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From “Value” Criticism to “Premise” Criticism

— Marx’s Ecological Thought in the Context of Philosophical
Thinking Mode Transformation

HU Jian-dong

Abstract: Taking the alienation logic as the narrative way, starting from the “value” criticism of the al-
ienation of the relationship between man and nature under the capitalist social conditions, Marx inte-
grated the abstract opposition between thinking and existence through the reform of the concept of prac-
tice, surpassing the metaphysical thinking mode of bipolar opposition. Moreover, based on the reality
of capitalist economy, Marx reveals that capitalist relations of production are the deep source of ecologi-
cal crisis. The criticism of the “premise” of capitalist relations of production has become the theoretical
foothold of Marx’s ecological thought. The criticism of “value” is based on the basic mode of human ex-
istence, i. e., productive labor, which deeply criticizes the existence fact of the alienation of the rela-
tionship between man and nature in capitalist society from the value level, but fails to go deep into the
production relationship as the “form stipulation” of capitalist existence. In contrast, the criticism of the
“premise” directly refers to the essence of existence, which is based on the fact of capitalist “paradox of
existence” and makes an in—depth investigation of capitalist relations of production and modes of produc-
tion in the way of “anatomy”, and truly reveals the social and historical roots of the alienation of the re-
lationship between man and nature at the essential level. The critical process of ecological crisis from
“value” to “premise” has a deep theoretical connection with the reform of the concept of practice, that
is, the scientization of Marx’s ecological thought can not be separated from the reform of philosophical
thinking mode. The theoretical perspective of the transformation of philosophical thinking mode can not
only deepen the understanding of Marx’s ecological thought, but also reveal the deep thinking logic and
practical logic of the construction of ecological civilization with Chinese characteristics in the new era.

Key words: change of practical view; philosophical thinking mode; ecological thinking mode of histori-

cal materialism



