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Abstract

Abstract

Judging from the surface, Marxism philosophy and Post-modemity
were generated in different epochs, even in different centuries, therefore
cannot interact, but the fact is on the contrary.

Regarding the backgrounds of both schools, both Post-modernity and
Marxism as theories were derived from the history, rooted in the social re-
ality—no matter whether they guard or criticize existing social conditions.
Although the capitalist society Marx and Engels lived in is different from
modem capitalist society, yet the latter is the consequence and develop-
ment of the former, and the former was the “root” from which the modern
capitalist society grows, the modem capitalist society is the consequence
and development of earlier capitalist society; although Marxism was based
on the critics against earlier capitalist society,, yet Marxism is open and
developing in the face of the future, so it also pays attention to the situa-
tion and rules of the development of the modem capitalist society, keeping
to enrich, correct, develop and improve itself in the two-way movement
between theory and the reality. It is safe to say that both Marxism and
Post-modemity occur in the same soil of social reality. In theoretical
" sources, both Post-modemity and Marxism philosophy are a rebel against
the western traditional philosophy, and a refusal to the metaphysics, only
that the developing direction of Marxism is apparently different from that
the modemn western philosophy created by Conte, A. G. Therefore, the
two are determined to meet in the temporary age though they are widely
separated both in time and space. For this reason, the comparison of them
becomes an important topic of both practical and theoretical meanings.
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Abstract

The encounter of Post-modemity and Marxism philosophy in the tem-
porary age makes the theoretical comparison of the two a matter of course.
This article compares the two’s overall features, characteristics in ontolo-
gy and the views of history, and the development trend as well as the com-
parative research of the backgrounds in which the two were generated.

With regards to general features, Post-modernity insists on the quali-
ties of critics and times, criticizing and rethinking capitalist society’s
partial pursuit of economic growth, society’s full-scale alienation and the
hindrance caused by this alienation to people’s soul communications and
language association, and the metaphysics thinking manner of the tradi-
tional philosophies. But because post-modemity takes critics and disman-
tlement as its standpoint, it finally goes to skepticism and nihilism in the
course of blindly critics and deconstruction and differentiation and
turnaround. The theory and reality targets Post-modemity criticizes are al-
so those Marxism philosophy does, however, the critics by Marxism phi-
losophy is based on practices, based on the “human society or socialized
mankind” on the basis of practices, emphasizing the “coincidence of the
change of environment and man’s activities or self-change” in the prac-
tice, emphasizing the establishment of a new world in the course of criti-
cizing the old world, i. e., being exerted in “establishment” in the
course of critics, therefore Marxism philosophy is open and developable.
So, although both Marxism philosophy and post-modemity have the same
criticized target and refuse metaphysics, and both have the qualities of
critics, the quality of critics of Post-modernity is covered by its nihilism,
relativism and confusing disputes, and surrendered to nihilism, while the
quality of critics of Marxism philosophy is a kind of practice and scientific
dialectics in nature.

In the aspect of philosophical ontology, the Post-philosophical Cul-
ture of Rorty, the deconstruction of Derrida, the Legitimate Crisis of Ly-
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otard, the rupture of capitalist culture of Bell, and Habermas’s disputes
with Derrida and Lyotard, etc. indicate that post-modemity opposes meta-
physical ontology, abstract and dead oneness, foundationism, restora-
tionism and anthropocentricism but post-modemity develops the deny and
opposition to another extreme, opposing ontology and common views in
any form, believing that “existence means differences only” and all are a
game of text. But the philosophy of Marxism admits the natural premise of
general materialism, and based on this premise, Marxism philosophy real-
izes its change of philosophical target and establishes its philosophical the-
ory on the basis of practices. Marxism criticizes the thinking manner of old
materialism and metaphysics and abstract ontology, largely having the
same features as post-modemity in respect of the view of ontology. But
Marxism philosophy is different from post-modemity, that is to say, the
former advocates to grasp and understand .the concepts such as noumenon,
basis, identity and differences in the course of practices, and insists on
the ontology taking man as a cause and purpose. Apparently, the ontology
of post-modernity and Marxism philosophy are different while they are as-
sociated. The differences between them are substantial, so it is with the
associations between the two. We must adhere to the associating areas of
the two, or otherwise we will follow the step of metaphysics, making the
mistakes traditional philosophies have done; meanwhile, we have to insist
on their differences, or we will follow the example of post-modemity, di-
agnosed the issues of the westemn social problems and traditional philoso-
phies correctly but giving out a wrong prescription, which resulted in its
own polarization, turnaround and declination.

Regaxﬂing the views of history, the compilation studies of philosophi-
cal history of post-modemity discussed some key issues concerning the
views of history, such as “how man cognizes history” and “how history
manifests itself”. Jameson analyzed the conversion between productive
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structure, Bell emphasized the “growth point” of historic epochs, who
classified societies in accordance with sciences, technology and knowl-
edge. One can say that post-modernity discussed and paid attention to the
key issues of historic views. But post-modemity either regarded history as
“text” or “file record” , or emphasized only synchronic conversion within
social structure or its feature in a certain aspect and denied human subjec-
tivity, or understood the development of history as “cultural logic” and
neglected the reflecting features of cultural logic, and so on. In contrast,
Marxism philosophy’s view on history, like its ontology, takes practices
as a basis, stressing that social life is practical in nature, that we should
view on human development and understand the history through social
practices, that the causes of the development of social history should be
analyzed through the interaction of productivity and productive relations,
that types of society should be divided by means of the combination of pro-
ductivity and productive relations, i. e., productive manners, and that
the final and highest goal of the development of social history should be
man’ s emancipation or free and full-scale development. So, there are the
same theoretical hot points in both Marxism philosophy and post-moderni-
ty, or to say, Marxism philosophy and post-modemity have the same views
on history pay attention to the same hot theoretical issues, and have large-
ly the same answers for some questions or a certain aspect of a certain
question but judging in a full scale or in nature, the explanations by the
two are substantially different. '
As for the trends of development, ' the differences of the both
schools’ generating backgrounds, general features, features in ontology
and views in history determine each own trend of development. Doubtless-
ly, post-modemnity is reasonable in many areas, but because of its trend of
nihilism or skepticism, post-modemity never mentioned to establish a the-

oretical system or pursue a general common view, in case it may be in-
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volved into the vortex of deconstruction. All it did was to deconstruct all
the way, placing itself outside the range of the targets it deconstructed and
becoming a part or a titbit in the text game. In this way, post-modemity
went quickly to decline and polarize and turn around after a short while of
uproar. This polarization and turnaround became a reality due to the oc-
currence of neo-historianism and constructive post-modemity and the pai—
ticipation of Jameson with a double status. Marxism philosophy, however,
since its birth, has weathered a hundred years, experiencing gloriousness
and frustration, even a life or death choice. For example, during the Stal-
in period, Marxism philosophy was seriously dogmatized and stiffness; the
dismantlement of the former Soviet Union in 1989 and the great changes in
the Eastern Europe seemed to be lethal to Marxism, and some western
thinkers seized the opportunity to clamor that “Marxism is dead” and that
“Socialism has been frustrated” . However, thanks to the scientific quality
and the qualities of scientific practices, critics, openness and times of
Marxism itself, the philosophy of Marxism once more went through the
crises, and developed itself through the crises. Proofs are the unprece-
dented intemnational conferences on Marx or Marxism in the westem coun-
tries starting from the year 1995 and reaching the climax in 1998, and the
publication of Specters of Marx— Debtee Countries, Moumning Activities
and New Internationals by Derrida.

Through analysis and critics above, it can easily be seen that the es-
sential characters of post-modemity and Marxism are respectively post-
modemity and the quality of practice. Both post-modemity and the qué.lity
of practice contain a spirit of critics, but the critical spirit needs to be re-
stricted and reformed in a certain degree, of course. It is because both
have critical spirits that Marxism philosophy and post-modemity can
achieve an amalgamation in the contemporary era: Marxism philosophy has

a feature of post-modemity, and Post-modernity has an experience Marx-
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ism do. That is the conclusion this paper drew in its conclusive words.

Finally, I would like cite a line from Griffin to end this paper. Grif-
fin said: “My start point is: China can avoid many destructive influences
caused by modemization through the knowledge of the mistakes the West-
emn has made. In doing so, China is ‘being post-modemized’ actually.”
Then, we can say that Marxism philosophy can avoid the mistakes of Post-
modemity through the knowledge of Post-modemity’ s features and charac-
teristics, by this way, Marxism philosophy becomes a “Post-modemity” .
Herein lie the theoretical and real meanings of this paper.
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