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Technology. In his lecture papet, he sets out Lo rais€ questiong aboy

technology: , ol '
We shall be questioning concerning technology, and in

so doing we should like to prepare a free relationship to
it The relationship will be free if it opens our human
existence to the essence of technology. When we can
respiond to this essence, we shall be able to experience
the technological within its own bounds.’

From the foregoing, the primary concern of Heidegger is how e
human person can have a free relationship with technology and not 1
condemn technology’. He writes further: -
For all of us, the arrangements, devices, and
machinery of technology are to a greater or lesser
extent indispensable. It would be foolish to attack
technology blindly. It would be shortsighted to
condemn it as the work of the devil *

Balancing his critique of technology further, Heidegger thinks tha
there is the possibility of the use of technology in such a way that i
would further the being of man:

We can use technical devices, and yet with the proper

use also keep ourselves so free of them, that we may let

go of them at any time... We can affirm the

unavoidable use of technical devices, and also deny

them the right to dominate us, and so to warp, confuse,

and lay waste our nature..,. [ would call this

compor |
mportment toward technology which expresses
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not an entity. It is not this or that object, nor'is it a concept or a specifi,
event. Rather, it is the “unfolding” of things arou'nd us, and .mOre
importantly, it is also the “unfolding” that happens in our very lives?
His sense of being here does not denote an entity or an qu€Ct or 3
person, but a happening or an “unfolding” of some. sort. Bel-ng then ig
primarily a “process” as linguistically den.o'-ced by lt‘S‘ verb-’hke usage,
In fact, Being is also expressed by the infinitive verb “to be.” He thinkg
that we can only understand this Being as “unfolding” through beings a5
“entities” because Being happens in beings. The process of unfolding
transpires in . the existence of beings, as when flowers bloom
and become the flowers they ought to be, or when a pony grows into a
strong stallion and become the horse it ought to be’. Every entity
participates in this unfolding process (Being) of reality.

Heidegger elaborates further that it is through the being (second sense)
called man that Being sheds its light. It is through man that reality is
revealed in the unfolding process of Being. The key word to understand
what Heidegger means here is the word “OPENNESS.” Man is said to
be placed in the center of this Openness known as the world. Heidegger
writes: “Being is unavoidable for man, so that he- himself a being-
resides in the openings of beings, comports towards them, and holds
onto them”™'’. Through man, the unfolding process comes into play. He
discovers objects of nature, names them, elaborates them, makes poems
and songs about them, and brings them forth into the light of
knowingness. ' What man does, his very existence and connection to
things, is itself a process of unfolding, In his existence, Being comes
into play'". If in man the unfolding process of reality comes into play:
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then the answer to the question of the meaning of Being must, therefore,
be found in the very existence of man. And this is precisely what
Heidegger took as the course for his thinking. The question of the

meaning of Being is also the question of the existence of man. Being
and man are always interconnected'?,

THE NEXUS BETWEEN BEING AND TECHNOLOGY IN
HEIDEGGER

Heidegger understands the question concerning technology as
essentially linked to the question of being. This explains why the
question of being was treated before the idea of technology in
Heidegger. Technology, according to Heidegger, points to something
essential about the constitution of our ontology, that is, our way of
being-in-the-world. What compelled him to write on technology lies in
his observation that “everywhere, man remains unfree and chained to
technology,”!® a situation in which the more technology advances itself
the more it “threatens to slip from human control”'*. This adversely has
affected the ordering of the world- in fact, disordering the world. As a
result, a questioning of technology became necessary and urgent for
Heidegger as modern technology has brought and continues to bring
with it a new way of ordering the world, which he saw as contaminating
man’s authentic sense of being, thus, signaling a certain crisis at bay'in
European industrial modernity. In responding to this crisis, Heidegger
writes the work on The Question Concerning Technology.

HEIDEGGER’S CONCEPT OF TECHNOLOGY

The word “technology” stems from the Greek fechné, which designates
“skill,” “art,” and “‘craft,” a mode of doing or making. It is in this spirit
that Plato understood politics as fundamentally belonging to the domain

12 Michael J. I\l/l Tamayao, Heidegger's Philosophy of Technology. In Law, Politics and
Philosophy. - i _ .

13 Martin Heidegger, The Question Concerning Technology. Trans, William Lovitt, Basic
Writings. New York: Harper and Row, 1977, p. 287

14 Martin Heidegger, The Question Concerning Technology. p. 289
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, politics as first and foremost a p?]::cal S;;l,l5t0 ?e lear'n.e(i, y
d of technology ol the polis™. lechné iy the
both the skill or power of dOing/makin
hich is performed, produced, or fab.ricated-ﬁjn Othegr
designating both art and artifice. From thig
X - ifice) is opposed to physis (nature), Mogy
fundamentally 1n terms of causz?lity: On the one}:] har;]d, the ?r_ganic
forms of nature are self-developing 10 the ser'1se t zt t“ey- E?Xh]blt the
principle of change within-themselves (phy:gzs as t Z ’arlsmg out of
something from itself,” a natural self-genesis). Techné, on the' other
hand, impljes a mediation by an extemgl agent (Reason) to an. Otfject .
order to bring about change in it, which means that the principle of
change is here foreign to the object'®.

The above perspective is at the base of our common understanding of
technology, defined minimally as the human activity of furnishing
means to effect a desired end. Thus, a bridge can be said to be a thing
of technology because, as a product and performance of man’s dealings
with physis through techné, nature by art, the bridge is the
materialization or actualization of an intended, desired end: namely, the
enabling of ‘connection and transportation across discontinuous
spaces'’. Thus Heidegger writes that:

The manufacture and utilization of equipment, tools,

of techné .
art or, better yet, @ kin
original Greek usage refers to
as well as that W
words, techné as

perspective, techné (art/

and machines, the manufactured and used things
themselves, and the [social] needs and ends that they
serve, all belong to what technology is.’®
However, in relation to his concept of being, Heidegger goes beyond
the colloquial understanding of technology as availing means for &

15 Paul Naslal, Heidegger's critique of modern technology: On “The question concerning
technology”. Retrieved 27/4/17 from
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Jean-Luc nancy, Being Singular Plural. Trans, Robert D. Richardson and Anne O Byrné
Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2000, p. 118
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