced human 

beings would perceive those who chose not to get enhancements? 

 

[04:46:45] "Aphrodite": Probably the same way the rich perceive the poor 

 

[04:46:53] "Aphrodite": Inferior 

 

[04:47:40 | Edited 04:48:00] Interviewer: So do you then think enhanced human beings could 

pose a threat to the non-enhanced in a broader sense? 

 

[04:48:43] "Aphrodite": Absolutely. 

 

[04:49:00] Interviewer: Alright, so given all of this, how do you think the distribution and 

regulation of Human Enhancement Technologies should or shouldn‟t be handled? 

 

[04:50:27] "Aphrodite": By LIcensed Professionals. 

 

[04:51:07] "Aphrodite": Same way they're basically being handled now. You need a 

prescription for it, it should be used as a necessity 

 

[04:53:28] Interviewer: Alright, and that actually does it for the social aspects. Finally we 

have a short little fringe topic called "Posthumanity", where we‟re going to truly enter the 

realm of possibilities and speculation and talk a little about what kind of impact, very far 

down the line, these Human Enhancement Technologies may have. 

 

[04:53:43] Interviewer: What do you think about using Human Enhancement Technologies to 

grant human beings powers and abilities distinctly beyond the normal range of the human 

species? 

 

[04:54:40] "Aphrodite": I think it would be widely misused 

 

[04:55:02] Interviewer: Probably, but could it be used for good? 

 

[04:56:15] "Aphrodite": Of course it could. But it wouldn't be worth the risk, and probability, 

of being used maliciously. 
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[04:56:33] Interviewer: Alright. Do you think that a person could amass enough of these 

modifications, augmentations and enhancements to no longer be considered „human‟? 

 

[04:57:36] "Aphrodite": No. Once a caterpillar exits the cocoon, it's no longer a caterpillar- 

it's a butterfly. 

 

[04:57:50] "Aphrodite": Wait, I meant yes 

 

[04:57:52] "Aphrodite": lol 

 

[04:58:27] Interviewer: So then you mean that once you get any enhancement you're no 

longer human? 

 

[05:00:18] "Aphrodite": Well, I guess the caterpillar to butterfly scenario is incorrect. If you 

amassed a shitload of these enhancements and augmentations, you would still be a human 

being, I guess. 

 

[05:01:04] "Aphrodite": The same way butterflies and caterpillars are both insects 

 

[05:01:50] Interviewer: Not a bad comparison, I'd say. And for the final question of this 

interview: Do you think that, should technology eventually allow it, people should be able or 

allowed to attain immortality? 

 

[05:02:49] "Aphrodite": That's tricky. There's really no taking it back, right? 

 

[05:03:44] Interviewer: That would depend on how you view immortality and how far you'd 

be willing to go, but generally no; immortality is inherently a very absolute thing (as far as we 

know/speculate). 

 

[05:04:24] "Aphrodite": I'd say no. It would be misused and eventually regretted. Not to 

mention the imbalance of human population it would create. 

 

[05:04:54] Interviewer: Indeed, population growth would become a very core issue. 

 

[05:05:09] Interviewer: And just before we close this down, would you please fill in the 

following: 

 

[05:05:10] Interviewer: Gender: 

Age: 

Country: 

 

[05:05:26] Interviewer: (this was supposed to be at the beginning, but slipped through the 

cracks somehow) 
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[05:05:30] "Aphrodite": Female 

29 

USA 

 

[05:05:41] Interviewer: Alright, thank you so much for your time! 
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Interview 3: “Nike” 

 

[12/13/2014 10:26:15 PM] ”Interviewer”: Before we begin, there are some formalia and 

things I‟m obliged to declare: 

 

[12/13/2014 10:26:21 PM] ”Interviewer”: This interview is on the subject of Human 

Enhancement Technologies, and will be used as a primary source of data for my essay on 

Human Enhancement Technologies, where I will compare the thoughts and opinions of those 

interviewed in these interviews with the thoughts and opinions expressed by scientists and 

experts on the subject. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:26:35 PM] ”Interviewer”: I will never reveal your identity in my essay, and I 

will remove any mention of your identity from the raw data I attach to my essay. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:26:53 PM] ”Interviewer”: That being said, given that Skype records these 

conversations, it‟s fully possible that your identity could be retrieved from their databases - 

however that seems extremely unlikely. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:27:02 PM] ”Interviewer”: With this in mind, do you still want to go through 

with the interview? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:27:08 PM] "Nike": Yes 

 

[12/13/2014 10:27:27 PM] ”Interviewer”: Awesome! Given the ethically complicated and 

personal nature of some of the questions that will be asked in this interview, you‟re given the 

right to at any point declare that you don‟t want to answer a question. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:27:38 PM] "Nike": Understood 

 

[12/13/2014 10:27:52 PM] ”Interviewer”: And for the purpose of all questions, except when it 

explicitly says otherwise, all actions described or suggested are to be considered to have been 

done entirely by someone‟s own will and desire, solely upon themselves without any external 

coercion, threats or force. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:28:11 PM] ”Interviewer”: And just before we get into it, please fill in the 

following: 

 

Gender: 

Age: 

Country: 

 

[12/13/2014 10:28:30 PM] "Nike": Female 

28 

United States of America 
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[12/13/2014 10:28:44 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, let's begin! 

 

[12/13/2014 10:28:51 PM] ”Interviewer”: Have you ever heard of "Human Enhancement 

Technologies" or "Transhumanism" prior to this interview? If so, where and when? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:29:08 PM] "Nike": I have not. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:29:31 PM | Edited 10:29:55 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright. Human 

Enhancement Technologies (shortened HETs) is an umbrella term for a lot of different 

technologies that can be used to, in various ways, "improve" or "enhance" aspects of human 

beings. Transhumanism in turn is a philosophical and intellectual movement that promotes the 

use of these HETs. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:29:58 PM] ”Interviewer”: So we‟ll start off by talking about some of the 

Human Enhancement Technologies that exist today, what you think about them and a little bit 

about their use. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:30:01 PM] "Nike": Pretty self-explanatory 

 

[12/13/2014 10:30:07 PM] "Nike": Ok 

 

[12/13/2014 10:30:21 PM] ”Interviewer”: First off we have Prostheses; Do you know what a 

Prosthesis is? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:31:04 PM] "Nike": Not entirely. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:31:23 PM | Edited 10:31:31 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright. A prosthesis is an 

artificial device made to replace a lost or surgically removed (amputated) limbs or body parts. 

Prostheses has been used for thousands of years to improve the lives of the physically 

disabled, but has only in recent years been able to start to fully restore lost functionality. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:31:51 PM] "Nike": Prosthetic. Yes, I know what that is. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:32:44 PM] ”Interviewer”: So, speaking only in speculation, how far do you 

think prostheses has come? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:33:00 PM] ”Interviewer”: As in, what do you think modern prostheses are 

capable of? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:35:31 PM] "Nike": I've actually researched prosthetic limbs and organs, 

before. In the last couple decades they have gone from a strap-on bit of plastic and metal to 

robotic extensions of the body that can be controlled similarly to natural limbs. 
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[12/13/2014 10:35:55 PM] "Nike": In my opinion, prosthetic technology has come very far in 

a short time. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:36:50 PM] ”Interviewer”: Indeed they have, it was just this year (or last year, 

can't remember) that they managed to restore the sense of touch to prosthesis-wearers. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:37:00 PM] "Nike": It's become likely that prosthetic organs will advance to 

complicated levels like that of the heart or lungs. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:37:16 PM] "Nike": Really?! That I didn't know! Amazing! 

 

[12/13/2014 10:37:49 PM] ”Interviewer”: It's not perfected yet, but it's getting there. So, 

generally speaking, what do you think about prostheses? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:39:00 PM] "Nike": I think they're an excellent investment in human 

technology. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:40:05 PM] ”Interviewer”: I agree. Do you have any experiences with 

prostheses, as in you've either had or have a prosthesis or know someone who does? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:41:55 PM] "Nike": My brother was born with spina bifida. He recently had 

one of his legs amputated and subsequently fitted for a prosthetic limb. The prosthesis has 

allowed him the ability to walk better, now, than he has in his previous 30 years. It also 

reduced an extreme level of pain. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:43:05 PM] ”Interviewer”: Glad to hear! So if you lost a limb or body part, 

could you imagine getting a prosthesis replacement? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:43:26 PM] "Nike": I also have a friend with two prosthetic legs. He teaches 

golf lessons in the summer. 

Although he still experiences a substantial level of pain. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:43:38 PM] "Nike": Absolutely, I would. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:44:17 PM] ”Interviewer”: Could you imagine getting a prosthesis replacement 

for a healthy limb or body part? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:45:10 PM] "Nike": No. Not unless it advanced me, financially, somehow. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:45:35 PM] "Nike": Or prevented foreseeable complications in the future. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:46:39 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and that covers our first (of many) topic. 

Next up we have so-called Powered Exoskeletons. Do you know what a Powered Exoskeleton 

is? 



97 

 

 

[12/13/2014 10:46:49 PM] "Nike": Not a clue 

 

[12/13/2014 10:47:46 PM] ”Interviewer”: Not surprising, they're not that well-used, yet. 

Powered Exoskeletons are mobile machines worn on the outside of the body to improve 

strength, endurance or stamina. While mainly used for military purposes, Powered 

Exoskeletons have been and are being used by civilians to help survive dangerous 

environments like fires, assist in industrial tasks like heavy-lifting, and even for medical 

purposes like enabling paraplegics to walk. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:48:06 PM] ”Interviewer”: Generally speaking, what do you think of Powered 

Exoskeletons? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:50:04 PM] "Nike": Ah like the Marine in Avatar. 

I think it's a brilliant idea. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:50:29 PM] ”Interviewer”: Me too. Could you imagine using a Powered 

Exoskeleton? For what use? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:51:42 PM] "Nike": One that should be expanded upon to allow us to explore 

as yet unknown areas of the Earth and the space around us. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:51:59 PM] "Nike": Well, that ^ 

 

[12/13/2014 10:52:43 PM] "Nike": And in jobs that are dangerous, like drilling, mining, 

construction, iron working, etc. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:53:27 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and that does it for the second topic as 

well. Moving on we have so-called Brain-Computer Interfaces; Do you know what a Brain-

Computer Interface is? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:53:37 PM] "Nike": No. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:54:00 PM] ”Interviewer”: Brain-Computer Interfaces, shortened BCIs, are 

devices that allow a computer to directly interact and communicate with a human brain. BCIs 

have been used to allow people to, without any other means, control robots and interact with 

computers (like playing video games). 

 

[12/13/2014 10:54:31 PM] ”Interviewer”: Generally speaking, what do you think of Brain-

Computer Interfaces? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:55:10 PM] "Nike": Pretty interesting. It would make things easier, certainly. I 

feel there are dangers in that, however. 
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[12/13/2014 10:55:24 PM] ”Interviewer”: What kind of dangers? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:55:29 PM] "Nike": Or, rather, possible flaws. 

 

[12/13/2014 10:56:52 PM] "Nike": The human brain has too many thoughts. How would the 

computer be able to determine which thoughts were commands and which were errant 

daydreams? 

 

[12/13/2014 10:58:04 PM] "Nike": Also, with extraordinary advancement, it may promote a 

lack of physical activity which is necessary for health 

 

[12/13/2014 10:58:54 PM] ”Interviewer”: Indeed, but could you imagine using a Brain-

Computer Interface? For what and why? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:00:21 PM] "Nike": Yes. Again, for jobs that are dangerous. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:01:20 PM] ”Interviewer”: To control some form of robot or cybernetic for 

dangerous tasks, then? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:02:15 PM] "Nike": Also for complicated and/or delicate tasks like surgery or 

restoration of historical objects. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:02:21 PM] "Nike": Yes. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:03:13 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and that does it for BCIs as well. Next up 

we have a related topic to prostheses; Medical Implants. Do you know what a Medical 

Implant is? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:03:33 PM] "Nike": Like a pace maker? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:04:02 PM] "Nike": Or a replacement for organs/bones, etc.? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:04:22 PM] ”Interviewer”: Both actually. Medical Implants are man-made 

devices manufactured to replace a lost or missing biological structure, support a damaged 

biological structure, or enhance an existing biological structure. Examples of medical 

implants are pacemakers, orthopedic implants (bone implants), insulin-delivery systems (for 

diabetics) and contraceptive implants (birth control). 

 

[12/13/2014 11:04:56 PM] "Nike": Ah. I currently have a few of those. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:05:01 PM] "Nike": :D 

 

[12/13/2014 11:05:17 PM] ”Interviewer”: Oh you do? What kinds, and why do you have 

them? 
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[12/13/2014 11:06:34 PM] "Nike": I have clamps around my fallopian tubes to prevent 

pregnancy. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:07:29 PM] "Nike": I have screws in both of my knees attaching my anterior 

cruciate ligament to the bone. They both were turn. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:08:04 PM] "Nike": And I have a man-made knee cap after mine shattered. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:08:32 PM] "Nike": *torn 

 

[12/13/2014 11:10:16 PM] ”Interviewer”: Ouch, well I guess that makes you a Medical 

Implant veteran, then! But in a broader sense, what do you think of Medical Implants? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:16:06 PM] ”Interviewer”: (You still with me?) 

 

[12/13/2014 11:16:23 PM] "Nike": I think they are great advancements. I'd have an army of 

children I couldn't support and I wouldn't be walking, much less fighting in a cage or dancing, 

without them. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:16:57 PM] "Nike": Yeah, sorry, making dinner haha 

 

[12/13/2014 11:18:38 PM] ”Interviewer”: No prob! Alright, beyond the Medical Implants you 

already have, could you imagine getting any other Medical Implants for therapeutic or 

medical purposes? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:19:52 PM] "Nike": Absolutely. I'll be the first in line for a machine that 

powers my liver! 

 

[12/13/2014 11:20:41 PM] ”Interviewer”: Hehe, alright, but ould you imagine getting a 

Medical Implant, not for medical or therapeutic purposes, but for any other purpose? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:20:47 PM] "Nike": And if there's one to place on my brain to ease pain, I'll 

take that, too. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:20:58 PM] "Nike": Yes, actually. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:21:48 PM] "Nike": Perhaps something that makes learning easier. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:22:07 PM] "Nike": Like uploading a program into a computer. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:23:16 PM] "Nike": Or for information storage and transfer. 
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[12/13/2014 11:24:55 PM] "Nike": As I understand it, there are designs in the works for an 

implant in the brain that records thoughts, memory and skill capacity. Like the black box in a 

plane. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:27:09 PM] ”Interviewer”: Yeah I wouldn't say no to that myself. But that just 

about does it for Medical Implants. Next up we have the related, but clearly different, subject 

of Drugs. 

 

In the most general sense, what do you think about drug use? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:29:23 PM] "Nike": Recreationally or medically? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:29:32 PM] ”Interviewer”: Both. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:29:39 PM] "Nike": I figured. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:30:11 PM] "Nike": OK, recreationally: 

 

[12/13/2014 11:31:59 PM] "Nike": I find that the human need for escape or a heightened state 

of experience is natural. The problem arises that certain forms of synthetic drugs are harmful 

or degenerative. Especially in excessive consumption. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:34:20 PM] "Nike": Drugs like marijuana or even MDMA, who have little to 

no harmful affects and may actually have beneficial properties should be explored, 

scientifically. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:34:43 PM] "Nike": The rest? Lose them. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:39:20 PM] "Nike": Medically: while I see the benefits of drugs that ease 

ailments, aid in fighting infection and providing relief from pain, I believe the alternate affects 

are dangerous. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:40:37 PM] "Nike": I also see a dependency forming on drugs that only mask 

problems or only provide temporary aid. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:42:25 PM] "Nike": So, in essence, drugs are a benefit from the standpoint 

that, as of yet, no better alternative is available. However, technology should be tirelessly 

working to eradicate the need of any synthetic drug. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:45:19 PM] "Nike": Is that enough? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:45:47 PM] ”Interviewer”: Absolutely; that actually covers all my follow-up 

questions on Drugs! So with that out of the way, we can make room for the next topic: 

Genetic Engineering. 
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[12/13/2014 11:45:57 PM] ”Interviewer”: Do you know what Genetic Engineering is? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:46:02 PM] "Nike": Oh, good! 

 

[12/13/2014 11:46:39 PM] "Nike": Yes. Right now I'm actually advocating against the current 

use of genetically modified produce. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:47:28 PM] ”Interviewer”: Ah, as in GMO food? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:47:37 PM] "Nike": Yes 

 

[12/13/2014 11:48:04 PM] "Nike": Were they being modified to promote health, it would be a 

great concept. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:48:58 PM] "Nike": However, big corporations like Monsanto are genetically 

altering food to make them bigger, more colorful, more flavorful and even addictive. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:50:21 PM] ”Interviewer”: Indeed. But Genetic Engineering can of course be 

used to change a lot more than just food. So, could you imagine using Genetic Engineering to 

change something about yourself, either for medical/therapeutic, aesthetic, health-boosting or 

performance-enhancing purposes? 

 

[12/13/2014 11:50:26 PM] "Nike": Although genetic engineering could be used to target 

hereditary diseases or conditions. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:52:02 PM] "Nike": Things like Downs Syndrome and Sickle Cell Anemia 

may be preventable. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:54:14 PM] "Nike": And, of course, enhancing the body in ways that make 

parts work better or look differently. That may even reduce or eliminate the use of harmful 

products like steroids and risky surgeries. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:55:03 PM] "Nike": Contacts, eyeglasses, hearing aids, etc. would be rendered 

useless. 

 

[12/13/2014 11:58:17 PM] "Nike": Even Autism and similar disorders can be prevented by 

genetic engineering. 

 

[12:01:49 AM] ”Interviewer”: [Saturday, December 13, 2014 11:50 PM] ”Interviewer”:  

 

<<< Indeed. But Genetic Engineering can of course be used to change a lot more than just 

food. So, could you imagine using Genetic Engineering to change something about yourself, 

either for medical/therapeutic, aesthetic, health-boosting or performance-enhancing purposes? 
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[12:02:02 AM] "Nike": ???????? 

 

[12:02:57 AM] "Nike": Did I answer incorrectly? 

 

[12:03:16 AM] ”Interviewer”: Ah, you were referring to that question in those answers, never 

mind! 

 

[12:04:11 AM] ”Interviewer”: Well, getting into a slightly more touchy aspect of Genetic 

Engineering: Do you think parents have a right, or perhaps even an obligation, to use Genetic 

Engineering on their unborn children to modify their genetic makeup for therapeutic 

purposes? 

 

[12:05:21 AM] "Nike": If there are no or very little detrimental effects, then yes. Absolutely. 

 

[12:05:44 AM] ”Interviewer”: And what about for aesthetic or enhancement purposes? 

 

[12:06:29 AM] "Nike": No. That is a choice that child can make for him/herself as an adult. 

 

[12:08:44 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and that covers it for Genetic Engineering as well. We 

have one more topic to get into before moving on to the next section of the interview, and 

that's the topic of Body Modification. Now since no one ever speaks about Body Modification 

in this way, I won't bother asking if you know what it is and instead just tell you: 

 

[12:08:50 AM] ”Interviewer”: Body Modification is an umbrella term for wide range of 

practices, techniques and technologies meant to alter the human anatomy, or the human body. 

Body Modification is mostly done for aesthetic, symbolic or artistic purposes and includes 

earrings, tattoos, piercings, plastic surgery and breast implants, among the more common 

ones, as well as scarification, subdermal implants (implanting objects under the skin), tongue 

splitting and genital cutting or modification, among the more rarer and more controversial 

ones, as well as many others. 

 

[12:09:35 AM] ”Interviewer”: Do you have any Body Modifications, or could you imagine 

getting any? Why and of which kind? 

 

[12:09:43 AM] "Nike": Yes I know. I'm actually a body mod model. 

 

[12:10:10 AM] "Nike": I do. Piercings and tattoos. 

 

[12:10:18 AM] "Nike": Along with dyed hair. 

 

[12:11:00 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, are there any other kinds of Body Mods you could 

imagine getting? Which and why? 
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[12:12:19 AM] "Nike": I've considered plastic surgery on my breasts and stomach but I feel 

the "plastic" look is less attractive than my natural flaws. 

 

[12:13:06 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and on a related note, what do you think - generally 

speaking -  about Body Modification and people modifying their bodies for aesthetic 

purposes? 

 

[12:14:29 AM] "Nike": Perfectly acceptable. They aren't injuring anyone else, let them do as 

they please. It's they who must enjoy the image in the mirror at the end of the day. 

 

[12:15:02 AM] ”Interviewer”: I agree, but even so, do you think there are certain kinds of 

Body Modifications that shouldn‟t be allowed? Which and why - or why not? 

 

[12:16:32 AM] "Nike": Well, my first reaction would be to say "no;" however, tell me about 

some of these "more controversial" body mods before I commit to that answer. 

 

[12:21:39 AM] ”Interviewer”: Absolutely. Well scarification is the act of causing physical 

scars on the body because they're perceived as pleasing, symbolic or otherwise important for 

the one who gets them. Subdermal implants have and can include everything from implanting 

magnets under the skin to hold cell phones to horns on the head to, well, have horns. Tongue 

splitting is fairly obvious, it means splitting the tongue in half to get a "snake tongue". And 

genital cutting is very extensive but includes everything from circumcision to "cock splitting" 

(that is splitting the penis in half) to  the removal of the clitoris and even the outright removal 

of the genitalia of either gender. 

 

[12:22:51 AM] ”Interviewer”: There's really no end to this list; people have found countless 

ways of modifying their bodies in all manner of ways over the course of history. Some have 

become culturally accepted, others not so much. 

 

[12:26:19 AM] "Nike": I must have misread the statement, I thought there were controversial 

modifications you hadn't mentioned.  

Truly any modification is of the individual's choice. I don't think it's acceptable to restrict v 

someone on the decisions they make regarding their own bodies as long as they are capable of 

making informed decisions. 

 

[12:29:06 AM] ”Interviewer”: Ah well there are more kinds of controversial modifications, of 

course, but as far as I know there aren't any that harm other people (at least not without their 

consent) except when they're being enforced for traditional, cultural or religious reasons. 

 

[12:29:49 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, that does it for the first section of this interview. And 

now that we‟ve talked about some of these Human Enhancement Technologies and what you 

think about them, we‟re going to change perspective and dive in and talk in greater depth 

about the ways they can and should (or shouldn‟t) be used and the implications they can have, 

as opposed to talking about the technologies themselves. 
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[12:29:59 AM] ”Interviewer”: First off are so-called Aesthetic Enhancements, which links to 

our previous topic of Body Modification. Aesthetic Enhancements are modifications done to 

the human body for the sole reason of subjectively improving aesthetic pleasure. 

 

[12:30:06 AM] "Nike": Right. The opposite is also true: for no reason should an individual be 

forced to modify their bodies, either. 

 

[12:30:33 AM] "Nike": Ok 

 

[12:30:34 AM] ”Interviewer”: What do you think about the concept of being able to, for 

aesthetic purposes, modify physical human characteristics or the human body itself to appear 

like something that‟s distinctly outside human physical norms or simply distinctly not human? 

 

[12:31:20 AM] "Nike": Sure, why not? Again, it's your body, do as you b please with it. 

 

[12:32:11 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, but even given this, do you perceive of any risks with 

people modifying their physical appearance to appear as something distinctly not human or 

not within the anatomical norm of the human species? 

 

[12:34:48 AM] "Nike": Not any that are logical. The only thing I can see is religious or 

cultural fear/distrust of whatever non-human entity someone might resemble. 

 

[12:35:52 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and that sort of answers my next question; Given this, 

do you still think there should or shouldn‟t be any restrictions as to what extent people should 

be allowed to modify their own bodies? 

 

[12:39:40 AM] "Nike": No. At least, I can't think of any 

 

[12:40:14 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and that covers all my questions on Aesthetic 

Enhancements. Next up we have so-called Physical Performance Enhancements, which are 

enhancements done to the human body or physiology to improve physical well-being or 

performance. 

 

[12:40:26 AM] ”Interviewer”: Generally speaking, what do you think about being able to use 

technological means to boost the physical performance of human beings? 

 

[12:42:41 AM] "Nike": I think it should be acceptable except in competitive sports like the 

Olympics. 

 

[12:43:14 AM] "Nike": Excuse me, *like they have in the Olympics 

 

[12:44:10 AM] "Nike": And as long as their not harmful, as with certain steroids and weight-

loss supplements. 
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[12:44:40 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, but beyond competitive sports, can you think of any 

reason or any area where performance enhancements shouldn‟t be allowed? 

 

[12:46:06 AM] "Nike": Honestly, no I can't. 

 

[12:47:09 AM] ”Interviewer”: And the other way around; are there any specific areas where 

performance enhancements may be beneficial? 

 

[12:49:30 AM] "Nike": Absolutely. Even in my job, enhancing the performance of my 

muscles, lungs - really anything - would make work easier to do and easier to handle, 

physically. 

 

[12:50:00 AM] ”Interviewer”: So I guess that makes this next question given; What do you 

think about using physical performance enhancements to improve bodily health? 

 

[12:50:44 AM] "Nike": Absolutely yes. 

 

[12:51:15 AM] ”Interviewer”: Yeah I thought so, but what about using physical 

enhancements to boost human senses? 

 

[12:52:38 AM] "Nike": I'm sure there should be a limit to the level of enhancement but, yes, I 

think sense-boosters would be beneficial. 

 

[12:54:53 AM] ”Interviewer”: What kind of limitations were you thinking, and why? 

 

[12:55:57 AM] "Nike": Well sense of touch, for one, could get out of control, too much for 

our brains to handle. 

 

[12:56:53 AM] "Nike": Really any heightened sense could overwhelm the brain if taken too 

far. 

 

[12:57:46 AM] ”Interviewer”: So regulated/limited based on health protection in a sense 

then? 

 

[12:58:06 AM] "Nike": Exactly. 

 

[12:58:26 AM] ”Interviewer”: Righto. What do you think about using physical performance 

enhancements to boost human abilities and senses beyond the normal range of human 

capabilities? 

 

[12:59:59 AM] "Nike": Same as above. Yes, but with a respect for the stress it may put on the 

brain or body. 
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[1:00:34 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright. Would it matter if the effects of these physical 

performance boosts were temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[1:02:40 AM] "Nike": Yes. Less restrictions on activatable senses. 

 

[1:03:09 AM] "Nike": The brain can handle heightened stimuli on short bursts. 

 

[1:04:15 AM] "Nike": And if the process were permanent, as in irreversible, more limitations. 

 

[1:05:16 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and that does it for Physical Performance 

Enhancements as well. Next we have so-called Cognitive Enhancements, which are 

enhancements done to the human brain to boost its cognitive functions like memory, 

concentration or intelligence. 

 

[1:05:59 AM] ”Interviewer”: Generally speaking, what do you think about using cognitive 

enhancements to improve the cognitive capacities and abilities, that is brain functions, of 

human beings? 

 

[1:07:44 AM] "Nike": I think it's brilliant and when can I start testing?! 

 

[1:08:33 AM] "Nike": Honestly, personal opinion, that should be the main focus of non-

medical HET. 

 

[1:09:47 AM] ”Interviewer”: In some ways it is. But more specifically; What do you think 

about using cognitive enhancements to improve a person‟s memory capacity or the 

vividness/clarity of their memories? 

 

[1:09:56 AM] "Nike": Memory, understanding, skill, adaption, learning.... I firmly believe 

true human peace v and progress will be reached only with a massive decline in ignorance. 

 

[1:11:03 AM] "Nike": Yes and no. Certain memories are dulled or even blocked as a natural 

defense against emotional pain. 

 

[1:12:02 AM] "Nike": In other ways, improved memory function would easily advance 

information retention and learning ability. 

 

[1:13:32 AM] ”Interviewer”: And what about using cognitive enhancements to improve a 

person‟s ability to concentrate? 

 

[1:14:27 AM] "Nike": Certainly. 

 

[1:14:51 AM] ”Interviewer”: Do you perceive of any risks with it? 

 

[1:15:02 AM] "Nike": Goodbye Ritalin and Adderall 
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[1:15:40 AM] "Nike": Maybe a reduction of spontaneity. 

 

[1:16:03 AM] "Nike": My phone is about to die, hang on 

 

[1:16:22 AM] ”Interviewer”: Gotcha 

 

[1:24:53 AM] "Nike": OK all set 

 

[1:25:24 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright. What do you think about using cognitive enhancements 

to improve a person‟s intelligence? 

 

[1:26:35 AM] "Nike": Absolutely. 

 

[1:26:51 AM] ”Interviewer”: What if it was an extreme improvement over the human 

intellectual norm? 

 

[1:27:36 AM] "Nike": Again, I believe most of the world's problems could be solved by 

higher levels of intelligence. 

 

[1:28:18 AM] "Nike": Same as with sense; as long as it didn't get to a point where the brain 

was overwhelmed, I see no risks. 

 

[1:28:49 AM] "Nike": Also, I feel that I ought to place a blanket statement over my answers. 

 

[1:30:55 AM] "Nike": I'm under the symptom that these technological advances come with 

little to no health risks or associated behavioral chemical change. As in, these enhancements 

do not trigger aggressive behavior or suicidal thoughts by depriving the brain of necessary 

chemicals or causing it to make too many chemicals or hormones. 

 

[1:33:50 AM] ”Interviewer”: Good to know. And finally on this topic we mirror a previous 

question; What do you think about these cognitive enhancement effects being temporary, 

activatable or permanent? 

 

[1:35:29 AM] "Nike": That's actually a really good question. 

 

[1:37:53 AM] "Nike": I think intelligence boosters would have to be permanent unless the 

heightened level of thought kept the brain from resting and achieving REM state in sleep, 

which is often found in highly intelligent individuals. At that point, I would say activated 

intelligence boosters would work to allow for sleep. 

 

[1:39:33 AM] ”Interviewer”: Interesting. And that covers it for Cognitive Enhancements, 

which makes way for so-called Emotive Enhancements, which are enhancements aimed at 

altering or controlling someone‟s emotions. 
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[1:39:44 AM] ”Interviewer”: Generally speaking, what do you think about using emotive 

enhancements to control, modify or enhance a person‟s emotions? 

 

[1:40:35 AM] "Nike": As someone with bipolar disorder that is actually hard for me answer. 

 

[1:41:19 AM] ”Interviewer”: Remember you can always choose not to answer a question. 

 

[1:41:53 AM] "Nike": I feel like some people don't have the capacity to handle or understand 

their emotions; some of which are not reasonable. 

 

[1:42:22 AM] "Nike": In which case, it may be better to have a way to control them. 

 

[1:44:23 AM] "Nike": However, personally, I feel that a person's quality of life is dependent 

upon the natural sway of emotions. Controlling or modifying them may actually result in 

significant deterioration of, say, joie de vivre. 

 

[1:45:33 AM] "Nike": That would likely be something that would need to be regulated based 

on need and profound evidence of emotional or behavioral disorder. 

 

[1:46:02 AM] "Nike": And temporary, not permanent or activatable. 

 

[1:46:54 AM] ”Interviewer”: And that relates to my next question; Do you think people 

should be allowed to become artificially blissful or unable to feel sorrow? 

 

[1:47:37 AM] "Nike": Emotions fluctuate far too often to be controlled on a permanent basis 

and activating or deactivating an emotion would be an irrationally emotionally charged 

decision, I believe. 

 

[1:47:52 AM] "Nike": Not for very long 

 

[1:48:47 AM] ”Interviewer”: But temporarily, you think it should be allowed? 

 

[1:49:51 AM] "Nike": Artificially blissful might not be a bad thing if delivered in short bursts. 

Sorrow is necessary, however. Damming that flow of emotion could cause addictive and 

unhealthy habits. 

 

[1:50:41 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and what about being able to cure emotion-related 

illnesses like depression? 

 

[1:54:54 AM] "Nike": It wouldn't be a cure, it would be a treatment. "Cure" suggests that the 

problem is gone with no additional contribution. Treating depression by modifying emotions 

permanently might destroy the brain's ability to produce alternate emotions. Like the drug, 

one may be faced with the ultimatum of feeling crazy versus feeling nothing at all. 
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[1:56:24 AM] ”Interviewer”: Interesting take. Beyond that which you've already mentioned, 

do you perceive of any risks with emotive enhancements? 

 

[1:56:32 AM] "Nike": If depression could be targeted by balancing the chemicals and 

hormones that that create depression, that would be better. However, focusing on controlling 

any emotion I feel would be detrimental. 

 

[1:59:46 AM] "Nike": Yes. I think if people were given a choice, they would turn off 

unwanted emotions and that could create a very unhealthy population of people who have lost 

the ability to care. Joy is impossible without sorrow. Gratitude is impossible without grief. 

 

[2:01:29 AM] "Nike": Turning one off keeps its opposite from fruition. Therefore a very tame 

version of a "happy" medium would exist in its place.  

Nothing would suck, but nothing would be great, either. 

 

[2:03:18 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and that does it for Emotive Enhancements as well. The 

final type of enhancements, but not the final topic of the interview, are the so-called Moral 

Enhancements, which are enhancements aimed at altering or enhancing someone‟s moral 

character or personality. 

 

[2:03:50 AM] ”Interviewer”: Generally speaking, what do you think about using technology 

to modify or change a person‟s moral character or personality? 

 

[2:05:32 AM] "Nike": That's tough. Everyone has a different opinion of morals. I tend to 

think that it would be dependent on specific morals. 

 

[2:06:40 AM] "Nike": As in, instead of jail, a thief would have his morality enhanced 

targeting theft. 

 

[2:07:21 AM] "Nike": That or a general altruism would be necessary to deliver throughout the 

population. 

 

[2:07:51 AM] "Nike": Continuously as new people are born. 

 

[2:08:12 AM] "Nike": Which is a daunting prospect. 

 

[2:08:32 AM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, so given this you do think people should be allowed to 

use HETs to change moral aspects of themselves, albit within some limitations? Could you 

expand on which kinds shouldn't be allowed? 

 

[2:10:52 AM] "Nike": No, I think if someone chose to have a higher standard of morals, the 

only person it could hurt would be themselves because they would be at the mercy of those 

without said enhancements. 
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[2:11:19 AM] "Nike": So, a person should be allowed to choose. 

 

[2:14:17 AM] ”Interviewer”: Would it matter if these effects of these moral enhancements are 

temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[2:14:39 AM] "Nike": I think they'd have to be permanent. 

 

[2:15:27 AM] "Nike": Perhaps activatable in place of lie detector tests 

 

[2:17:00 AM] "Nike": Or maybe for doctors, police, lawyers, judges; people whose jobs are 

reliant upon their level of morality. 

 

[2:19:35 AM] "Nike": Juls I'm going to have to get going.... Would it be possible to finish this 

tomorrow? Or does it have to be done all at once? 

 

[2:20:16 AM] ”Interviewer”: No absolutely we can finish this tomorrow, no prob. Admittedly 

there isn't that much left, but yeah we can finish it tomorrow. 

 

[2:21:15 AM] "Nike": I have 20 minutes. Think it'll be enough time? 

 

[2:22:02 AM] ”Interviewer”: Eum.. given the rate we've been going so far.. don't think so 

 

[2:22:12 AM] ”Interviewer”: 30-40 I'd say 

 

[2:22:26 AM] "Nike": Lol OK let's try tomorrow, then? 

 

[2:22:34 AM] ”Interviewer”: Absolutely! 

 

[5:51:56 PM] ”Interviewer”: Soo, did you have anything to add to where we left off 

yesterday? 

 

[5:52:08 PM] ”Interviewer”: Beyond what you already mentioned 

 

[5:54:31 PM] "Nike": Sorry, I was reading back through to refresh. Nothing new on that last 

question. 

 

[5:56:01 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and that means we're done with Moral Enhancements. 

So let's go on to the second last topic of the interview, with all these forms of enhancements 

in mind, amd let‟s talk about the social aspects of Human Enhancement Technologies. 

 

[5:56:17 PM] ”Interviewer”: If these enhancement technologies became available tomorrow, 

how do you think they would impact our society? 
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[5:57:41 PM] "Nike": I'm certain they would be controversial for quite some time. Especially 

those that are non-medical like body enhancement. 

 

[6:00:49 PM] "Nike": Religious groups will certainly find ways to make HETs "evil," but 

eventually, as with everything else, the majority of the population will see the benefits despite 

the fear. 

 

[6:04:13 PM] "Nike": And, of course, there will be conspiracy nuts that think machines are 

going to take over the world. Pockets of all-natural, non-enhanced communities will form. 

 

[6:04:44 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and then more specifically, how do you think the 

general public would react to people getting these kinds of enhancements? 

 

[6:16:05 PM] "Nike": Exactly the same way they reacted to tattoos and piercings, as far as the 

non medical. 

Medical enhancements I think they'll support more readily as it keeps loved ones' quality of 

life. 

 

[6:17:29 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and how do you think enhanced human beings would 

perceive those who choose not to get enhancements? 

 

[6:18:45 PM] "Nike": I believe if the enhancement was by choice, many enhanced individuals 

would feel superior to natural individuals. 

 

[6:19:19 PM] "Nike": Whether because of their enhancements or because they have money 

for enhancements and others don't. 

 

[6:19:44 PM] ”Interviewer”: How do you think that sense of superiority would take form? 

 

[6:20:55 PM] "Nike": Please clarify that question just a bit more; i'm unsure of what you 

mean. 

 

[6:22:36 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, how do you think these enhanced human beings, who 

feel superior to those who weren't enhanced, would act and treat other people - especially 

towards those who weren't enhanced? 

 

[6:26:20 PM] "Nike": I think most would act just like anyone else. Maybe try to educate the 

masses. 

Some, however, would be akin to those with money, now. Rude, condescending. Maybe some 

wouldn't be blatant about it, but they would be disgusted by those without enhancements or 

with "cheap" enhancements. 

 

[6:27:04 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, so given all of this, how do you think the distribution 

and regulation of Human Enhancement Technologies should or shouldn‟t be handled? 
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[6:30:05 PM] "Nike": Well this is maybe the wrong question to ask me. I'm a strong advocate 

for resource-based economies, so I am naturally going to say they should be free based on 

need with regulation as to how far the enhancement is taken in regards to brain function and 

capacity. 

 

[6:31:35 PM] "Nike": Everything else: I'm sure there will be a cost to aesthetic or 

performance enhancing mods. That should be something the distributors decide for 

themselves. 

 

[6:36:43 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, and I think that wraps it up for the social aspects of 

HETs as well. Finally we‟re going totalk about what kind of impact, very far down the line, 

these Human Enhancement Technologies may have and some larger or more philosophical 

implications of Human Enhancement Technologies. 

 

[6:37:04 PM] ”Interviewer”: What do you think about using Human Enhancement 

Technologies to grant human beings powers and abilities distinctly beyond the normal range 

of the human species? 

 

[6:37:21 PM] "Nike": Oh boy, here comes the fun stuff! I'm glad we split this up lol 

 

[6:38:21 PM] "Nike": As in flying and xray vision? 

 

[6:38:37 PM] ”Interviewer”: Yeap 

 

[6:40:22 PM] "Nike": It would depend on the "power" and who it went to. 

 

[6:41:47 PM] "Nike": As in, sure give people transportation powers but work it like current 

driving licenses: age limits, tests, revocation, etc. 

 

[6:44:08 PM] "Nike": Xray vision, only for those whose jobs require the ability, like 

chiropractors, surgeons, doctors, underground engineers, miners. They would have to be 

activatable on the job site. 

 

[6:45:03 PM] "Nike": Mind reading, activatable by judges. 

 

[6:47:19 PM] "Nike": Invisibility, not allowed. 

 

[6:48:22 PM] "Nike": Self healing, activatable by those with dangerous or  remote location 

jobs. 

 

[6:49:47 PM] "Nike": Magnetic or telekinesis, activatable based on job requirements. 
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[6:50:52 PM] "Nike": Shape shifting, regulated and limited accessible by anyone who really 

wanted it. 

 

[6:52:11 PM] "Nike": Electricity harness/control, activatable by job requirement. 

 

[6:56:57 PM] "Nike": I'm sure I could go on if that's not enough. 

 

[6:57:46 PM] ”Interviewer”: No it's more than enough! Next up: Do you think that a person 

could amass enough of these modifications, augmentations and enhancements to no longer be 

considered „human‟? 

 

[7:00:14 PM] "Nike": No, our genetic code determines what we are, not our ability to do 

certain things. So, unless the enhancements changed our generic code in ways that could be 

passed on naturally to offspring then we would still be human, no matter what anyone else 

thinks. 

 

[7:00:25 PM] "Nike": *genetic 

 

[7:02:44 PM] ”Interviewer”: Alright, but if some were to change their genetic code in such a 

way, what do you think that would mean for the concept of 'humanity'? 

 

[7:05:01 PM] "Nike": Same thing it always has. Just the next evolutionary step. The 

difference being this is one manufactured, not developed. 

 

[7:07:07 PM] "Nike": There would be no stopping it at that point, if our genetic code changed 

enough to pass it on to our offspring, it would become a new standard of human development. 

 

[7:08:50 PM] "Nike": Just a side note: I'm all X-Men nerding out over here with my 

companions. I've been asking them your questions after I answer them and now we're all on 

quite an interesting topic of discussion for a Sunday morning. 

 

[7:09:39 PM] ”Interviewer”: Haha, glad to hear! 

 

[7:10:27 PM] ”Interviewer”: And for the final question of this interview: Do you think that, 

should technology eventually allow it, people should be able or allowed to attain immortality? 

 

[7:12:01 PM] "Nike": No. Death is natural population control. 

 

[7:13:26 PM] ”Interviewer”: But if another means of population control existed, or even if 

population control evnetually became unnecessary, would that make a difference? 

 

[7:14:10 PM] "Nike": Our bodies use energy and resources (like oxygen) that are necessary to 

give back to be renewed. Perhaps a longer lifespan, from 90 years to 150 years, but not real 

immortality. Even trees have to die. 
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[7:14:27 PM] "Nike": So, no. 
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Interview 4: “Perseus” 

 

[4:07:24 PM] Interviewer: Before we begin, there are some formalia and things I‟m obliged to 

declare: 

 

This interview is on the subject of Human Enhancement Technologies, and will be used as a 

primary source of data for my essay on Human Enhancement Technologies, where I will 

compare the thoughts and opinions of those interviewed in these interviews with the thoughts 

and opinions expressed by scientists and experts on the subject. 

 

I will never reveal your identity in my essay, and I will remove any mention of your identity 

from the raw data I attach to my essay. 

 

That being said, given that Skype records these conversations, it‟s fully possible that your 

identity could be retrieved from their databases - although I find this highly unlikey. 

 

Given the ethically complicated and personal nature of some of the questions that will be 

asked in this interview, you‟re given the right to at any point declare that you don‟t want to 

answer a question. 

 

With this in mind, do you still want to go through with the interview? 

 

[4:08:20 PM] "Perseus": Yes I still want to continue. 

 

[4:09:05 PM] Interviewer: Awesome! Now, for the purpose of all questions, except when it 

explicitly says otherwise, all actions described or suggested are to be considered to have been 

done entirely by someone‟s own will and desire solely upon themselves without any external 

coercion, threats or force. This is so that the discussion doesn't get derailed. 

[4:09:14 PM] Interviewer: Before we begin, please fill in the following: 

 

Gender: 

Age: 

Country: 

 

[4:09:52 PM] "Perseus": Gender: male Age: 18 Country: Belgium 

 

[4:10:25 PM] Interviewer: Great, and the last thing before we kick off for real: Have you ever 

heard of "Human Enhancement Technologies" or "Transhumanism" prior to this interview? If 

so, where and when? 

 

[4:11:04 PM] "Perseus": Nope never. 

 

[4:11:36 PM] Interviewer: Alright. Human Enhancement Technologies (shortened HETs) is 

an umbrella term for a lot of different technologies that can be used to, in various ways, 
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"improve" or "enhance" aspects of human beings. Transhumanism in turn is a philosophical 

and intellectual movement that promotes the use of these HETs. 

 

[4:12:39 PM] "Perseus": Alright I have an image of HET I guess. 

 

[4:13:20 PM] Interviewer: Good, and most confusions will be cleared over the course of the 

interview, so don't worry too much about that. So we‟ll start off by talking about some of the 

Human Enhancement Technologies that exist today, what you know about them, what you 

think about them and a little bit about their use. 

 

[4:13:51 PM] "Perseus": Good. Let's start. 

 

[4:14:16 PM] Interviewer: First off we have prostheses or prosthetics. Do you know what a 

Prosthesis is, and if so, what do you think of them? 

 

[4:14:36 PM] "Perseus": Never heard of that term lol. 

 

[4:15:01 PM] Interviewer: A prosthesis is an artificial device made to replace a lost or 

surgically removed (amputated) limbs or body parts. Prostheses has been used for thousands 

of years to improve the lives of the physically disabled, but has only in recent years been able 

to start to fully restore lost functionality. 

 

[4:16:43 PM] Interviewer: So, generally speaking, what do you think about prostheses? 

 

[4:17:08 PM] "Perseus": Ah alright Didn't know it was called Protheses in English. Yes I've 

heard of it a lot. Well, I think it's totally acceptable to apply to persons. In that way, they feel 

less disabled and more comfortably. 

 

[4:18:03 PM] Interviewer: Yeah, and speaking only in speculation, how far do you think 

prostheses has come - as in what do you think a modern prosthesis is capable of? 

 

[4:19:21 PM] "Perseus": You're speaking of all kinds of prostheses rigth? So also organs 

inside your body. 

 

[4:20:58 PM] Interviewer: Those are technically referred to as medical implants (which we'll 

get to later), but yeah sure they're closely related. 

 

[4:25:42 PM] Interviewer: So how far do you think prostheses - and medical implants - have 

come? 

 

[4:26:10 PM] "Perseus": Alright then. Well I think prostheses made a huge evolution a few 

years ago. I think they are cabaple of saving lives of people and to make life less limited. 

Without prostheses people would feel depressive (I believe so) because they can't do thing 
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like "normal" people do. So modern prostheses are capable of letting those people experience 

life like "normal" people. 

 

[4:27:07 PM] "Perseus": If something isn't clear let me know please. 

 

[4:28:03 PM] Interviewer: No it's all clear, and yeah that's quite true for many prostheses and 

medical implants. Do you have any experiences with prostheses - as in do you have or have 

you had a prosthesis yourself or do you know someone who does? 

 

[4:28:49 PM] "Perseus": No, I've never had one myself nor I know someone who has. 

 

[4:29:21 PM] Interviewer: Alright; If you lost a limb or body part, could you imagine getting 

a prosthesis replacement? 

 

[4:33:53 PM] "Perseus": Goddammit have to rewrite my whole anser, got strange problems 

suddenly. 

 

[4:34:58 PM] "Perseus": That's a hard question. Hmmm, I think it depends of the body part I 

lost. But yeah I think I would replace my body parts by a prosthesis. 

 

[4:35:27 PM] Interviewer: Alright, but could you imagine getting a prosthesis replacement for 

a healthy limb or body part? 

 

[4:36:14 PM] "Perseus": Wait, so a limb that is working 100%? 

 

[4:36:37 PM] Interviewer: Yeap, not a thing wrong with it. 

 

[4:37:01 PM] "Perseus": Oh no I definitely wouldn't replace it. 

 

[4:37:26 PM] Interviewer: What if the prosthesis was better than your biological limb? 

 

[4:38:37 PM] "Perseus": How can an artificial limb be better than a biological limb? 

 

[4:39:46 PM] Interviewer: In some specific ways, few as they may be, they already are - and 

they're getting exponentially better. 

 

[4:40:32 PM] "Perseus": So then we're actually becoming more cyborg than human... No I 

still would go for the biological limb and no replacement. 

 

[4:42:16 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and that brings an end to the first topic of this interview. 

Next up we have so-called Powered Exoskeletons. Do you know what a Powered Exoskeleton 

is? 

 

[4:46:17 PM] "Perseus": I'm having internet problems. 
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[4:49:22 PM] "Perseus": I hate my internet overhere, for now im good. 

 

[4:49:37 PM] "Perseus": Sorry for the delayt 

 

[4:49:47 PM] "Perseus": Yes I know what a Powered Exoskeleton is 

 

[4:50:35 PM] Interviewer: No worries! Oh you do? Please describe to me what a Powered 

Exoskeleton is. 

 

[4:53:52 PM] "Perseus": I've heard of it on Discovery Channel once. I thought they upgrade 

the human body in a certain way that you could be still strong when you're 80 years old (like 

you were when you were much younger). You remain in a good condition and can grow older 

too. Something like that I guess. 

 

[4:55:13 PM] Interviewer: That's actually pretty close: Powered Exoskeletons are mobile 

machines worn on the outside of the body to improve strength, endurance, mobility or 

stamina. While mainly used for military purposes, Powered Exoskeletons have been and are 

being used by civilians to help survive dangerous environments like fires, assist in industrial 

tasks like heavy-lifting, and even for medical purposes like enabling paraplegics to walk. 

 

[4:55:40 PM] Interviewer: So, generally speaking, what do you think of Powered 

Exoskeletons? 

 

[4:56:14 PM] "Perseus": Right! I knew it was something to upgrade the human body :) 

 

[4:58:52 PM | Removed 4:59:17 PM] "Perseus": This message has been removed. 

 

[4:59:37 PM] Interviewer: Aand I have no idea what just happened 

 

[5:00:18 PM] Interviewer: Pardon that, mind redoing that part? 

 

[5:02:41 PM] "Perseus": [4:59 PM] "Perseus":  

 

<<< Well, I'm actually totally fond of it. No matter what purpose it concerns. It's good for 

helping out when there are some problems like indeed helping survive dangreous 

enivronments like you said BUT, and a big but this time,Well, I'm actually totally fond of it. 

No matter what purpose it concerns. It's good for helping out when there are some problems 

like indeed helping people survive dangerous environments like you said. And ofcourse it can 

be used very well by military operations too. BUT, and a big but this time, they need to be 

careful using Powered Skeletons. You can't produce 1000s of them for creating an army, that 

could have desastrous consequences. 

 

[5:02:51 PM] "Perseus": Ye something very strange happened lol. 



119 

 

 

[5:04:18 PM] Interviewer: Yeah, silly Skype.. Anyway, could you imagine using a Powered 

Exoskeleton yourself? For what use? 

 

[5:05:59 PM] "Perseus": I COULD imagine me using a Powered Skeleton myself, but I think 

I won't do much with it. So basically: I would use it for no purpose. 

 

[5:07:12 PM] Interviewer: Hehe, yeah I could imagine the same. And that covers the second 

topic as well. Next up we have so-called Brain-Computer Interfaces; Do you know what a 

Brain-Computer Interface is? 

 

[5:08:31 PM] "Perseus": I have a rough idea, but I think this needs to be cleared up for me. 

 

[5:09:02 PM] Interviewer: Absolutely. Brain-Computer Interfaces, shortened BCIs, are 

devices that allow a computer to directly interact and communicate with a human brain. BCIs 

have been used to allow people to, without any other means, control robots and interact with 

computers (like playing video games). 

 

[5:09:47 PM] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think of Brain-Computer 

Interfaces? 

 

[5:10:57 PM] "Perseus": Hmmm. Not an easy topic.. 

 

[5:11:59 PM] Interviewer: Hehe, I don't do easy topics! 

 

[5:12:07 PM] "Perseus": Hehe alright then. 

 

[5:20:35 PM] "Perseus": I think BCIs have both positive and negative reasons to exist. First it 

is nice to control a robot with your own brain and it would definitely be nice to play 

videogames by only using your brain lol. But if you're going to base your life on interaction 

with your brain and a computer, you will forget about the physical possibilities of your body. 

I'm not saying from the first moment with the interaction that you don't do anything else that 

communicating with a PC, but after an evolution of X years, people will only use their brains 

and become in a physical state of Stephen Hawkings. 

 

[5:21:02 PM] "Perseus": Hawking 

 

[5:24:11 PM] Interviewer: Alright, interesting. Despite that, could you imagine using a Brain-

Computer Interface? For what and why? 

 

[5:26:14 PM] "Perseus": Maybe I would try it, but I don't think I will use it. You see if you 

only start using a BCI, you coherention of Brain and Body are slowly going to weaken or to 

disappear. 
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[5:28:40 PM] Interviewer: Do you think that's the given way BCIs will be used, or can you 

perceive of some way that BCIs could be used in a more 'balanced' fashion? 

 

[5:33:03 PM] "Perseus": I actually don't have much ideas how BCIs will be used. Maybe in 

the very very very far future, they will be used to control robots and robots will do all the hard 

work instead of humans and we get a situation like in the movie "I-Robot". Can't think of 

other things lol. 

 

[5:37:02 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and that covers BCIs as well. Next up we have the subject 

we touched on before: Medical Implants. Now since we've already covered this part a bit, I'll 

just dive in instead and ask: Generally speaking, what do you think of Medical Implants? 

 

[5:42:44 PM] "Perseus": They're a good thing to me. I can't see any reasons why they are bad 

things. But of course, the making of Medical Implants need to be handed very carefully. It's 

not just an object you place into another humans body, it can be the decider between life and 

death. 

 

[5:44:15 PM] Interviewer: Indeed. Could you imagine getting a Medical Implant for medical 

or therapeutic purposes? 

 

[5:45:51 PM] "Perseus": For therapeutic purposes? Explain me that please. 

 

[5:47:50 PM] Interviewer: Theraputic means for healing, mending or restorative purposes, 

and refers to the act of restoring something to its original state (like healing a wound or curing 

an illness). In this case it means getting a Medical Implant for the purpose of restoring 

something or helping something that's been wounded, like getting a pacemaker to help the 

heart or a bone implant to help a fractured bone. 

 

[5:49:25 PM] "Perseus": Hmm. Nope can't imagine me getting one of those things. 

 

[5:51:19 PM] Interviewer: You cannot imagine getting a medical implant for therapeutic or 

medical purposes? 

 

[5:55:20 PM] "Perseus": Wait, no, I though something weird. Of course I would imagine me 

getting a MI, but when I have a fracture to be healed. 

 

[5:56:15 PM] Interviewer: I imagined as much. But could you imagine getting a Medical 

Implant, not for medical or therapeutic purposes, but for any other purpose? 

 

[5:59:19 PM] "Perseus": Hmm, if you count a chip implanted in the body. That chip will 

contain all information about yourself. I believe this is realistic too, maybe we'll see it 

happening before we die. 
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[6:01:42 PM] Interviewer: Well yes that's definitively a form of medical implant, and such 

already exist today, although they're rarely used. 

 

[6:02:22 PM] "Perseus": Ye I see them becoming obliged to be implanted at birth. 

 

[6:03:57 PM] Interviewer: Yeah that's a potential use for it. Alright that does it for Medical 

Implants as well. Next up: Drugs (which includes everything from painkillers to narcotics). In 

the most general sense, what do you think about drug use? 

 

[6:04:13 PM] "Perseus": Painkiller \m/ :) 

 

[6:04:48 PM] "Perseus": Well, very simple: it is bad. 

 

[6:05:09 PM] Interviewer: All drug use, or just some kinds? Which kinds, and why? 

 

[6:13:06 PM] "Perseus": In some way all drugs are bad for the body. Hard Drugs and soft 

drugs like Alcohol, Herione, speed etc. are really really bad and addicting. Some painkillers 

are less bad for the body I think, but our body isn't made for them in the first way. Like all the 

medical pills and shit we have to take when we're ill, they all contain chemical stuff that harm 

our body; in most tiny way and most large way. 

 

[6:14:56 PM] Interviewer: Yeah that's a way of looking at it. So given this, do you think there 

are some types of drugs that shouldn't be allowed? 

 

[6:16:46 PM] "Perseus": Yes of course. For instance: I know Alcohol is a hard drug and 

tolerated, but a lot of people don't know the consequences of alcohol. So ye evidently all hard 

+ soft drugs should be forbidden. 

 

[6:18:33 PM] Interviewer: Would this include drugs for medical purposes, prescribed by a 

medical professional? 

 

[6:19:28 PM] "Perseus": No, for those should be allowed although people should know ALL 

side-effects of them. 

 

[6:21:15 PM] Interviewer: And the other way around; do you think there are some types of 

drugs that shouldn‟t just be allowed but could be beneficial to people? 

 

[6:22:35 PM] "Perseus": I can't think of any at the moment, but there probably are some. 

 

[6:24:45 PM] Interviewer: Okay, and that does it for drugs. Next up a highly controversial 

topic: Genetic Engineering. Do you know what Genetic Engineering is? 

 

[6:25:26 PM] "Perseus": Kinda yes, is it like Genetic Manipulation etc.? 
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[6:26:27 PM] Interviewer: Yes it's the same thing but under a different word. Can you 

describe to me what Genetic Engineering is? 

 

[6:28:53 PM] "Perseus": Oh dear I learnt it last year. I'll give it a try. So basically DNA from 

A is taken and implanted in cells of B. That's how a combination of those 2 exist. Like 

Humans, a child is born out of DNA from the mother and different DNA of the father. 

 

[6:30:40 PM] Interviewer: Yeah that is one example of how Genetic Engineering can be used. 

More generally, Genetic Engineering means using various technologies and techniques - like 

the ones you mentioned - to alter the genetic material of an organism, fundamentally changing 

something about said organism. 

 

[6:31:05 PM] "Perseus": Ok. 

 

[6:31:49 PM] Interviewer: There's little to no limit as to what Genetic Engineering can be 

used for, as far as we know. So, generally speaking, what do you think about Genetic 

Engineering? 

 

[6:36:30 PM] "Perseus": I think it is good for discovering a lot of new things. As long as you 

know your limits with experimenting with DNA of course. Like creating new animals like the 

"liger" or (I don't know what the english word is) "donkey + male/female horse", creating new 

sorts of grasses etc. You can find a lot of new interessting thing and more understanding 

Nature, But (again) you need to know your limits. 

 

[6:37:09 PM] Interviewer: What do you think those limits are/should be? 

 

[6:38:58 PM] "Perseus": Not just throw random DNA together, don't experiment too much 

with human DNA. 

 

[6:40:10 PM] Interviewer: Alright, could you imagine using Genetic Engineering to change 

something about yourself, either for medical/therapeutic, aesthetic, health-boosting or 

performance-enhancing purposes? 

 

[6:43:55 PM] "Perseus": No I wouldn't use it on myself. It could be used for all those things, 

but then they should really know the risks well and studied it very well to apply for those 

purposes. They need to understand their Genetic Engineering extremely well. 

 

[6:44:45 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and now for a tough one: Do you think parents have a 

right, or perhaps even an obligation, to use Genetic Engineering on their unborn children to 

modify their genetic makeup for therapeutic purposes? 

 

[6:46:02 PM] "Perseus": So parents decide how their child looks? 
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[6:46:55 PM] "Perseus": And if there was somehing wrong with the child, let that wrong mark 

disappear? 

 

[6:47:21 PM] Interviewer: Looks are not for therapeutic purposes, unless there's something 

medically wrong related to their looks. 

 

[6:47:51 PM] "Perseus": Ye alright. 

 

[6:48:50 PM] "Perseus": Well, if I was a partent of my unborn child, I wouldn't change 

anything. 

 

[6:50:38 PM] Interviewer: Even if your unborn child had life quality-limiting birth defects, 

hereditary illnesses or some other medical issue? 

 

[6:51:10 PM] "Perseus": Yes. Even then. 

 

[6:52:15 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and I guess that makes the answer to this question self-

evident: What about using Genetic Engineering on unborn children for aesthetic or 

enhancement purposes? 

 

[6:57:06 PM] "Perseus": I think that is against everything that makes you human. You can't 

decide on your own how life will arise, technology may have come far, but to use it to change 

life that is not even your life? No, never. Humans should accept how life can appear, and it's 

not their decision to make to change a life that isn't yours. 

 

[6:57:56 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and that brings an end to Genetic Engineering as well. 

Next up we have the final topic of the first section of this interview: Body Modification. 

 

[6:58:02 PM] Interviewer: Body Modification is an umbrella term for wide range of practices, 

techniques and technologies meant to alter the human anatomy, or the human body. Body 

Modification is mostly done for aesthetic, symbolic or artistic purposes and includes earrings, 

tattoos, piercings, plastic surgery and breast implants, among the more common ones, as well 

as scarification, subdermal implants (implanting objects under the skin), tongue splitting and 

genital cutting or modification, among the more rarer and more controversial ones, as well as 

many others. 

 

[6:58:26 PM] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about Body Modification 

and people modifying their bodies? 

 

[7:00:42 PM] "Perseus": They made their own decisions and if they're satisfied with it, I've 

got no problems with it. But tongue splitting is just awful. 

 

[7:01:33 PM] Interviewer: Do you have any Body Modifications, or could you imagine 

getting any? Why and of which kind? 
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[7:02:09 PM] "Perseus": I don't have any at the moment. However I could imagine me getting 

a tattoo lol. 

 

[7:03:22 PM] Interviewer: Alright. Do you think there are certain kinds of Body 

Modifications that shouldn‟t be allowed? Which and why? 

 

[7:04:33 PM] "Perseus": Pff, what is their goal with forbidding BM anyway? So no. 

 

[7:05:49 PM] Interviewer: Some believe certain kinds of BMs are unacceptable, unhealthy or 

even unnatural. 

 

[7:06:45 PM] "Perseus": Ye alright tongue splitting is just awful. I'm getting chills if I think 

about it. That is really unnatural. Maybe that shouldn't be allowed. 

 

[7:07:18 PM] Interviewer: On what grounds should it be disallowed or banned? 

 

[7:10:02 PM] "Perseus": "You make people scary". That should do it :) + you are really 

harming your own body and yourself 

 

[7:10:36 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and that concludes not just this topic but the first section 

of this interview. 

 

[7:10:47 PM] Interviewer: Now we get to the interesting part. 

 

[7:11:03 PM] Interviewer: Now that we‟ve talked about some of these Human Enhancement 

Technologies and what you think about them, we‟re going to change perspective and dive in 

and talk in greater depth about the ways they can and should (or shouldn‟t) be used and the 

implications they can have, as opposed to talking about the technologies themselves. 

 

[7:11:22 PM] "Perseus": Alright 

 

[7:11:35 PM] "Perseus": quick question: how long is this gonna take? 

 

[7:11:36 PM] "Perseus": lol 

 

[7:12:04 PM] Interviewer: Not to scare you, but we're only about half-way through 

 

[7:12:30 PM] Interviewer: How long it takes well that depends a little on your answers, I've 

done this entire interview in 3 hours and I've also done it in 5½ hours 

 

[7:13:02 PM] "Perseus": Alright! Let's continue. 

 

[7:13:06 PM] Interviewer: Sweet 
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[7:13:10 PM] Interviewer: First off are so-called Aesthetic Enhancements, which links to our 

previous topic of Body Modification. Aesthetic Enhancements are modifications done to the 

human body for the sole reason of subjectively improving aesthetic pleasure. 

 

[7:13:28 PM] Interviewer: What do you think about the concept of being able to, for aesthetic 

purposes, modify physical human characteristics or the human body itself to appear like 

something that‟s distinctly outside human physical norms or simply distinctly not human? 

 

[7:14:30 PM] "Perseus": Damn 

 

[7:14:57 PM] "Perseus": And what is it exactly you are doing this for? 

 

[7:15:19 PM | Edited 7:15:29 PM] Interviewer: This question in perticular or the interview at 

large? 

 

[7:15:34 PM] "Perseus": The whole interview. 

 

[7:15:51 PM] Interviewer: [4:07 PM] Interviewer:  

 

<<< This interview is on the subject of Human Enhancement Technologies, and will be used 

as a primary source of data for my essay on Human Enhancement Technologies, where I will 

compare the thoughts and opinions of those interviewed in these interviews with the thoughts 

and opinions expressed by scientists and experts on the subject. 

 

[7:16:15 PM] Interviewer: I want to see how 'people' react and think about the subject of 

HETs and how they can be used 

 

[7:16:24 PM] "Perseus": Ok. 

 

[7:16:34 PM] Interviewer: Since that's never been researched before as far as I know 

 

[7:16:47 PM] "Perseus": Oh that must be interesting then 

 

[7:19:00 PM] "Perseus": To answer the question: I think it would be very strange to think 

myself or another person as being modificated and being partly human partly something else. 

 

[7:20:10 PM] Interviewer: Indeed it might. Do you perceive of any risks with people 

modifying their physical appearance to appear as something distinctly not human or not 

within the anatomical norm of the human species? 

 

[7:22:05 PM] "Perseus": That person could get a "superhero" feeling and starts to believe he 

has superpowers. He will no longer concern himself as a human, but as someone who stands 

above the human race. 
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[7:22:53 PM] Interviewer: Possible. Given that people could modify their appearance beyond 

the human norm, do you still think there should or shouldn‟t be any restrictions as to what 

extent people should be allowed to modify their own bodies? 

 

[7:24:16 PM] "Perseus": Of course there should be restrictions. It could have very dangerous 

consequences to the person and the rest of the society. 

 

[7:24:58 PM] Interviewer: What kind of dangerous consequences do you perceive of? 

 

[7:25:33 PM] "Perseus": Murder, Opression, Betrayal, War etc. 

 

[7:26:28 PM] Interviewer: Interesting, mind elaborating on the connection between 'extreme' 

human body/aesthetic modification and those consequences? 

 

[7:27:56 PM] "Perseus": Yes, true. Now I'm thinking of something highly realistic. Other 

situations could be a brain-modification. 

 

[7:30:08 PM] Interviewer: I'm sorry I don't follow your train of thought here; how does 

murder, opression and war relate to aesthetic human enhancement, exactly? 

 

[7:32:24 PM] "Perseus": Those are really extreme yes. The person could have been given 

steriods to enhance his muscles and become the most powerful "human" in the world. 

 

[7:33:54 PM] Interviewer: Quite true, although that's actually not aesthetic enhancements but 

physical performance enhancements, which is the nest topic. But once again: How does 

aesthetic enhancements lead to murder, opression and war? 

 

[7:34:41 PM] "Perseus": Ah alright I thought you meant Enhancements that could enhance 

persons aesthetically. 

 

[7:35:46 PM] Interviewer: I do, but steroids to become strong is not aesthetic - unless we're 

talking from a purely aesthetic perspective, in which the strength isn't the relevant part but the 

looks of being strong. 

 

[7:35:52 PM | Removed 7:36:08 PM] "Perseus": This message has been removed. 

 

[7:38:43 PM] "Perseus": So aesthetic enhanced looks, but no physical consequences 

 

[7:38:58 PM] Interviewer: Exactly 

 

[7:39:01 PM] "Perseus": Goddammit 
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[7:40:01 PM] Interviewer: No concern, much of this has effectively answered questions on 

the next topic 

 

[7:43:41 PM] "Perseus": Alright. Then to answer correctly this time: maybe aesthetic 

enhancements are just for people who feel small and feel not accepted by the society, then 

they get those enhancements to try earning more respect. 

 

[7:46:16 PM] Interviewer: That's absolutely one use of aesthetic enhancements, and one that 

could be quite popular. Do you perceive any risks with aesthetic enhancements? 

 

[7:51:53 PM] "Perseus": Of course their are risks. For instance, your body can't handle the 

enhancement, or simply die because the enhancement contains dangerous "stuff" that are 

toxic. 

 

[7:53:33 PM] Interviewer: Yeah absolutely. So given that people could change their 

appearance clearly beyond the human norm, do you still think there should or shouldn‟t be 

any restrictions as to what extent people should be allowed to modify their own bodies? 

 

[7:55:04 PM] "Perseus": Their should be restrictions. You need to know with what you're 

dealing with and just don't make it possible for everyone to try. 

 

[7:56:16 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and that brings an end to the topic of aesthetic 

enhancements. Next up we have a topic we've already touched upon: Physical Performance 

Enhancements. So, generally speaking, what do you think about being able to use 

technological means to boost the physical performance of human beings? 

 

[7:58:17 PM] "Perseus": This is very dangerous. Like I said before, people start to think they 

have superpowers and stand above the human race. This leads to opression, war etc. But 

otherwise, those people could be very helpful. 

 

[7:58:44 PM] Interviewer: Absolutely. Can you think of any reason or any area where 

performance enhancements shouldn‟t be allowed? 

 

[8:00:24 PM] "Perseus": Well, the human race would no longer be dominating Earth, Plants 

or animals could take over the world. Never perform such enhancements in a large 

community. 

 

[8:02:01 PM] Interviewer: I'm sorry I once again don't follow your train of thought; how did 

the human race lose their dominion over the Earth, and how does this relate to banning certain 

(or all) kinds of performance enhancements? 

 

[8:04:24 PM] "Perseus": Are we still talking about Physical PE? 

 

[8:04:37 PM] Interviewer: Yes 
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[8:04:40 PM] "Perseus": Ok. 

 

[8:05:24 PM] "Perseus": Humans could be extremely physically enhanced and become not 

only human but something else too. If we fail to do something about that, that species will 

take over Earth. That's one way to look at it 

 

[8:05:42 PM] Interviewer: Ahh, yes absolutely. 

 

[8:05:48 PM] "Perseus": But that is in the most extreme situation. 

 

[8:05:57 PM] "Perseus": This is real Sci-fi lol. 

 

[8:06:33 PM] Interviewer: Hehe, yeah it's sci-fi come alive alright. 

 

[8:07:20 PM] Interviewer: But in a less extreme situation, are there certain kinds of physical 

enhancements that shouldn't be allowed or situations where they shouldn't be allowed? 

 

[8:08:07 PM] "Perseus": It can Always be used to help people out of shitty situations. 

 

[8:08:55 PM] Interviewer: Okay yeah. What do you think about using physical performance 

enhancements to improve bodily health? 

 

[8:10:09 PM] "Perseus": Hmmm, seems legit. If you know how to control it and it works out 

well, why not. 

 

[8:11:38 PM] Interviewer: Aight, cool. What do you think about using physical enhancements 

to boost human senses (hearing, smell, sight, etc)? 

 

[8:12:32 PM] "Perseus": That would be awesome. I think we will be much more concentrated 

on things and such. 

 

[8:13:20 PM] Interviewer: That, and it could allow us to sense things we normally couldn't, 

among many things. 

 

[8:13:35 PM] "Perseus": Indeed. 

 

[8:14:20 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and so for all these kinds of performance enhancements, 

does it matter if the effects of these physical performance boosts are temporary, activatable or 

permanent? 

 

[8:17:17 PM] "Perseus": Definitely not activatable. If the "controller" of the enhancement 

would fell in the wrong hands, it could have desastrous consequences. Permanent, I could live 

with that. Although people would feel more and more comfortable in it and start losing 
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control. So I think temporary is the best solution. You understand the enhancement, you got it 

perfectly under control and you can switch to a "normal human being" again. 

 

[8:18:16 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and that covers it for Physical Performance Enhancements 

as well. Next up we have so-called Cognitive Enhancements, which are enhancements done to 

the human brain to boost its cognitive functions like memory, concentration or intelligence. 

 

[8:19:18 PM] "Perseus": Seems good to me. We only use 10% of our brian, so why not extend 

it? 

 

[8:19:43 PM] "Perseus": Or 1%, something with number 1 in it. 

 

[8:21:51 PM] Interviewer: That's actually a myth; we use a lot more than 10% at any given 

time of the day (or the night). That being said, there's always untapped potential in our brains, 

but no one knows how much. But I digress.  

What do you think about using cognitive enhancements to improve a person‟s memory 

capacity or the vividness/clarity of their memories? 

 

[8:22:18 PM] "Perseus": Ah alright. 

 

[8:26:36 PM] "Perseus": I think it's totally worth it. We should be able to gain the capacity of 

our memory. 

 

[8:27:18 PM] Interviewer: Alright, but do you perceive of any risks with this? 

 

[8:27:37 PM] "Perseus": Hmm. 

 

[8:28:46 PM] "Perseus": No seems hard to get some risks. All I can see are positive things 

like gaining more knowledge. 

 

[8:29:07 PM] Interviewer: Okay. What do you think about using cognitive enhancements to 

improve a person‟s ability to concentrate? 

 

[8:29:44 PM] "Perseus": I would buy that instantly lol. 

 

[8:30:13 PM] Interviewer: Heh, yeah me too. But likewise, do you perceive any risks with 

such enhancements? 

 

[8:31:17 PM] "Perseus": Hmm, Ye, maybe people start focussing TOO much. 

 

[8:32:23 PM] Interviewer: In what way could increased focus if done too much be a bad 

thing? 
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[8:33:51 PM] "Perseus": Maybe yes. You could be focussed too much on one aspect, but by 

focussing too much on that aspect, you forget another aspect. 

 

[8:34:17 PM] Interviewer: Hmm, alright yeah. What do you think about using cognitive 

enhancements to improve a person‟s intelligence? 

 

[8:35:58 PM] "Perseus": It seems a good thing to do, but again: too much would make you 

understand too much and become crazy. 

 

[8:36:43 PM] Interviewer: And what do you think about these cognitive enhancement effects 

being temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[8:37:56 PM] "Perseus": Like the last time, Temporary is the best option. 

 

[8:38:36 PM] Interviewer: Alright, and that brings an end to cognitive enhancements as well. 

Next up we have so-called Emotive Enhancements, which are enhancements aimed at altering 

or controlling someone‟s emotions. 

 

[8:38:57 PM] Interviewer: Generally speaking, what do you think about using emotive 

enhancements to control, modify or enhance a person‟s emotions? 

 

[8:40:38 PM] "Perseus": Not a good idea at all. Humans will get too much artificial emotions 

I guess. It is best to exerience them like we do now. 

 

[8:41:05 PM] Interviewer: What about being able to cure emotion-related illnesses like 

depression? 

 

[8:41:20 PM] "Perseus": I think that can't be cured. 

 

[8:42:20 PM] Interviewer: Interesting, but if it hypothetically could, would that be an 

acceptable use for emotive enhancements? 

 

[8:42:41 PM] "Perseus": Yes it would. 

 

[8:43:19 PM] Interviewer: And once again, does it matter if these emotive enhancements are 

temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[8:43:59 PM] "Perseus": I would say as least as possible, so I'll go agan with temporary. 

 

[8:44:45 PM] Interviewer: Okay, and that actually does it for emotive enhancements. Next up 

we have the final type of enhancements, but not the final topic of the interview, which are the 

so-called Moral Enhancements, which are enhancements aimed at altering or enhancing 

someone‟s moral character or personality. 
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[8:45:45 PM] "Perseus": Seems like even a worser enhancement than emotive enhancements 

 

[8:46:11 PM] Interviewer: Maybe. Generally speaking, what do you think about using 

technology to modify or change a person‟s moral character or personality? 

 

[8:46:50 PM] "Perseus": Changing a persons personality or moral character make him do 

things that actually aren't things he should do. 

 

[8:47:16 PM] "Perseus": + he would be another person. 

 

[8:47:41 PM] Interviewer: Do note: For the purpose of this interview, these enhancements 

would've been personally choosen, and not forced upon them. 

 

[8:49:24 PM] "Perseus": Then that person isn't satisfied with his own character, ok. But still, I 

think he shouldn't just change his personality by technology. 

 

[8:50:03 PM] Interviewer: Alright. Do you think people should be allowed to use Human 

Enhancement Technologies to change moral aspects of themselves? 

 

[8:52:00 PM] "Perseus": No I think they should just learn more about moral of others to 

change their own moral. 

 

[8:52:42 PM] Interviewer: So moral enhancements shouldn't be allowed? 

 

[8:53:34 PM] "Perseus": Nope I think it's a bad idea. People should learn from their 

environment about morality and not just simply modify their own moral by technology. 

 

[8:53:59 PM] Interviewer: Okay, and one last time, would it matter if these effects of these 

moral enhancements are temporary, activatable or permanent? 

 

[8:54:07 PM] "Perseus": Temporary. 

 

[8:54:56 PM] "Perseus": But I'm fully against this so actually none of those 3. 

 

[8:55:09 PM] Interviewer: Alright, now with all these forms of enhancements in mind, we 

move on to talk about the social aspects of Human Enhancement Technologies. 

 

[8:55:17 PM] Interviewer: If these enhancement technologies became available tomorrow, 

how do you think they would impact our society? 

 

[8:55:23 PM] "Perseus": Oh dear 

 

[8:56:11 PM] "Perseus": I think our society would be completely turned upside down. 
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[8:57:41 PM] Interviewer: Maybe, but in what way do you think it would be turned upside 

down? 

 

[9:00:10 PM] "Perseus": First of all Religion would declare that demons from Hell arrived. 

The government would be extremely strict to the use of them. And people itself would be 

turned into both astonishing and afraid. 

 

[9:02:44 PM] Interviewer: Alright, yeah, and how do you think the general public would react 

to these kinds of enhancements? 

 

[9:04:15 PM] "Perseus": Well, like I said both astonishing, surprised and afraid, unknown. 

 

[9:05:02 PM] Interviewer: Okay, and how do you think enhanced human beings would 

perceive those who chose not to get enhancements? 

 

[9:06:26 PM] "Perseus": They would try to persuade them to being enhanced, IF those 

enhancements would be good. 

 

[9:07:42 PM] Interviewer: Alright, so given all of this, how do you think the distribution and 

regulation of Human Enhancement Technologies should or shouldn‟t be handled? 

 

[9:09:48 PM] "Perseus": With extreme good precautions. Not just let people give those 

enhancements for free and use them as an experiment. 

 

[9:10:38 PM] "Perseus": The goverment and those who developped it, should be aware of the 

great risks enhancements could have on people. 

 

[9:11:06 PM] "Perseus": They also should provide a solution if thing start to turn out not as 

they wanted to. 

 

[9:12:41 PM] Interviewer: Okay. And now the the final topic of the interview, a little thing I 

like to call 'Posthumanity'. 

 

[9:12:59 PM] Interviewer: What do you think about using Human Enhancement Technologies 

to grant human beings powers and abilities distinctly beyond the normal range of the human 

species? 

 

[9:14:43 PM] "Perseus": Depends on the purpose of making those abilities. If for good use, 

I'm fine with it. But for bad use, f.i. Spiderman I, they should not be allowed. 

 

[9:15:37 PM] Interviewer: Alright, interesting. Do you think that a person could amass 

enough of these modifications, augmentations and enhancements to no longer be considered 

„human‟? 
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[9:19:34 PM] "Perseus": Yes of course. That will surely happen in the far future. 

 

[9:19:55 PM] Interviewer: Aaand finally, Do you think that, should technology eventually 

allow it, people should be able or allowed to attain immortality? 

 

[9:21:46 PM] "Perseus": Holy shit man. 

 

[9:22:14 PM] "Perseus": I think that would be fucking awesome. 

 

[9:22:22 PM] "Perseus": But on the other hand 

 

[9:22:59 PM] "Perseus": Do people deserve to live forever? OR: Do SOME people deserve to 

live forever? 

 

[9:23:16 PM] "Perseus": This is a very philosophical question. 

 

[9:23:29 PM] "Perseus": I could talk hours about it. 

 

[9:23:33 PM] Interviewer: These are all very philosophical questions, one way or another. 

 

[9:23:42 PM] "Perseus": Ye but this question is the top. 

 

[9:24:05 PM] Interviewer: Gotta save the best for last, eh? 

 

[9:24:11 PM] "Perseus": Hehe ye man 

 

[9:24:35 PM] "Perseus": You seriously want an answer to that question? 

 

[9:24:53 PM] Interviewer: If you have one, yes 

 

[9:32:45 PM] "Perseus": Well then. I think that people shouldn't attain Immortality. No one 

deserves to live forever. Life was given, and Death has an answer to Life. Howerver People 

already gain immortality in a certain way. Look at Caesar, Martin Luther King, Plato,...... 

Those are immortal in a certain way. But to be physically immortal, honestly I don't know. I 

guess I'll just agree with Scipio: that I'm going to live forever in the Galaxy haha. Basically 

everyone wants to gain Immortality. So I'd say NO. Why? Because people generally don't 

deserve it. The only thing that will be immortal about people are Memories. 

 

 

 

 


