
The picture Partfit paints of the “self” seems to be that of a collection of discreet characteristics and memories; some may be lost, replaced, or changed thus creating a new self. This means that the self is time sensitive, and as time changes the self changes. Therefore the issue of survival depends upon the proportion of these memories and characteristics that survive within the new self or body. Partfit introduces the ideas of psychological continuity and psychological connectedness to show that while a “self” might continue to exist through a continuous set of changes (the resulting self is continuous), the original self can be lost if too many changes occur (the resulting self may not be connected). If follows from this idea of surviving in part (in degrees) that the self is not dependent on identity; a part of myself may survive a brain injury but is no longer the same self.

Partfit explores this way of conceptualizing the self by examining hypothetical situations where the halves of a person’s brain are separated (either half dies, or is transplanted into a different body). Unfortunately, I believe that Partfit’s discussion of the brain and the ability of the halves to be separated might not be valid given contemporary medical discoveries (the two halves handle very different functions), and therefore might not be solid grounds for his argument. However, it seems plausible that experience could destroy as much or more of the self than losing half of one’s brain, at least if it was powerful enough such as a participating or suffering war or genocide. If anything, more of the original self (perhaps myself) survives in the half brained person than in the traumatized, injured, demoralized war veteran. Therefore, I see this view of the self as relevant and accurate. 
