21 6 ( ) Vol 21 Na 6
2021 11 Journal of China University of Geosciences (Social Sciences Edition) Nov. 2021
é 29
. AS811 693 A . 1671-0169(2021)06-0010-08
DOI:10.16493/j.cnki.42-1627/c.2021.06.002
’
o b
““ ”» “ ”»
b o b
“ »
o b .
[1]
b o
« 9
. .
(Instrumentalism) “ 7 [2)cpes) |

(Karl Jaspers) .

berg)

(Joseph Pitt) .

(

(William H. Shaw)

)

7 (21CKS030)

, fuwenjunzuel@126. com ( 310058)

(Andrew Feen-

b



o ) N
“ 2
’ o
’
, ( )
> b
9
»[3]
N ) o
A b
b A
’ o
°
“ ”»
’ o
’ o
““ ”
°
»[5] &«
b
“
9
o b
29[ 81(P132)
’ o
- ’
b
“ ”
’ o
b
“
99[9](P524)
°
b
“
o
’ A A
“
o 9
cecaes
“ ”
b
“

” (Technological Centrism)

Y
N o
b
o s (
; { Y (Organon),
“
.
“ ”» “ ”» “
o
2 ’
b
o
b o
b Ay
’ b
“ »[4](P9)
b
(Passive Tool) o «
99[7](P60)
o b
b
b o
- o s
o
o
b
b
) b
”»”
’ 1)
’ Y
Y AY
b
99[97(P528)
o b
’ o

o

” (Technological Determinism) ,

“

93]

”»



( )
s ) “ ”» (
, )Ll , (
, ) (
’ ) o b
b
“ ”»
b o
b ) b
“ ”»
Y N b
“
o b
’ b ’
5 ’
b . b
»[11] “ 2 “ 2
o b ’
b .
113 »
N .
b o
Y Y ’
o b
b
b o b
“ ”»
o Y
o ’ b
. (Rachel Carson) { y (1962 )
(Donella Meadows) { y (1972 ) ( DDT
N ) o
. b o
Y b
o b
’ b o
“ ”
b o Y b
. “ ” (Consequentialism) “
(Essentialism) ,
b
“ ”
o b
“ ”» . ” “ ”» ”
b o b



Sapiens)

”»

o

[13](PXiiii)
s

99[14]

[

“

»

(12

N

” (Homo Faber)

”» “

9[11]

99[97(P97)
o

95[ 137 (PXiiii)

”»

”
o b
AY
b
»
b
b
“
o
b
b
b
N
(Homo
“
o
Y
“
o
b
b
“
“



“ ” “ ”»
b o b
O]
o
“ 29[ 15](P3)
’ : o
“
b b
29[97(P519)
o
( ) “ 2 “ 99[97(P602)
b
“ ”» “ 99[16](P37)
o
“
b b b b b b
29[ 16](P36) “
’ b o
”» “
o 1856 , N N
9[15](P3) “
°
”» “ ”»
o b A A A
“ ”»
o b
“
b o b
b o
“ » ““ ”»
b o
“ ” [17](PA6—4T7)
b b o
) : o (Techniko) techne
b b o
b o b
o Ay A Ay N N A b A
“
A} A Ay Y b b
”» “
o b b Y A A
o 9
»[18](P102) “« ” “
o b
2 “ 99[18](P102)
b o b
o b
o b o b
b A o b
N b ~
© , “ » , “ » . ,
. ( ) ( I ) “ ? s
40 . { Vs 1986 , 629 , “ ”
’ : ’ “ ¢ ’ Tech-
nique, Technology; Technik, Technologie; TEXHHUKA. TEXHOJIOTHSI, N
. . s s .
. . . , . . o7 : (
D, 2009 s 12 ,
0 b ” “ ” “ ” “ ” “ ” “ ” “ ”
s
“ ”
. . N : (
2017 s 46 —47

°



b b

2 “ 29[ 18](P102)

’ H o
“ 2 “ 2”
’
o ’
“
o H ’ o ’
99[97(P520)
’ °
“ ” “ ”
° ’
“ ”
’ o
° ’
.
’ :
‘ ’ ‘ »
’ ’
¢ ’ 3 s »[11]
° ’
N ’ o ’
o
“ ”
° ’
’ o
“ 99[19]
N
’ ~
«“
’ ’ N ’ ’
99[20](P167)
°
“
° ~ ’
»[21](P11) “
° ’
9 “« 29[ 22](P570)
’ ’ °
“ 9 “
’
9[1] “ ”
° N °
’ : o
“ ”» “
’
99[237(P267)
o ’
N ’
[24] “ ”»
’ ° ’
“
° ’ ’
9
o ’ ’ ’
“ 2
° ’
° ’ o
“ ” “ 9 “ 9
’ ’



” [25](P486) “
o b b
»[26](P22) “ ”
o ’ ’ ’
“ 2 “
° ’ ’
99[201(P185) “ ”
o ( ) o
b o
“ 9
b b b
( “ » )
° ’
“ ” “
b b 9
o b b
»[1]
o b b
b
° N ~ o
b o
b b o
“ ”»
b b A A
o b
“ 2 “ 2»[27](P23)
b o
(1] ¢ » [J1. ,2019(6).

[2] Achterhuis, H. American Philosophy of Technology : The Empirical Turn[ M]. Bloomington: Indiana Uni-
versity Press,2001.

[3] . LI ( . . )»,2013(4).

[4] Feenberg, A. Questioning Technology[ M ]. New York:Routledge,1999.

[5] Morrow, D. When technologies make good people do bad things[ ] ]. Science and Engineering Ethics,
2014(2).

[6] Illies,C. s A. Meijers. Artefacts without agency[ J]. The Monist ,2009(3).

[ 7] Mesthene, E. G. Technology Change : Its Impact on Man and Society[ M ]. Cambridge Mass: Harvard Univer-
sity Press,1970.

(81 ] . [M]. , . : ,1989.

[9] . ¢ 1 H[Ml. : ,2009.
[10] . [Jl. ,2017(9).

[11] . [J]. ,2020(4).

[12] . [J]. ,2004(6).

[13]Jonas, H. The Imperative of Responsibility : In Search of an Ethics for the Technological Age[ M]. Chica-
g0: University of Chicago Press,1984.

[14] . [Jl. ,2018(D).

[15] . ¢ 12 H[M]. : ,
1962.

[16] . C 2 H[M]. : ,
2009.

[17] ) . [M]. : ,2017.



[18] . ( 31 H[M]. : ,
1998.

[197] ) — ( ) (1. .
2020(3).

[20]0 ] . . « YIM]. .o : ,2018.

[21]0 ] . . [M]. - : .
2018.

[22] . (47 H[M]. : ,
1979.

(23] . ¢ 3 H[M] : ,
2002.

[24] . [J]. ,2020(9).

(251 ] . ( 1 H[ML : ,2004.

[26] ] . ) [M]. . ) . ,2006.

27]0 ] . . [M]. - : ,2003

Three Paths of “Thinking of Technology”

— On the Transcendence of Marx’s Technical Criticism
FU Wen-jun

Abstract: Technology has attracted much attention as an “event” closely related to people. Three inter-
pretation routes deserve attention in the investigation of the technical category. The first is the instru-
mental interpretation of technology by empirical thinking It inherits the tradition of “instrumentalism”,
takes “value neutrality” as the banner and “empirical experience” as the basic method, finally falling into
the “technological determinism” . The second is based on the principle of speculative abstraction to ex-
plore the original sin of technology. It focuses on the “consequence” as a reference, erases the relation-
ship between technology and the environment, subject conditions, etc. , and conducts theoretical ab-
stract and speculative investigations on it, and then deeply explores the “original sin” of technology and
the abstract interpretation of “romanticism” on technology. These two interpretation modes are one-di-
mensional interpretations of the technical category. The third is the critical theory of technology initiated
by Marx. He faced up to technology, the “great fact characteristic of the nineteenth century”, revealed
the material and social forms of technology in the dual narrative of historical materialism and political e-

1

conomy criticism, and confirmed the consequences of the “capitalist application” of technology. On this
basis, Marx explained the issue of the good use of technology and the attainment of the future free king-
dom from the height of human social history. As a deep-level social and historical criticism paradigm,
Marx’s technical criticism provides a scientific methodological guide for us in the modern era to face up to
and make good use of technology.

Key words: technical category; empirical thinking; abstract speculation; historical materialism; the

kingdom of freedom



