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A remarkable feature of the global pandemic is gedple in all countries are able to address, by
means of digital communication, the same problemeat time We may observe a similar situation

in regard to climate change, ecologic crises, anega¥rcatastrophes. Reflecting on these
circumstances, it may be noted that our mutual Iprob should be approached by means of
discussion aimed at yielding not only an accuragessment of a given situation but also the power

to carefully think about and take action on thebem in philosophy at just this moment in time.

1. Tendencies in the world of sciences and education

At the University of Vienna and the Polish AcadenfySciences where | teach, in accordance
with the restrictions imposed by the second lockdoaHl courses had to be held onlingeepening
the divide between participants’ abilities to uggitdl technology. The advantages and disadvantages
of online learning soon became evident. The stwd@hb took a deep interest in their courses were
able to act with a greater degree of autonomy aere \&ble to effectively plan their schedule. Those
lacking the necessary self-control and unable tabéish this self-directed, dynamic mode of daily
life experienced the disintegration of their woikiroutine in an atmosphere of ennui or decadence.

Furthermore, a remarkable change took placesntistis and intellectuals hadhefore the

pandemic,been oriented toward compiling tHatest informationin their particular fields for
presentation to the publidhroughthe escalation of the pandemamost everyoneeceived new
information directly as it appeared in real tim& digital media; yet the latest piece of infotioa
is neverreally the latest and the believable one, because a furthes s&reams accompanied by
another aspect. The previous criteriowhen, where, and bywhomthe latest discovery was made
— has been replaced. We now ask: How can we pra@cessv piece of information provided by a
primary source in orddo construct new knowledgeéin intensified reflection is needed: How does
this information express a novel problem and howwa deal with it in order to find a solution?

In the past decade, thinkers and intellectuals temded to collect new data in the course of a

given scientific inquiry. After the pandemic swegaross the world, this criterion receded into the
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background. Instead, the ability to grasp tetationship between one kind of knowledge and
another has become fundamental: the interactigim@iviedge and cognition is now oriented toward
constructing a network of relations connecting snewn knowledge with that of others. This

emerging criterion may be describedlaes logic of relationshipgvithin society.

2. Society of total digitalization

In the midst of the pandemic, human beings findnigeves in a situation where everyone has to
continue meeting their daily needs while being @ngker of infection. Robotic and artificial
intelligence (Al) systems continue to be rapidlyeleped® and yet, during the pandemic, it is
evident to everyone thatithera robotnor an Al can do our breathing for us. Automated axkr
defibrillators (AED) are available in many railwagations—nonetheless, this device cannot be used
to save one’s own life; its use depends on anothenan being, someone able to discern an
emergency and take immediate action.

Total digitalization is one of the goals promotedtbe governments of Europe as well as East
Asia. In the context of data administration, parfance will surely become enhanced. However, in
regard to the human being as a whole, as a brgadinid acting individual, total digitalization istno
problem-free. In the field of university educatibmas become evident that the greater the effort t
digitize everything, the more apparent the gapsndividual performance. Being human means
being part of an aggregate, a complex system. Syisiem can be thought déterministicallythat is,
from a digital point of view, as well as indeteriisiically, as an analog system. Reality emerges

within thistopos a human being is not like a robot or an Al.

3. What can we grasp in philosophy?

In the past two decades, there has been a worldwitiency for philosophy, that is, as a pure
metaphysics or ontology (which was previously ackedged as system of critical, reflexive
thought), to become less relevant. Analytic phifggo mainly developed by British and American
scholars, has become the dominant approach. Upsrbdsis, the fields of cognitive science and
philosophy of science focus on the philosophy dfot@s and artificial intelligence. However, in
continental philosophy, phenomenology has been ladeeeloped discipline for decades. Ethics
and social philosophy form the other core discggdirof continental philosophy. Philosophy deals
with ever more topics related to the specific peotid and features found in contemporary human
society.

We may also observe another tendency in thedexside: philosophers have focused on textual
commentary and interpretation. Among the flood igfitdl information, writings about new topics
appear every minute—commentaries and terminologidalpretations alone may take up all of

one’s time. A comment on part of a text is maddo¥eed by a comment on some other detail. Many
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philosophers spend most of their careers as highécialized commentators. Their works consist
almost entirely of commentaries and interpretati@@en we really call this philosophy? If so, then
philosophy has metamorphosed into textual commgnt&uo vadis, philosophifa—a question
worthy of serious consideration in the early desaafehis century.

Considering this tendency, we encounter a proldentral to philosophy in the Western world.
Philosophy has been characterized, beginning witkt@tle, by a preference for scientific thinking.
Philosophia primahad its starting point the sense of wonder evdkediscovering some truth of
reality. This wonder enables the thinker to questidny the phenomenon in question is recognized
as a truth. Questioning the causality of that trartikd arguing for its justification promoted thigtso
of genealogical thinking in philosophy. The ancieoliegia of philosophers were based on the spirit
of the logos’s scientific activity. This enabledetllevelopment of the natural sciences and the
formulation of scientific theories; this approach preserved in the modern era in the form of
analytic philosophy and cognitive science.

However, in full acknowledgement of these histdriteets, a number of questions nonetheless
remain: The passion for analysis and ldgioot accompanietly an ethos of compassion for human
life. Within the discursive framework which has cato define research, namely the task of proving
what is right and what is wronghe thinking and judging I/sel§ taken as a fundamental premise,
enshrined as an authority and freed from all do8biice the Cartesiarpgitois largely accepted in
Western philosophy, a thinking subject acts witthiis principal framework by defaulane’s own
egois incorporated into the topic at hawith little self-critical reflection. An ego boundéby the
limitations of one’s subjectivism is identified Wwithe principal category of the thinking self/l/ego
proven and justified by the free will of the empaily minded thinking subject. We are confronted
here with a logic that is remarkably erroneous: Trieking subjectconfounds theure theoretical
self/l/legowith his ownempirical personal and individudll” as an egoistic self. The two different
types of “I” / “Self” are mixed and justified as“aue self’: a self-contradictioraccepted by many

unquestioningly

4. The core of the problematic

Thomas Metzinger commented on one of the fundéheharacteristics of the natural sciences
coupled with technological developméntHistory has shown that people, in their thirst fo
knowledge, do not like to think about ethical gimst at all, and thus also not about ethical
consequences, because their primary concern isigysshow that [the new technology] works.’

Here we plainly see the essential problem in tigiclof the development of the natural and
technological sciences. A self-critical reflectidinected against this fundamental tendency is ngede
the tendency typical of physicalism and techno+temt or IT-absolutism. The assertions of these

isms are in any case decidedly modern and incamgparawly discovered information and novel
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terminologies. Their conclusions are always logiead free of mistakes. Yet, the literature
comments, and interpretations they produce aren dftesed on thaffirmation of physics and the
technological and computer sciences with the prentiet these are the most objective, the
universally valid sciences. Godel's incompletentbg®rem states that a given scientific system will
always possess some fundamental principles thatotde proven with that system itself, yet the
proponents of physicalism and techno-centrism bihidr theories on the fundamental affirmation
of their own theses, which leaves little space delf-critical reflection, forphilosophical doubt
whether and to what extent this position is all@mpassing, dominating all other theories of science
ethics and culture.

It is well known that the fundamental way of tiimg in modern science was originally advanced
and defended by Descartes. We may philosophicalbyess it as theogito of the scientifically
thinking I/self. In the natural sciences the basadel of thinking is manifested in the three steps
the following process: 1. establishing an initiabdel of the object of research, 2. constructing a
principle that accounts for the essence of the ablpé research, and 3. finding a mathematical
theorem or formula that apprehends this esseneesgstematic unity. Even if the forgoing seems
to be somewhat simplified, it is by means of séfenthinking that one searches for and grasps new
knowledge—this is a key principle that enables ftiéher construction of a mathematical system
and of a manner of deduction that is based on physi
The core of this overarching general theory is fnby the following preparatory steps: 1.

Apprehending the physical substance of the objggibolized by the center
circle) — 2. Making a physics-based deduction via the apfitin of

<]©|> mathematics (symbolized by the radiating marks) 3. Yielding a constructed

unit which is ready to be apprehended and realazed whole resulting from

steps 1 and 2. A~

When the discovery of new knowledge is successfottgrporated into a new theory, it should be
linked to other information in a digital networkesming the world. The arrows in the above diagram
symbolize the possibility of connecting with otlresearchers and their theories in the networked
digital world: step 4 is the dissemination of nefiormation with the intention of constructing a new
network.

Day by day, we live our lives within this modelafigitally linked world where natural scientists,
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technology experts (including the field of gengtichnology) tend to receive more information .
knowledge by connecting with more databases and ditions. This is @0 the fundament:
condition for the development of irrefutable scifmknowledge. Yet, on the other hand, this way
scientific development possesses a fatal flaw, tmanner of objective thinking procee
dualistically: something is eith right orwrong, correct or incorrect, certain or uncertatt,. The
world of an objective judge is always divided irdaalistic manner whereby only one half of
judged a “true, correct or certain,” is accepted and forires basis fc further deductions. Thether
half, judged as wrong, incorrect, and uncertainJhdde isolated and cut off. If the whole world
human beings consists only of scientific knowledfen this intensification of scientism is free
mistake—within the framework of the sciencthemselves. Yet, the world of human beings is
only constituted by the sciences, but also by stlicd culture. Considered philosophically,
dimensions that are cut off by scientithinking and techn-centrism (including human feelin

constitute a massive aggregate which is ignoreby reason and insight

> S s |
N > A

The above diagram may be simplified, yet it illagis a basic characteristic of scientism and dii
techabsolutisr. Themannerof thinking outlined thus fe works exceptionall well in the context o
a dualism wereby anything thatis judged a “wrong, incorrect, and uncertain” is cut off a
discarded. With every step in the process of sifierthinking the content forming the basis |
further deduction will be ever more intensereated, giving rise to an e-larger cu-off dimension.
This enables progress in accordance with the iiftesson of sciettific interestwhile thephysica
dimensions ofa database, i. information ordered by integrated circus on semnr-conducto
deceases in volume. On the other hand, this kind pfiek concentrated knowled asinformatior
produces an effect akin to thata centralized hub cinformatior that organizes many other kinds
knowledge while remaining dominant. This is simitarconstruting and developing network;
This expasionis similar to thr way that the digit: network enveloes our contemporary worl

advanced by the dominant digital pow.
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5. How does this kind of progress fail?

The expansion of the scientific information netkv@n this manner, along with its fundamental
character, takes as its axioknowledge has the power to enable everythifige scientific logos
with its pathos of seeking can develop endlesstyfa instance, the development of genetic
technology in our time. And yet this pathos canbetcoupled with an ethos that enables human
insight into thinking and acting with compassion.the present day, several key concepts, such as
computationandalgorithm, seem to lead the sciences as well as mass mediglobalized world.
Yet we ignore the fact that these concepts corerdihowledge into discrete units of information,
reducing human life to functions resembling digitizinformation. The one-sided obsession with
attaining an all-encompassing logos tends towaedalsolutisation of logos because an ethos of
mutual consideration for oneself as well as foeaths lacking. The reason for this one-sided &ddic
progress of logos-centrism is that a thinking scibjmconsciouslyposits his own ego ascentral
starting pointefore beginning any process of thinking. Scienfifigos has obviously achieved one
of the most important advancements in human dewsop worldwide. Without its remarkable
performance there would be neither computers ngitadlinetworks. At the same time, this world
requires another logic, one which is open to foondamental field of lifeWe must view the basic
dimension of human suffering along with the ecatagienvironment with rigorous logic and clear
insight. The latter is integrated with feeling acodmpassion. A transformation of philosophy is
required—a transformation towaiiche Logic of the Field andThe Field of Between,where the
personal existence of the thinking and acting suilge aregoless self forms the growing core of a
co-existential world day by day. Additional explénas of this position will be addressed in a

further work.

Endnotes

1 https://Awww.univie.ac.at/ueber-uns/weitere-inforimaén/coronavirussince March 11th 2020 with

updates

2 https://ucris.univie.ac.alu:cris Portal - Research at the University of Vienn

3 Metzinger, Thomas: on the TV program ,Mythos Framdtein. Die Grenzen wissenschaftlichen StrebemsrATX,
ZDF. 2017. — The original: ,Die Geschichte hat dgzedass Menschen in ihrem Wissensdrang gar siclgern an
die ethischen Fragen denken und damit auch nictiteaethischen Konsequenzen, weil es ihnen zugmstad darum
geht, zu zeigen, dass das [~ was sie vorhaben ethébpt funktioniert’. (Metzinger, 2017, min 16:54)

https://www.zdf.de/dokumentation/terra-x/mythosakanstein-100.html
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