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A Comparison of Social Ecological Aesthetics of the Confucian School
With Natural Ecological Aesthetics of the Taoist School

CHEN Wei ZHONG Haiyan
College of Humanities and Communications Shanghai Normal University Shanghai 200234 China

Abstract Confucian aesthetics and Taoist aesthetics are the two most important doctrines in the history of Chinese aesthetics.
They both emphasize balanced development of man and nature of man and society of one person and another and of human be-
ings themselves. Confucian aesthetics tends to emphasize social ecological balance and stability whereas Taoist aesthetics tends
to lay stress on natural ecological balance and health. These theories provide a positive new idea for resolving universal jeopardy
of natural ecology helping breaching thought habit re — scanning and re — building social relationship universe relationship

and the relationship between substantial development and modern society.
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