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Abstract

From the research on the theories of “producerism” and the “cri-
tique of producerism” , this book tries to transcend both of the two the-
ories, clarifies the misunderstanding on the Marxist view of material
production, scientifically defines the social historical role of material
production, and establishes the scientific criterion of appraising mate-
rial production from three dimensions of human, economy and society,
so as to make a whole understanding of the view of scientific develop-
ment and implement it practically.

In the part of exordium, this book ascends and clears up the dif-
ferent contexts and meaning scopes of the concept of “producerism”,

&

studies the history and current situations of the “critique of producer-
ism ", and classifies the “critique of producerism” as three levels,
they are critique of producerism in narrow sense, critique of producer-
ism in broad sense, and critique of producerist ideology. On this ba-
sis, it also puts forward the theory significance and practice value of
studying and ascending “ producerism” theory. The producerist society
in narrow sense is a “production — consumption society” and in broad

sense, it is a “consumption — production society”. The former one is

a “production — dominant society” , the logic of production dominates



ERUNNERE
—a

the proceeding and development of the whole society. While the latter
one is a “consumption — dominant society” , the logic of consumption
dominates the proceeding and development of the whole society. Ac-
cordingly, the critique of producerism in narrow sense is to criticize
the “production — consumption” society, while in broad sense is to
criticize the “consumption ~ production” society. The critique of pro-
ducerism also penetrates into the ideology of its system. It criticizes
the producerist idea as the view of social history, and those basic idea
that making producers become producerists so as to support the materi-
al production to expand infinitely.

In the first chapter, the book begins with the divergence on the
understanding of Marx% view of material production and brings forward
three methods of how to correctly understand it. Methed I is to put at-
tention to and transcend the “text of strong force” and the “strong ex-
pressions of text form”. “Text of strong force” refers to those works
which played or is playing a strong role of the confirmation and prom-
ulgation of Marxism. And “ strong expressions of text form” means
those theoretic viewpoints that the writer clearly demonstrated, con-
centratively summarized and specially emphasized in his whole text in
a particular way. The aim to differentiate the “text of strong force”
and the “strong expressions of text form” of Marxist works is to remind
people to regard it as the way to understand and grasp the important
thoughts, theories and viewpoints that Marx try to express, and at the
same time, not to stay at these expressions but to transcend it, espe-
cially not to quote out of them, even to misinterpret Marxism. Method
1l is to classify the texts of Marx as four categories, they are publicized

texts ( self — determination — publicizing texts), pre — publicized
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texts, sub — publicized texts and non — publicized text. Then based on
the sequence of willing - responsibilities and sequence of writing
dates, this book put forward the sequence arranging of text for under-
standing the works of Marx. Method III is the basic aim of theory re-
search and the systematical analyses and understanding of the text sys-
tem. Readers should locate the position and significance of every text
in the system of Marxs theory under the basic aim of Marx when he
wrote them.

In the second chapter, from the studies of Marxs view of material
production, this book establishes the Marxism theory foundation to
transcend the “producerism” and “critique of producerism” theories.
It demonstrates the theory logic of Marx$s transcendency of producerism
from his analyses of what the production “ought to be”, “to be” and
the combination of the two aspects. This book emphasizes that the
younger Marx differentiated between the “labor” and the * alienated
labor” in the field of philosophy, exposed the “alienation” attribute of
the “production” activities of labors in the capitalist society. This is
the “ideal form” of his criticizes on the producerist economic system.
When he studied the material production itself in the field of econo-
my, he found out that the inevitability of capitalist production and the
social problem it brings out when it plays a dominant role in the socie-
ty. It is just in the tension of what the ideal “labor” ought to be and

«

what the capitalist “production” and the humans “alienated labor” is
really to be that Marx looked for the theoretic idea and the realistic
way to transcend the producerism. This chapter systematically an-
sweres an important conclusion put forward in the exordium that Marx

is the first theorist who deeply and systematically criticized the pro-
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ducerist society.

In the third chapter, this thesis clears up the exposures and criti-
cizes of western scholars, especially the western Marxists, post -
Marxists and some other economists, sociologists and culturologists on
the reflexivity of producerism. The attribute of infinite expanding of
producerism drove by the substantial interests of producers will inevi-
tably results to the crisis in the process of production and the imbal-
ance of relations between human and the nature. It will also make the
material production slump deeply into troubles at the same time as it
develops quickly. The way to break away from the crisis in the process
of producerism system is the international trade. Using the paradigm of
imperialism, the paradigm of dependency theory and the paradigm of
theory of the world — system, many scholars analyze and criticize that
led by the international trade, it brings out the politic colonization and
culture colonization with the economy colonization at the same time,
and then results to the social reflexivity of producerism all around the
international society. From the “production - society” to the * con-
sumption — society” , in order for the continuum of production and re-
production, the producerism continually controls the culture signifi-
cance by creating culture signs, makes the substance attributes of
goods define by the culture significance. The using value of goods is
keeping on be denied and redefined, the production becomes a course
of “ creative destroy” of the using value and the treasure, and the
whole world turns to be an ephemerality world of substance. The pro-
duction activities become donkeywork. Producerism shows extreme re-
flexivity of value, which fully exposed the limitation, irrationality and

absurdness of it.
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In the fourth chapter, this book chooses three views of ideology
which supporting the producerist system, they are the conception of
nature, of humanity and of development. And it summarizes the criti-
cizes on the three views which polluted and distorted by producerism
in western countries. Together with the industry revolution, the con-
cept of “nature” becomes view of productive nature after the phase of
science de ~ charm, The concept of “humanity” from the times of Pla-
to to Freud has formed such a tradition of anthropology that “To want
is to be”. After the phase of strained relation between desire and ra-
tion in Middle Ages, came out the indulging of ardor in the times of
Revival of Learning, and then formed the temperament of commercial
culture in contemporary western countries. After the completely natu-
ralization and appetencalization of human, the human culture and so-
cial science sang high praise of “take human beings into considera-
tion”, which realized the conspires of the conception of “humanity”
and the producerist system. From the praise of “achievements”, en-
couragement of “ competition”, the conception of “development”
makes development equal to “economy growth” , creates the “ecivili-

‘

zation” and “barbarization”, “modern” and “tradition”, and differ-
entiate the civilization and society as “advance” and “lag” , all these
support the of western culture and social system. It could be said that,
the function mechanism of producerist system is a control of excita-
tion, what we got is the “enjoyment of self — abuse” and the “regret
of satisfaction” in this system.

In the fifth chapter, based on the Marxist view of material pro-

duction, absorbing and taking a reference to the theoretic achieve-

ments of critique of producerism and overcoming their prejudices, this
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book puts forward a new way of thought for value praise in order to
completely transcend the “producerism” and “critique of producer-
ism” , that is to establish a value theory with three dimensions for ma-
terial production. It is to realize the high unification of humanity val-
ue, economy value and society value of material production. The in-
ner relationship in this three — dimensions value system is inter — sup-
porting, inter - restricting and equal. The view of scientific develop-
ment put forward by our country is the specific embodiment of its im-
plement mode. There are two key points of the view of development
based on the system of this value praise, one is “based on human” ,
and the other is the overall, harmonious and continual development.
On the problem of dealing with the relationships between countries, it
shows the human feelings of “being friendly with neighbors, richening
neighbors and conciliating neighbors ", just like what the old poem

shows “a bosom friend afar brings the distance near. ”
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