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ABSTRACT

This note introduces the theoretical, ethical, political and epistemological questions that Bernard
Stiegler's perspective raises in the context of a radical rethinking of technology. Indeed, this
monographic issue of Ethics & Politics is dedicated to such a perspective, which brings together
contributions from different angles, oriented to offer a thematic prism useful to outline the con-
tours not only of a philosophy of technique, but also of a philosophy that starts from the question
of technique. In the context of a technological acceleration with rhythms and effects unprece-
dented in the history of mankind, in which Artificial Intelligence occupies a position of absolute
prominence, the elements of philosophy of technics developed by Stiegler seem to have the merit
of showing the necessity of reframe the twentieth-century philosophy to think critically about Al,
which in this note is analysed and grafted onto the Stieglerian perspective.
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Over the last decade, the attention paid to digital technology by the humanities
has led to a remarkable reconfiguration of their analytical methodologies, both in
terms of teaching and research, to the point of blurring the boundaries between the
digital humanities and the (traditionali humanities. Contemporary philosophy, for
its part, does not seem to have escaped this sort of evolutionary adaptation to artifi-
cial selection. On the level of educational offerings, seminars, degree courses, mas-
ters and doctorates focused on the digital and Al are flourishing, as are doing ethics
and moral philosophy, epistemology, political philosophy and philosophy of law on
the level of research and on the order of philosophical discourse. In such a discipli-
nary gathering, one cannot neglect aesthetics and theoretical philosophy, that seem
to have found new energies and motivations to take up critical reflection on tech-
nology, starting from the Turing test and arriving at the new frontiers of robotics
and, more generally, of computational agents.

A watershed between the still analogue phase of philosophical work and the one
in which the forms of analysis hybridise with the digital was certainly the period of
the COVID-19 pandemic, which brought with it what Naomi Klein called the
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screennew deal, i.e. a new era of knowledge, production and communication based
metonymically on digital interfaces. The new epochal pact founded on digital
screens is, moreover, part of that process of the oenvelopment6 of spaces, relations
and forms of social living, functional to the datafication of reality and the consequent
optimisation of algorithmic performance, which in just a few years has produced a
sort of ore-ontologisation of the world¢, according to Luciano Floridis (2022: 55)
expression A a re-ontologisation that is still waiting for a re-epistemologisation, just
as it needs its own immanent critique.

In this regard, in a recent book devoted (in part) to artificial intelligence, Carlo
Sini stated that what the ethics of Al and, more generally, the cultural approach to
the digital needs is the ogreat philosophy of the 20th century (Husserl, Heidegger,
Sartre, Merleau-Ponty, Paci, Wittgenstein, Foucault, Deleuze, etc.), in order to
avoid the staggering amount of nonsense that the otechnicianso fill their mouths
with, playing out for the public'scommon sense a sort of eternal science fiction talef
(Sini 2024: 21). Ifaccording to Sini the risk of archiving the twentieth-century critical
thought is that of endorsing a kind of nonsense with a performative and in some
cases prescriptive effect (just think of Chris Anderson's storytelling about the éend
of theoryi or Raymond Kurzweil's storytelling about the technological isingularity)
on our way of seeing the relationship with Al, the causes would first and foremost
be due to certain ishortcomingsi or myopia evident in the majority of discourses on
the present of Al and its probable future scenarios, being they either apocalyptic or
techno-enthusiastic:

First, the image of humans based on a 19th and early 20th century model: as if that
was man in essence. Then the total ignorance of what has produced the human
through technology. In particular, how the Al man is the ultimate product of the great
alphabetic revolution: how textuality, going from tablets to papyri, to parchments, to
printing and finally to electronic writings, has modified the so-called human nature,
that is, his identity, his social life and his environment. [...] There is then universal
ignorance about the human's relationship with technology, mostly seen as an addition
to the biological nature of humans (Sini 2024: 32).

Sini's diagnosis warns about the need to resume the philosophical discourse on
technology as a preliminary, and strategically pre-disciplinary, operation with re-
spect to any analysis of the relationship between human beings and Actificial Intel-
ligence. Moreover, the Italian thinker captures a rather widespread philosophical
Zeilgeist, relating to the theoretical and moral need to concretise and even institu-
tionalise that small galaxy of authors, currents, conceptsand analyses that often only
informally or unofficially goes by the name of philosophy of technology or technics.
Itis indeed an extremely heterogeneous set, encompassing branches of philosoph-
ical anthropology (Kapp, Gehlen, Scheler, Plessner, Sloterdijk), biological philoso-
phy (Leroi-Gourhan, Canguilhem, Simondon), phenomenology and postphenom-
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enology (Ihde), philosophical cybernetics (Bates, Hui), aesthetics (Pareyson, Mon-
tani), and analyses by many other scholarsthat are difficultto categorise into defined
currents.

Itis precisely with respectto philosophers freed fromrigid perspectivesthat Sini's
indications regarding the set of problems that philosophical thought should address
can be understood as the philosophical framework withinwhichto inscribe the gen-
eral posture of Bernard Stiegler (2023), although the latter remains quite far from
the perspective of the former. Nevertheless, since the firstvolume of 7echnics and
Time (1994), and thus at the dawn of the World Wide Web, Stiegler has de-
nounced a philosophical removal of the role of technique in both the definition of
man and the constitution of hisends. At the same time, the French philosopher has
always shown the need to summon, in part by deconstructing it, the great modern
and contemporary philosophy in order to try to think technique, even when for his
authors of reference i from Heidegger to Husserl, from Foucault to Deleuze i,
with rare exceptions (Canguilhem, Leroi-Gourhan and Simondon) and the tech-
nique/writing chiasm he produceswith his master Derrida, techne would still rep-
resent their unthought. This relationship with twentieth-century philosophy, which
is rich in original analyses but also in conceptual frictions, is investigated in the pre-
sent issue of Ethics & Politics within the essays written by Sara Baranzoni, Pietro
Prunotto and Paolo Vignola, where the singularity of the Stieglerian proposal is also
measured in the theoretical tension with respect to Jacques Derrida (1978). Itisa
tension that crosses the territories of philosophical anthropology, existential analyt-
ics and above all, due to the concept of tertiary retention, phenomenology. Here
lies the importance of Roberto Redaelli's contribution, aimed at acomparative anal-
ysis of Ihde's postphenomenology with Stiegler's phenomenological instrumenta-
tion.

As Stiegler declares from his very beginnings, it is precisely from the unthought
of modern and contemporary philosophy that he sketches the contours of his own
philosophy of technology (Stiegler 2023: 45). Far from being monadically confined
within a disciplinary sub-sector, Stiegleris thinking of technics is to be understood
as an all-round philosophical perspective, that is, one that through a valorisation of
technology, beyond its instrumental and anthropological interpretation (Heidegger
1976: 5), has the capacity to reconfigure the order of discourse in the theoretical,
moral, epistemological, political, legal and aesthetic spheres. Gaetano Chiurazziis
and Dario Cecchits papers, concerning the aesthetical diagnosis of symbolic misery
and the possible pharmacological prognoses, by stressing the concept of hipomnesis
in relation to phenomenology and Kant, focus on this last disciplinary level, which
was for Stiegler the theoretical springboard for his move to politics. And Stiegler's
difference with Gunther Andersstill plays on diagnosis and prognosis, but also, re-
spectively, on Epimetheus and Prometheus, which Emilia Marra's paper highlights.
Stieglerds perspective is therefore, first and foremost, a philosophy not so much of
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technology in the sense that it would take the latter as its object, but rather a philos-
ophy that starts from technique, that is, from the questions that technique poses to
philosophy itself from the very origins of Western thought. Riccardo Baldissone's
genealogical contribution shows precisely this order of discourse, tying together
technique, politics and processes of individuation.

Finally, Stiegler's perspective, in its different phases fi techno-logical, pharmaco-
logical and neganthropological i certainly represents a development of the twenti-
eth-century philosophies of technology that are more careful not to reduce techne
metaphysically to a simple means, but rather, as in the case of the obiological phi-
losophy of technology6 (Guchet2024; Clarizio 2024), to promote a theoretical hori-
zon in which technics can be understood in a constitutive relationship f and not in
opposition i with p/Aysis, episteme and society. In this sense, then, we could say
that Stiegler's general perspective lies beyond and within philosophy of technique
as a discipline, and it is thisamphibious value that emergesand is investigated in the
contributions collected in this issue.
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