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ABSTRACT

The value relation between war and man is one of the
profound theoretical problems in the study of the agents
of war. This thesis centers around the correct cognition
and evaluation of the value of war with a view to estab-
lishing a tentative Marxist critical theory on the value of
war. War is a special social behavior of man under certain
historical conditions, so the value of war falls not only in-
to a historical scope, but also into a relation scope that
embodies the mutual subject —object relation between one
group of men and another. So the study of the value of
war should first of all answer the question of to whom the
war has value and what kind of value it is, or answer the
question of what is the subject of the value of war. The
thesis, taking an angle of historical philosophy, using the
method of historical materialism. and viewing man as a
historical, social and realistic being, expounds on the
subject, essence, features and behavior of the value of
war and the subject of evaluation and the standard of eval-

uation concerning the evaluation of the value of war



Introduction; The Appearance of the Issue of the Value
of War.

With the globalization of world economy, has the 1s-
sue of the value of war disappeared or what is the scientif-
ic evaluation to the value of war that happened in history
or in reality? Tn order to answer these questions, this dis
sertation [irst defines the concept of the value of war and
puts forward the basic trains of thoughts and methods for
the study of the value of war. The dissertation empha
sizes that we should analyze this issue from the horizontal
axis showing social ties and the vertical axis of historical
development. It also explains the significance of con-
structing the theory of scientific Marxist criticism on the

value of war.

Chapter 1: The Historical Development of the Thought of
the Value of War.

The thought of the value of war evolves as war prac-
tices evolve. There were a lot of ideas about the value of
war in the East and the West. The purpose of clarifying
its track of development is to find some beneficial enlight-
enment and establish the foundation for understanding the

issue in the history of thought development.



Chapter 2: The Subject of the Value of War.

Different theories and different schools of thoughts
have different understanding for the subject of the value
of war. This dissertation makes an analysis and reflec-
tions on all kinds of thoughts on this issue in history and
in modern times. It analvzes the subject of the value of
war from the angle of horizontal and vertical historical de-
velopment, and concludes that in historical reality, the
subject of the value of war is the subject of the conflict,
that is the classes, states, nations, or political groups in-
volved in conflicts. In class societies, the value of war has
two characteristics. One is that it does not follow any hu-
man will. and the other is that it strictly conforms to dif-
ferent subjects, each with a different assessment on the
value of war under different historical conditions. From
the perspective of historical development, the subject of
the value of war is the subject of history. The value of
war always embodies itself in the fact that the advanced
classes will definitely surmount the laggard ones and push
history forward in the long run. The settlement of con-
flicts between the subjects of the value of war, namely,
the two sides in the conflict, forms the value links be-
tween wars and history, so that wars might have certain
social and historical values. The subject of the value of

war is the subject of conflict and of history.



Chapter 3: The Nature of the Value of War, their Char-
acteristics and Trend of Development.

The value of war in essence is a special kind of politi-
cal values, and is decided by the political attributes of
war. All the other values of war have to incarnate in the
realization of political values of war. Contrary to the val-
ues of general objects, the value of war has characteristics
of history, of classes, of states and nations, of contradic-
tion. benefits and losses, of potenrtialities and superficiali-
ties, and controllability. The value of war evolves as time
goes by, and will extinguish with the dying out of private

ownership and classes.

Chapter 4: Manifestations of the Value of War.

The value of war may have different categories. The
dissertation discusses the rich connotations of the value of
war in their political , economic (technological). and cul-
tural values in their respective fields, with the purpose of
disclosing the value links among wars, the subjects of

conflicts and subjects of history.

Chapter 5: The Assessment of the Value of War.
The subject of scientific war assessment should be

the subject of history. Only by taking the value position
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of historical subjects could we reach the correct conclu-
sion on war assessment. The justification of the nature of
war is the foundation and prerequisite for the value of war
assessment. In doing this, we should stick to the evalua-
tion standard of uniformity of three perspectives, the per-
spective of morality and justice, of subjects and of histo-
ry. These three perspectives should be categorized to the
value field of historical subject.

In a word, to view wars from the subject value with
the uniformity of the history and reality is helpful for us
to appreciate the law of the rise, development and extinc-
tion of wars and the significance of war. Only in this way
can we form a scientific outlook on the value of war and
consequently serve to guard our national security and

world peace.

Key Words: the value of war, subject of conflicts,

subject of history, assessment of the value of war.
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