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On the Humanistic Interpretation of the Anthropocene and Its Revelations

TANG Xing—hua

(Department of the History of Science, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: As a geological concept, the Anthropocene has a rich humanistic connotation. In the process of interpreting the Anthropocene, it is
easy to misunderstand it as supporting “ Anthropocentrism” or equating it with “capitalist society”. First of all, it is necessary to clarify the mis-
understandings: the Anthropocene does not overemphasize the unique value of human beings and is not an Anthropocentrism; the Anthropocene
does not fully comply with the capital logic of modern society. Based on the conceptual clarification, the core meaning of the Anthropocene is ex—
amined: the Anthropocene is more concerned with the overall power of “human— technology —nature”. It emphasizes pluralistic connections
and highlights the diversity of relationships. Finally, by clarifying and interpreting the core meaning of the Anthropocene, it will give us many
insights, such as how to view the integral relationship between human and technology in the Anthropocene, and the new relationship between
human and nature. A comprehensive understanding of the meaning of the Anthropocene will help us understand change and use the opportunity
to reconfigure our way of thinking and social organization to form a new stable state of co—development with the Earth.
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