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The “Cohesive Moral "Theory: the Textualization of Nature
and the Implications of Ethical Semeiology

ZHU Dong* TIAN Xiao—=xia”
( a. School of International Cultural Exchange
b. School of Chinese Language and Literature Lanzhou University Lanzhou 730020 China )

Abstract: Cohesive moral is actually a connection between the ontology and the figurative body established through
metaphoric thetoric so that the figurative body becomes a symbolic representation of some aspect of the ontology.

Cohesive Moral is not only a rhetorical method but also a cognitive method which expands the meaning sphere of
human through the interaction of human and physical properties. The history of “cohesive moral” theory derives
from the ancestors” witch-blessing culture which deifies natural objects into symbols of divine significance. The es—
tablishment of the Western Zhou dynasty made the moral become the source of its power legitimacy. Confucius in—
herited the Duke Zhou's cultural thoughts of rites and music. On the one hand a gentleman’s cohesive moral is an
affirmation of his ideal moral ethics and an approval of his virtue. On the other hand with the expansion of scope
of cohesive moral natural objects are endowed with moral and ethical significance and then become symbols of re—
lated meanings which constructs an ethical semiotic system with Chinese national characteristics.

Key words: Confucianism; the “cohesive moral” theory; semeiology; ethics; nature; metaphor



