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Philosophic Thoughts on Relationship between Soil and Culture

WU Ke- ning ', ZHAO Hua- fu ', XU Yan % HUANG Qin ', LIU Yong- wei ', ZHANG Chen '
(1.College of Land Science and Technology; China University of Geosciences, Beijing, 100083, China; 2. Dept. of Land Resources and

Management, China A gricultural University, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract: Soil is the basis of the existence and development of human, and multiform culture is created by human

cognizance and reconstruction about soil. Through literature review, dialectic relationship between soil and culture was

discussed in this paper. The result showed that, on the one side, the diversification of soil was the headspring of

pluralistic culture. Ancient books and records about traditional culture were created by human cognition about soil.

And the adjustment of the relation between human and soil always hasten the steps of mankind history revolution.

Moreover, the diversity utilization of soil could lead to the generation, differentation and changes of culture. On the

other side, it could be ascribed the diversity of soil to pluralistic culture, and it embodies in several aspects. The

subrogation and fusion of different culture brought modal, qualitative and quantitative changes to soil. Regional

diversity of culture could influence the heterogeneity of soil utilization. And ideology, especially the religion played an

important role in soil utilization. The frialectic relationship between soil and culture made us guide soil utilization with

advanced culture, and harmonize human and soil.
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