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Civilization Development Deconstruction of Growth Mania

BAO Zong-hao, ZHAO Xiao-hong
(School of Humanities, East China University of Science and Technology , Shanghai 200237, China)

Abstract: Growth is not equal to development. The growth mania focuses on the total GDP
and the high growth, the logic of which appears to be positive and rational, but in fact, cannot
solve the main contradiction China is faced with, such as unbalanced growth, uncoordinated and
unsustainable growth. China has paid a heavy social and ecological cost for the growth mania.
Therefore, the deconstruction of growth mania is to let the growth return to a rational and
sustainable rate, to ensure the quality and benefit of future growth in China. The “un-growth”
theory and its movement in the international society are not complete for the deconstruction of the
growth mania. The civilization development is of significant theoretical and practical value. It can
deconstruct the logic, the value orientation, and the evaluation standard of the growth mania. It
can lead China to the realization of the “Chinese Dream” of the great national revival in a healthy
and sustainable development.
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