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The Ship of Theseus and Identity Over Time

SU De-chao

( School of Philosophy Wuhan University Wuhan 430072  Hubei)
Abstract: The puzzle of the ship of Theseus a problem about objects’ identity over time has been in—
tensely discussed in recent decades. Eight typical ways to solve the puzzle six existing and two new appear if

it is properly reconstructed. These solutions however are confronted with insurmountable technical and intui—
tional difficulties. What” s worse two background theories the best candidate theory and the only x and y prin—
ciple hiding in most solutions conflict with each other and have their own troubles respectively. It is pragmat—
ically suggested that the puzzle will disappear if we think of objects’ identity over time not as a topic about real-
ity but as a topic about a logical construction based on relevant benefits.

Key Words: the ship of Theseus; the best candidate theory; Mere-Cambridge objects; the Only X and Y

Principle; identity over time



