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KEY WORD: INDIVIDUATION (PHILOSOPHY) / PRAGMATISM / POSTMETAPHYSICAL THINKING
THEPTAWEE CHOKVASIN : A PRAGMATIC CONCEPTION OF INDIVIDUATION IN
POSTMETAPHYSICAL THINKING. THESIS ADVISOR : ASSOC. PROF. SORAJ HONGLADAROM,
Ph.D. 126 pp.

This dissertation offers an argument for a pragmatic conception of individuation in
postmetaphysical thinking to avoid ironical difficulty of paradox stemmed from metaphysical
thinking, and to point out the significance of topic on individuation involved with human
working. From the research, | find that Habermas recognizes history of metaphysics as
source of the paradoxical ineffability of individuality, and some generalizations are used
instead. To correct some errors in philosophy of subjectivity, Habermas develops
‘intersubjectivity’ to explain the notion of individual person as uniqueness and
ireplaceability in communicative action. However, Habermas is considered confusing
explaining individuality with autonomy, so | turn to Heideggerian phenomenology.
Heidegger proposes a deconstruction in history of Being and subjectivity, as well as a new
conception of truth as revealing from the essence of modern technology. Heidegger uses
tool analysis to explain the individuality of individual object, and Dasein to explain individual

person. Nonetheless, Heideggerian standpoint is considered not pragmatic enough.

| find later that Inde's phenomenology of instrumentation is considered pragmatic.
Finally, | reach a new analysis of my own. | argue that to avoid the paradox the topic on
individuality and individuation should be considered as instrumental value in working
system. | propose an explanatory model considered from hi-tech communication
device, the mobile phone, and argue that it is the source of ‘mobile individuality' which

is to explain individuality and individuation without any difficulty from the paradox.
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