WORLD WITHOUT
A LOGOS
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When the new scicatific method de-
stroyed the idea of a universe arranged
in relation to an ultimate cad, it io-
validated at the same time a hicrarchi-
<al social system in which the parsuits
and aspirations of the individual were
prodetermined by fual canses. The

i large majority of
03 o I oy, 1o s coume
its effort to establish the physical and
structure of the uni

mat}
verse, it had also to disc!
cemn for the concrete individual, IJH

with the aim of turning it into a uni.
verse controlled by human power.
Reality being redueed—or virtul

Iy in relation to what can be measured
and cakculated, and to propositions cx-

pressing such conditions, Such a real-
ity defines itself according to laws of
its own (even if ¢ laws be only
statistical laws). Man may understand

cial existence: they involve him only
imsofar as he himself is pure
biological matter. In all his ather as-
ts, man finds himself climinted
ram nature, or rather, the reality ac.
knowledged and encompassed of any
individual and social existence.
may possibly be .m:sea in
talking about the “metaphysical
modem science. 'l'hn's,
Alexandre Koyré has recently put
strong emphasis upon the ontological,
nonempirical aspects of Galilean sci-
ence. The pyd . platonie, sed
iatotelin adion Temained powesr.
ful enough, at least until Nmnn to
provide scientifie method with 2 “phi-
Tosophy.” It can be said that the very
mmun al universal physical laws, sus-
of being unifid, still retains,
at th: outset, the idea of Enality:

finality, however, which tends to be-

tending to a telos. The deasity, th
!xmul opacity of “objects,” a."
iy, seem to evaporate. These
00 et b reality Jeft to
represent a substantial cosmos. In the
advanced scientific method, thought
itself soems to be purifed of the ob-

Sl 7 AN b 2 ighd
and prictice are now conceived and

“projected” in terms of organization:
beyond any palpsble certainty, truth
is a question of convention, of eficacy,
of “internal coberence’’; and baske ex-

o5 social
Shole, bat adminrate practice or-
ganized by technology.

Such an evolution refiects the trans-
formation of the natural world into 2
technical world. Technology, strictly
speaking, bas taken the place of ontol-
ogy. The new mode of thought has
cancelled the ontological tradition.

It might appear, at first glance, that
the “denaturing” of reality is masked
hy fhc temible every the technical

displays in the will and
u,m..h: o the individual, that the
sheer matesial weight man Ends him-
self called ta act upon, and which acts
upon him, has never been so over-
whelming. But that weight i the
weight of man himsclf. It is
man’s own practice that the technical
world has erystallized into 3 “second
mature,”  schicchte  Unmittelbarkeit
(pemicious immediacy ), more hastile
pethaps and more destractive than ini-
tial nature, pectechnical nature. Tech-
nical reality has no substance other
than that of the subject. Hence it ap-
pean to be deprived of its logas, or
rather its Jogos appears to be deprived
of all raality, a logiul lnm without
any substance. posi-
tivism, scmantics, lmbnl.c logi, lin-
guistic analysis, define and refine the
universe of specch, Tor the wse o tech
nicians, specialists, and experts who
caleulate, adjust, and assemble with-
out ever having to ask themselves oi-
ther for whonm, or for what; their only

concern being to make things wark,
nat to sssign a goal to that

Science and technology, in. them.
selves, have no values. They are “ncu-
tral” with mgﬂd to all values and
goals that, from the outside, may be
sssigned to them. Such a neutrality is
invested, however, with a positive
meaning: reabty in itself is 4 value,
evaluated presisely insofar a5 it is
coneeived & pure form (or pure mat-
ter: in this context, both teans, op-
pased elsewhere, converge) that lends
itaclf to all pary .
s the ol et f
stramentality: its very structure makes
it amenable to all uses and all altera
tigns.

But the question may be caised s to
whether neutrality toward all values is
truly & scicntific notion, that is, a rc-
quirement inherent in the very struc.
ture of modem science. 1 am inclined
to think that the neutmlity of tech-
nique (which is but one manifestation
of the neutrality of science) is in it-

slf a political concept, and that in-
dustrial socicty has developed toch-
‘nique in a sense that is contrary to it
true meaning. Technics, considered as
a historical process, is endowed with
an internal meaning, 3 meaning of its

own: it projects instmmentality as @
means of freeing man from todl and
ansiety, oftoralag bis truggle o lfe

involve domination: mastery of nature
insafar @ it is @ hostile, violent, and
destructive force; mustery of man to
the extent that he is a part of that na-
ture. Industrial socicty exercises, and
rightfully 30, this technalagical domi-
mm;mm:um'wy tends to
disregard the final cause of technol-
ogy, technique in itself

‘misery, violence, and destruction.
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