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Abstract: Technology philosophy rooted in the west the source of modernization, is dedicated to the issue of modern
technology concerning” goodness or badness' . Contemporary western philosophy of technology has shifted from the
abstract critique to the concrete explanation of technologies, manifesting itself in two tendencies: constructivist
instrumentalism and constructivist substantialism. Post-phenomenology closer to the former lays particular emphasis
on how technology mediates human-world relations, while the tech-critical theory closer to the latter aims to
transforming the structure of society-technology. Both are different, but all their latest developments point to a
philosophical hermeneutics of technology politics for the struggle for social autonomy. In the context of China’s
backward modernization, the issue of " owning or not owning' of modern technology constitutes the core of Chinese
world experience. Incorporating the struggle among nations for technological sovereignty into hermeneutics is an
important entry to construct Chinese discourse system on technology philosophy.
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