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Abstract: Western semiotics differs from the symbolic system of the Zhou Changes no matter in regard to their starting points
or with respect to where they find footholds. Despite this innate heterogeneity, the point of intersection they share lies in the
so-called symbols or signs. This paper makes a comparative philosophical survey of the relationship between the Zhou Chan-
ges and Charles Sanders Peirce’s semiotics, a branch of Western semiotics. Peirce’s semiotics is characterized by pansemi-
otism and synechism; taking all things in the universe as its objective domain, and viewing all things and events as a continu-

um. In contrast to Ferdinand de Saussure who takes language as the center in his analysis of signs, Peirce is more inclined to
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analyzing the signs by thinking, i. e., analyzing signs through the triadic relation among the signifying representation, the
signified object, and the interpretant. In order to make the essential object reappear, Peirce divided the signs into three
kinds: index, icon and symbol. He also set forth a hypothetic reasoning law (“abduction”) different from traditional method-
ology, a method by which the best or the most approximate description can be achieved by available facts. If we apply Peirce’
s views on semiotics to the Zhou Changes, the images, hexagram and line statements, and the idea can be regarded as the
three elements in the semiotic process of the Zhouyi. The signs of the Zhouyi are symbols that possess iconic nature. A divi-
natory paradigm is a special model of knowledge, the characteristics of which are stipulated by their qualitative nature. Ab-
ductive reasoning is a featured mode of thinking in a divinatory paradigm, a fact that is extremely significant to scientific dis—
covery.
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