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Title: Tocality as a Foundational Concept for Ecosemiotics

Author: Timo Maran

Abstract: Based on observations of small culture system, this paper defines locality as a basic conception of
ecosemiotics, taking it as the basic unit to make research on local cultures and ecosystems. It is pointed out that
due to the contextuality of semiosis and the integrated relations of meaning between life and its environment, lo-
cality should be considered as a possible starting point of ecosemiotic studies. It is theoretically sound and opera-
tive, and will play a significant role in deconstruct the binary oppositions between nature and culture.
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