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52



FRCAY . XU, MAF B AT BRAL R A
FEAESER LA A AR R | X BEAF RN R B ik
A SR A7 2 th 3RO R IE  IRREA6 98
S bR,

P SR AR R SCHE R X o2 X 3R iy
PP S AL BRI R i A R
AR N BARAR TR 7 (B RS iR
fiah B YRR, S NEHY < SE I SIS b i, I
A AR AT S A AEAR R BE AR SEBR
SCHEFR” TSRS SR b a4 T 2y 8 4
RS P AR L AR Y, EA S S
SCAtE S B BE AN (B G, SR R AT AT
KIFmRY:

AR e FE NS T 0 2 &, OF
NG T 2 B s (R LR )
AR B3 A R R S FUR AT S 1
B, I HJE AR 7E VG H B 58 (Thomas A. Se-
beok) X AEMAFES2EMAM T, L e /R (Jacob
von Uexkiill ) 9« J& il T 5 (Umwelt) " 24150 Bk 354~
RIS R SR AR A
WA A5 2 T AR 22 BT Y N TE R B L5
577 (Schema) , fiks AR 2 “ A iR iR
(plan of organism, Planmassigkeit) , iF J2 % fh 1% 15
W T AT AR B AR, ZE 3R R
(7] A= i AR B Fr % AN R] | E T — X G Jar £
AR SO, 352, BT TR A
AIAE Ak FARPER) N R , H e AR Y A
FEIHE S, RIS S AN, “Umwelt”—

AW EREE ST FHESTOE XWEH

TAE L TP “ FHE S (subjective world) AT« H
Tt 5L (self-world ) B Fh i3, iR T &4~
TR A5 S A A

JE IR — AN B SO R AR AR
BRI B, kG 1& T — ),
I T A Y B B I AL SR A LA X A A
<SR T SR BT (R T A Y (E 2 SR
BT R A —N A S /N SRR B, 3L
s BORER TEN  E AT TR Bt A AT e LA —
SRR . O AR A R ) R A A
TR FERE LIRSt BN TR A B S S
Wiar H B 5 HADA YRR O R FISEER R,
U, XS BRI 1 SR A B S X E AT
FHURESE BRI RIE OCR S S8
ATURAYSE B B TITAE AR A I AR B R
BT, FEIH A TR R S R TR
AT VRAS BT 1, VG L B85 A9 37 e abd, ik i LS
PR “TESZ B FAETAAY® (workably accurate) , B fiE
B LA A AR MRS, X FP LS RN A
A 7EJE A B A R RN R ——IE A A B, £
5 P R SCHE AU (e A AT fle—— I
R A A BRI R A ok A5 S PR =
PR ELSE" FARG FL S0 B IR A B T R A Y
F A,

BRSA J] Bl THE S ) ECSE R AR Y . F AR,
IR 2, Ji [ 50 i e 3 2 T e 4 2 2 Y
KA ML A iRAE B B J BT S RN K
FEAER 6 A AR A AR % J] Bl 25 LR R AN
Al A5 04 ) R B RS . X T AR
AR 2Z (B 455 E 3l , N EL (Eduardo Neiva) K HAR
R —FpAE % IHZE” (communication game) , BAKEE A
AT VRTE [ B E AL 04 JA LT S Xkt 45 A sk
H VST T RAERTERL, WA LI . “fF 5 1 & X

ORBH(FFHFT 2B LERGH R, SAR W X2 H A, 2017 55,5 28 7,
QR BH (HFHF 2B LERGH R, AR W X2 H A, 2017 55,4 197,
@ Thomas A. Sebeok, I Think I Am A Verb: More Contributions to the Doctrine of Signs,New York:Plenum Press, 1986, p.14.
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na; A Scholar’s Ecological Concern, a book of collected essays written by Professor Shinan is a masterpiece among the studies
of Marxist ecological civilization thought in recent years and has very important theoretical value and practical significance of
promoting the sinicization of Marxist ecological civilization theory. Professor Fang’s work has objectively and truly recorded
his feelings of more than 30 years’ assiduous research of ecological civilization, and reflected his keen insight into ecological
crisis, environmental governance and ecological civilization and so on in contemporary China as a Marxist scholar with a
strong sense of problems. Professor Fang has put forward a series of thought-provoking theoretical viewpoints, many of which
have powerful influence on the decision-making of the CPC and government, and also have a broad impact in academia.

Sense of Place: What Does It Mean to Be Human? Yifu Tuan

The paper explores “place” — its ties to body, mind, and spirit, its rewards and obligations — at both the micro-and the
macro-scales. The place varies in size, including a fireplace in the home, a house, neighborhood, community, Street, city, and
the Earth, Solar System, the universe, etc. In the microscopic sense, it is not only the place of refuge and care, but also the
link of blood relationship and other social relations. The place in the macroscopic sense is the habitat of the human mind. The
standard model of the “sense of place,” with its stress on direct and complex experience over a period of time, appeals to
common sense. In addition to the standard model there is a strong emotional sense of the spiritual level that has not been ex-
perienced for a long period, and the most representative is the awe of the sacred space and the sacred place. We are both
earthbound creature and blithe spirit. In the case of physical existence, we need to feel content in a place of our own, one
with a distinctive personality and ambience, and we have to give this place to love and respect. But as mind and spirit, we are
often elsewhere — and that too is as it should be. Being elsewhere comes to us naturally. It is what liberal education at its
best provides. In modern society, with the enhancement of space consciousness, the understanding of local uniqueness gradu-
ally weakens. The idea that the mind’s habitat is the universe and not some local place is exhilarating, but it can also lead to
arrogance, irresponsibility toward what lies closer at hand, and, ultimately, placelessness. We need to have a stronger feeling
for all things in the Earth, which is one of the basic understanding of the concept, enthusiasm and planning of modern envi-
ronmental ecological movement.

The Land Care and Experimental Attempt in Postmodern Agriculture Lai Gong’ou

“Postmodern agriculture” has not only become a commonly used concept in postmodern thought, but also made its “ex-
perimental attempt” in practice. From the value-oriented ideological experiment to the practical attempt on ecological civiliza-
tion, “postmodern agriculture” has constructed the idea of “land care” on the basis of ecology with a timely proposal of “re-
generative agriculture” and three principles, pointing out in detail how to improve land health by keeping soil fertility and
protecting biological species with efforts of generation after generation. The initial attempt of “postmodern agriculture”, now a
global model, has contributed to global ecological civilization construction. In addition, it shows in practice a holistic concept
of postmodern thought that whether mankind survives or not depends on how it understands its relationship with nature and
how it improves its adaptability to nature.

Man as the Ultimate Subject: How Semiotics Transcends Ecocentrism Peng Jia

Ecocentrism, as reflections that transcend anthropocentricism, is an important branch of ecocriticism. Taking ecosystem
as a whole and emphasizing that all beings are interconnected with equal rights, ecocentrism insists that an overall develop-
ment is the ultimate goal. Though progressive, this idea of ecocentrism is also very limited. Contemporary semiotics points out
that as the subjects of their surroundings, all living things are not linked with hierarchy or class but equality. In making their
own worlds of meaning, man has to regard the rights and well-being of other living creatures instead of using subjectivity to
support egocentrism. Semiotics juxtaposes ecological crisis and semiotic crisis in the context of globalization, and argues that
man as the “semiotic animal” is the only one who can empathetically reflect on the relations between Self and Other in the
homogenization brought by globalization. Therefore, only man can bear the ultimate ethic responsibility for other creatures.
Human beings’ capacity to shift from subjectivity to otherness and vice versa enables them to rethink the influence that their
construction of cultural symbols has on the worlds of life’s meaning and the network of ecology. While considering their own
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rights of development, they can listen to and care for other creatures so that they can ensure a harmonious ecology and
healthy semiosis.

An Interpretation of Green Development from the Perspective of Marxist Political Economics Guo Xiuging

In order to build a well-off society in an all-round way, the fifth plenary session of the 18th CPC central committee put
forward the new concept of innovative, coordinated, green, open and shared development. The concept of the green develop-
ment not only adheres to the basic principles of Marxist political economics, but also represents the epochal progress of Marx-
ist political thought. Centered still on development, green development has realized the transformation of its ideas, ways of
thinking and patterns. Green development adheres to people’s dominant status, providing more ecological products to benefit
them. Green development implements green production, guides green consumption, and promotes supply-side reform. Green
development gives full play to the role of the government and the market, and realizes the effective protection of the ecological
environment through the new institutional mechanism, and promotes the development of the socialist market economy with
Chinese characteristics.

Ecological Culture; Cultural Consciousness of Human Existence Zhao Guanghui

Ecological culture is the epochal symbol of human existence, signifying not only the ecological consciousness but also the
cultural consciousness of mankind. In the historical development of human civilization from its primitive and agricultural peri-
ods to the industrial one, the ecological wisdom of human beings has shone everywhere. The ecological culture, meanwhile, e-
volving on the basis of inheritance and reflection, symbolizes a new stage, new future and new hope of human cultural devel-
opment. As a mode of human survival, ecological culture is the essence and soul of ecological civilization, becoming stronger
while leading the construction of ecological civilization. Based on the reflection of industrial civilization, instrumental rational-
ity and capital logic, ecological culture is not only consistent with the essence of socialism, but also epitomizes the socialist
core values in the mainstream culture during the construction of ecological civilization, which will definitely lead mankind to
the new era of ecological civilization.

Origin Tracing: A Study on the Environmental History of Prehistoric China Zhao Jiuzhou

In most of the existing research on environmental history, the prehistoric part has not attracted enough attention. It is
necessary to extend the time range of environmental history research to prehistoric times. When carrying out the research on
environmental history of Prehistoric China, we need to be interdiscipline conscious. Through the study of the ancient history of
the environment, we can trace ecology and culture back to their origins so as to have a better understanding of our own times
and ourselves. We also need to work hard to clarify the concept, goal and methods in our study.

A Historical and Geographical Review of the Development of Liuzhou,Pengze County,Jiangxi Province during
Ming and Qing Dynasties Li Hao

Located in the marshland northwest to the town of Pengze, Liuzhou(Willow Islet) came into being due to the diversion of
the Yangtze River during Zhengtong period of Ming Dynasty. There were naturally-formed dense woods of willow trees in the
islet, hence the name. Liuzhou is among the eight beautiful scenes of Pengze for its Liuzhouningwu (Foggy Willow Islet). In
the process of managing and developing Liuzhou, there have always had two totally different opinions. In history, Liuzhou had
repeatedly been appropriated and destroyed, but each time Pengze residents called for restoration of Liuzhou, and under the
leadership of local officials planted willow trees again and again in the islet. Liuzhou’s unique geographical location, the wil-
low woods’ importance to Pengze residents, and the gradual improvement of the management system lead to several changes
in the development of Liuzhou.

The Change of Water Environment and the Improvement of Drinking water in Huzhou During the Period of

Republic of China Liang Zhiping
Most of the drinking water of Huzhou residents was surface water from rivers, streams, springs and so on during the peri-
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