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Summaries

Reinterpreting the “Critical” Nature of Marx's Dialectics
Liu Tongfang

Summary: When discussing the “rational form” of dialectics Marx showed that his own dialectics was
fundamentally different from Hegel’'s and made it clear that dialectics was essentially “critical and

4

revolutionary ”. The difference between the “criticism” of Marx’s dialectics and the “negation” of Hegel's
dialectics is not only reflected in Marx’s exploration of the theoretical characteristics that is  self-promotion
and self-creation of dialectics but also in his grasp of the necessity of its thorough implementation in the
“special logic” of dissecting the “special objects” of capitalist society. The ontological foundation theoretical
orientation and the form of expression in practical application of dialectics elaborated by Marx have not yet
reached a consensus in the academic circle. In the specific narrative context Marx not only emphasized that
“criticism” implies opposition to “transitory” and “non-worship” attitude but also fully affirmed the positive
value of all revolutionary paths that mercilessly criticize and strived to ontologically criticize from the source
the actions of the bourgeoisie that provide theoretical support for the capitalist production process through the
dialectics of rational speculation in order to confirm that dialectic criticism on the basis of the ontological
foundation of social existence gains its own essential status.

In the process of penetrating into the social historical totality to reveal the generative logic of capitalism
Marx presented the critical thinking that the “critical” nature of dialectics pointed to the historical totality. In
his criticism of capitalist commodity society he answered the question of how history moves forward after
alienation and revealed dialectics as a specific form of internal criticism of society. It shows that history divides
into different stages of development in the dialectical movement and the theoretical mode of criticizing
capitalist society will also be constructed historically. In the practical application of criticism of political
economy Marx formed the scientific application of dialectics. He found that the social and historical root
cause of the practical separation between labor and capital lies in the capitalist system’s deliberate disregard for
the existence and function of the differences between people. Therefore he proposed that we guard against the
force of bourgeois identity in the realistic criticism so that the “critical” essence of dialectics can be thoroughly
carried out.

Therefore only by returning to Marx’s “critical 7 theory and practice context can we get a full
understanding of the “critical” nature of dialectics. To reinterpret the critical nature of Marx’s dialectics we
should not only rely on the reflection of Western speculative philosophy and the investigation of the production
and communication activities of the real society but also on Marx’s grasp of the law of social and historical
operation. In this way we can explore the profound power of “criticism” as the essence of dialectics which
is inherent in the real existence of human beings in practice and promotes the sustainable development of
human beings.

Key words: Marx; Dialectics; Critical nature; Practice of criticism
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