L&S 160A

Notes 2/6/2006 

Heidegger’s “The Age of the World Picture”

(Explains subjects and objects in detail)

p.115- the beginning

· “metaphysics grounds an age” – when philosophers speak, they reflect the style of the age

· WHAT they talk about and how they talk about it is what defines an age – a style that pervades everything

· This style:

· A. determines whatever shows up as anything (ex: animals show up as creatures, mechanisms in past ages)

· B. tells us what it “makes sense” to do

· C. determines what is worthy/admirable and unworthy

Side discussion on the choice of the word “style”:

· NOT the same meaning of the word which is used to describe fashion (which is inherently fleeting and superficial)

· This type of “style” can’t be seen, chosen, used, or refused

· Better words? Possibly “spirit,” but this may be too mental

· “climate,” or “lighting” works because you don’t see the lighting, you only see what is lit up by it

· advantage of the word “style” – it is outside of the people, and we can see it in hindsight, but it is invisible to us in the present

Heidegger (in a separate essay) says that the Enlightenment was the stage when human beings became mature, autonomous, and adult (before, they were like children).

Back to the “Age of the Word Picture”: what distinguishes the modern world?

· Art becomes aesthetic experience (and to some extent, everything is an experience) (p. 116)

· Before, art was not personal

· Emphasis that now art is subjective to the viewer

· Religion becomes either a set of dogmas or personal “religious experience”

· Phrase “the loss of the gods”

· Human activity is conceived and consummated as culture

· everything that “really grips us” is labeled as “values”

· culture = realization of the highest values of the age

· we define the values

· Science and machine technology

· Our modern science is conceived as research and experimentation (the concept of science differs with the style of the age)

How we understand research (p. 118)

· Thomas Kuhn (1950s) described the structure of scientific research

· Heidegger does the same here (3 components)

· First step in research: to open up a sphere of investigation, a projection within some realm of a fixed outline of natural events

· You decide what is real and how you are going to study it (in advance)

· Ex: in studying the science of nature, we disregard the feeling of heat, the smell of flowers, etc.  These are not within our modern view of “science”

· The “rigor of research” = science does not allow any exceptions. 

· There are no miracles, gods, monsters in science.

· Science is committed to finding a “scientific explanation” of everything

· Scientific procedure is to find anomalies that don’t seem to fit into the sphere, and spend time and do research to make them fit, or to falsify the current theory and propose a new one

· Science proceeds by learning through falsification

· It is imperative in science that clear expectations are set regarding what is “failing”

· So we can learn by what went wrong

· Normal science is an ongoing activity

· At a certain point, give up trying to explain with the current theories  scientific revolution 

· There must be a paradigm (Kuhn). Is this true?

· Are economics and social sciences normal sciences?

· Is there a paradigm in humanistic sciences, which seek to predict, not to explain?

· Brings up and issue with Taylor, who tries to make the work of humans into an exact, normal science (and it didn’t work)

Continuing notes (after discussion of projects):

· P. 125: scientific method involves objectifying everything into a plan

· P. 126: paragraph about constantly redefining your science – flexibility

· Possible postmodern glimpse?

· Heidegger says he notes this “because its there”

· P. 127 – science sets up this object domain

· Representing = to set before, to compose the world picture

· Everything is in the picture, and it is clear what is in it

· In representing and objectifying the world, man “gets the picture”

· The subject (man) sets up this total picture and does science on the basis of it

· The world picture is crucial for having anomalies in science, so it is evident that something does not fit into the picture

· The ground-plan is imposed by us on nature

· Not a picture of the world, but the world conceived as a picture

