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Analysis: Is the “Community with Shared Future for Mankind” a
“Personificational Metaphor”?

Abstract: Wen Qiufang holds the view that “the community of human
destiny’ is a “personificational metaphor”, which is the premise of
her argument, and is translated by “personification”. This paper will
show that the use of “personification” to translate “personificational
metaphor” is like putting the donkey’s lip onto the horse’s mouth,
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an unreasonable usage. And the reasons for this assertion are listed
as follows: (i) The “community of common destiny” cannot be a
personification as it lacks the core elements of personification, that
is personified predicate. Then (ii) nor can the “community of human
destiny” be a metaphor because it has neither the formal features nor
the semantic basis of a metaphor. And this is the case from both the
traditional rhetoric perspective in China or the perspective of Western
metaphor theory. Finally (iii) personification must be metaphor,
but metaphor may not be personification. If an expression is not a
metaphor, then it cannot be a personification. This also helps to prove
that the “community of common destiny” can’t be a personification,
because it is not a metaphor.
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