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Scientific knowledge thus loses its fundamnetal character of theoria as mental gazing
at the pre-given eidetic constitution of the world, a character that it has had since
antiquity. Although it retains the Greek name, “theory,” even today, it has becomes a
knowledge of the sort that guides a “technical” inventor, an engineer in the production
of something. It becomes a mathematically thinking téchne and takes on an innerly
technical character. Because modern science, due to its origin in the deep collapse of
certainty through voluntarism, thought technically, being dominated by the spirit of
engineering, its industrially driven technical “appliation” was able to come about in
the course of modernity. (50 4}3)

--Klaus Held’s lecture of “Virtue in the technological Age” at Taiwan
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Being is nOt a thmg, thus nothing temporal, and yet it is deter-

mined by time a5 presence.

Time is not a thing, thus nothing which 1s and yet it remains
constant in its passing away without being somethmg temporal like
the beings in time.

Being and time determine each other reciprocally, but in such a
manner that neither can the former—Being-—be addressed as some-
‘thing temporal nor can the tatter—time—be addressed as a being.
As we give thought to all this, we find ourselves adrift in contradtc- 7
oty statements,

Martin Heidegger, On Tiﬁze and Being,
translated by Joan Stambaugh, New York: Harper & Row, 1972, pp.3-4.






