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Language is a system of signs that express ideas, and is therefore
comparable to a system of writing, the alphabet of deaf-mutes, symbolic
rites, polite formulas, military signals, etc. But it is the most important of
all these systems. (Saussure, 1960 : 16)
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By studying rites, customs, etc. as signs, I believe that we shall throw new

light on the facts and point up the need for including them in a science of
semiology and explaining them by a laws. (Saussure, 1960 : 17)

foz @ o/ wETe TAmE, ¥ ¥wo e, Bz (e woN SrAre,
el fivtr, forzn Tfae Bobwnz Ressd Tonm ol o e
fozergm et ¢ «fiva | @3 Tog i e frergs @ ¢ F°t Fdmd
a3 @7 B8l 8 AGN-AGTE ATASATSR erHs dIwwRm wndfre @
SRMefgE (@ W CIPJR QA WMIE IEW, WS semiology (Bzeg)
e T o daeR A (AR Pfeiem aaft Aftemgs ae
TR 1° (PR S Course in General Linguistics aATY fororgm et
fReIa IERF— A science that studies the life of signs within society
(Saussure, 1960 : 16) | Sifie e w&rs fHzmyrza A @ RTeR 2o
fozeg’; arenf ‘Bzeg A semiology-& forzn e o' fRowae
A FA TN (T, wod : ¢9) | B2 Bz o ¢ Rrswafasy =7
fozorgn ford fmn zen : o ¢ A Bz Fobom aead e =
a3 AR TIGE TR — f5F 8 W IICAPYE AR ey
Torgrom, fafey forma @fass ¢ srere Fids TR (@97 ANIRGE
OB ot Titr i T+ [Ndiae, e wesfs sy e ¢ wioa Bz aag
aFF ¢ TN forzs TF 8 o7y o™ Tonf | (Tpe $17 &g W2 =Es
&3] 8 TS TE @ Ao, AT ¢ GEE It Frarem v oo
FeTeR ¢ WEANT | forz efe Tamm ¢ wREfSw e s
SRATARG TF2 S ATAGA T4 AR |



o 1=t : PP Gy 0

>. o ¢ foz sHeotew

B zox freofges wEmaR @ufe ¢ ke o froege avs
s e eFgyd | S e Ao Afel bt werewy
o %3 AWgE WA ERpR S Biettir ewged Semmw
M EE BT WHS A0 | SR eifde fowergn dfeft wifge s
7@ I S TR S’ 8 'L TSR (FHYS AR | TS 1 He56w
TEE & TREIE ad 97 551 ¢ 46w &fSfs TaTar T wRefs T
o RS | iR S wwyon Some %' forerg e ot oz 'wst
T TR 8 TR WTevA W iE e fiwergy azeret
TRCHBR Fitg T2res A T, @ @14 8 @R GIPpEE W 58 e
IWE | QoS TR FEseR @ TaeTfel v @3 BT @
FARTITIIN AT=, B1-2 A 20 SwTe |

CI[TER AR Ok &St *=2 zoR @F 3fo ‘©Iffs %" (linguistic
sign) | 917 @3f6 =R oz Rewa sfanfie 2ear w1 graem 9t st 4t
(R — T &Sl =iz TR Ty | @ qfta Empdw wfeq wme—
signifier €32 signified, AR ‘e’ ¢ ‘oifes’ ° ear o wfis
THAMI A AT TG IR 9 TS @ I ‘niferes’ Afingd—
I B0 forza Twa e e | wdk &S iz 7w ‘ores @
CIRSTSR TR (SSH, SoHvb @ dov) | @ e [y cwepd w&m
TE I qATS AMA—

% > oz >

fom: s

@ i SR CTRE-pE sfrer qfe wdie ‘omes’ ¢ ‘ofes’ — Tm
AT @F6 BT OR W AE, G-T™AE TUF TS TG ATAE |
Sdie YGTER GIFPAFS TR B, A RIS SR WP oTeigIma
7@ SR AR (I ARG A AR AR F-71 (3 AN IS 0
%@, I S GrpER 57 ¢ fwerga sfisd www o w21 @ ov@
GRS foz-TifFe «g tve @1 R-@of WowEm Ry A SR
FACRA P8 I | GIFPTRA IR (I IEF (IS (Signified [Signifié])
Tz B TE w9 @e, gSifs, Somfy Tenf ) W (@ @4



28 fzey s

@RS (Signifier [Signifiant]) Z0& @ /G FT=iFS ‘qrRera ‘@RS
A S| @B If @I IS A1 o (o WAR, I@ (TS
@igfelirre I &9 fre 59 7 ; Tora2 S1F g IWA “psychological
entity’ Tq | Sfie GIR A @A IF B @2fb 7@ 92 373 =N
o=l TF w=fEe e v GIfb O Ahie Teefa ¢ et W@ | GIPpR
TR fter BfeTs e IRRT Wei

I propose to retain the word sign [signe] to designate the whole and to
replace concept and sound-image respectively by signified [signifié] and
signifier [signifiant] :....... (Saussure, 1960 : 67)

U T Ted W ‘(ifee-aifde Befale amnfore fge i
Feafds Frs N7 9o -

7 3 A

%&:Q

TR 811 I ‘omifes’ (signified) =2 T3¢9 I @ “@fd @ 98-
TRFS B e W', ©F @ TG IR SR @R AL A A
@ afs GRS psychological entity ev impression e TR
srrsffa fe o ) g w3t G4t tofR =@ ©) ‘ores’ (signifier)-TES
R @ 3f ) IR G- TifFe e IRt Weis (e
I Ao TS SR | (@A (ATeF FTE e A o7 It @, «fe
@B R/IFE  (sound-image) € ‘WARE &®MA  (psychological
impression) | (TS I @A F@-IFS /TS 7@, SR W3 AR
o WP Rl S AN 2 WER Wk g’ @ oR S i
@GRS AE 7 IRA “@AAE” A sound-image TE RIS TR @F
TRIR AL WIS AW | AP IR (ZAeR $8d o S| Course in
General Linguistics 330 teg vt «wated, 347 fof (ayres qrzenfoa
SIAE RS AT &I B Q2 T

The sound-image is sensory. and if I happen to call it ‘material’. it is only

in that sense, and by way of opposing it to the other term of association. the

concept, which is generally more abstract. (Saussure. 1960 : 66)
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Nowadays, while the basic ‘Saussurean’ model is commonly adopted, it
tends to be a more materialistic model than of Saussure himself. The
signifier is now commonly interpreted as the material (or physical) form of
the sign—it is something which can be seen, heard, touched, smelled or
tasted. (Chandler, 2002 : 19)
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The proof of arbitrariness is that when different languages came into
existence they developed different signs, different links between

SIGNIFIERS and SIGNIFIEDS. If the linguistic SIGN were not arbitrary,
there could be only one language in the world. (Gordon, 2002 : 25)
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