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Metaphysics leads to the essentialistic ousiology in Metaphysics Z17 which lies at the heart of Aristotles
ontology; more precisely it leads to the discussion of “the aetiology of essentialistic ousiology ”.
Furthermore this paper argues that in Book Theta Aristotle elucidates the primacy of form as actuality
in the aetiology of essentialistic ousiology through his theory of potentiality and actuality. In this way

Aristotle finally turns to the discussion of theology which investigates the substance as pure actuality.

Martin Heidegger and the Theory of Technological Destiny

Sun Zhouxing

Heideggers thinking on technology occupies an important position in his philosophy and its related
myths may be the most difficult ones in the 20th century. This article attempts to explore Heideggers
philosophy of technology from the following perspectives: first Heideggers early doctrines of world and
time and their implications in regard to the philosophy of technology; second Heideggers views on the
origin of modern technology around the concept of “experientia” focusing on the relationship between
formal science and experiment; third Heideggers views on the essence of modern technology around the
concept of “Gestell”; the posture of thinking inspired by Heidegger concerning modern technology
around the concept of Gelassenheit. The main purpose of this article is not to discuss Heidegger s
philosophy of technology per se but rather to refute technological optimism and technological pessimism
from Heideggers views of Seinsgeschichte and his thinking on technology expounding a so — called
“Theory of Technological Destiny”.

Habermas on Truth and Justification

Nan Xing

In the 1970s Habermas proposed a “consensus theory” or “discourse theory” of truth by virtue of
which he intended to transform the “seeing” - model of cognition that dominates the tradition of western
philosophy since Plato into a “speaking” - model of cognition. However due to the complete lack of
any realistic dimension this theory is confronted with a lot of difficulties which led him to propose a
new ‘pragmatic” conception of truth in the 1990s. With this new conception Habermas attempted to
integrate three dimensions of trutf “seeing’  “speaking” and “acting” ) into a unified theory. Although
the new theory is not without its own problems it sheds great light on our understanding of the nature of
truth.

The Nature of Moral Enhancement. Contradictory Movements
Between Natural and Social Processes in Human History

Chen Wanqiu & He Jiawei

Once freed from moral constraints technology is a runaway horse. The moral enhancement
technology with gene editing as the core causes the great fission of intelligent philosophy and life
philosophy. Moral enhancement technology interrupts the traditional evolutionary process of morality and
enhances both naturalism and practical materialism. The process of moral enhancement based on gene
intervention is a leap from “beyond nature” to “re — naturalization”. The contradictory movement
between the natural and social processes of gene editing technology reflects the essence of moral
enhancement technology. We must grasp the development direction of moral enhancement with the
principle of practical materialism of dialectical criticism historical criticism and practical criticism.



