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The Multiple Essence of Technology: Comparison and Its Integration
SUN Yu-han
(Department of Philosophy, Sun Yat-sen University , Guangzhou, Guangdong 510275, China)
Abstract: At present there are five main approaches to philosophy of technology, namely analytic philosophy, prag-
matism, phenomenology, hermeneutics and critical theory, which hold contradictory views on the two essential fea-
tures of technology: autonomy and value load as they have presupposed various ontological categories of technology. In
fact, the alternative ontological categories such as knowledge, tools, revealing ways, texts and environment are just
different presentations of technology as a multiple system in different scopes and dimensions. By analyzing the techno-
logical dualitythe physical property and the human one, it can be shown that the relative conjunction between physical
property and human purposes belongs to the intrinsic tension in technology, which leads to the autonomous power of
technology presented along the route of phenomenology and hermeneutics in the physical property dimension, further
being suitable to accept the analysis on value neutrality of analytic philosophy; as to its human property, technology is
controllable which has been emphasized by pragmatism and whose value load should be reflected by the approach of
critical theory. Thus, an intersectional platform for multiple approaches to philosophy of technology can be developed

based on the dual aspects of technology, which makes it possible for various views on the essence of technology to integrate.
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