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Abstract

Martin Heidegger’s tool analysis is considered as a reconstruction of Western philosophy
on the most basic metaphysical issue of Being. This is because the metaphysicians still interpret
the mode of Being as only present-at-hand, but leave aside its mode as ready-to-hand. The latter
mode can be reflected from a context of tool using, or from what Graham Harman interprets as
tool-being that constructs the context of involvements for entities to be meaningful in that context.

Don Thde's interpretation from the tool analysis is about the more basic status of the
praxis over theory, and that interpretation leads to a new explanation of technology as the
fundamentals of science. Thde receives this idea from his new analysis of the relations between
human, instrument, and World in phenomenology of instrumentation. He discovers that the reality
inferred from modern scientific experiments is oriented by the technological instrumentation.
Therefore, realism of science is in reality instrumental realism, and science itself is transforming
into technoscience.

From the study, I discover that lhde misses the main point from Heidegger’s philosophy,
and it makes his thesis of the reality adjusted by instrument not as strong as it should be. The
point he misses is that rather than to consider the tool analysis as an explanation in
phenomenology of meaningfuiness, Thde wrongly considers as a way to explain a perception of
reality in his instrumental realism. I propose that if hde is to interpret from the tool analysis in a
correct way, his thesis should be under the name of “instrumental metontology” that is an

explanation about the ontological status of new entities oriented from instrumentation.





