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Fottword ix 

throughout lhe wrious !!ages or lhe research - mainly by mercUess 

criticism - and whose ideas I have rreely used in various circumstances. 

MUan, 1967·1974. 



NOTE ON GRAPHIC CONVENTIONS 

SinJ)c slashes indicate sometbinc intended u an nprcssion or a sip· 
vehicle, while auillemets indicate sometbin& intended as content. Therefore 
/KXK'II./ means, expres.ses or rders to IXKAx•. Wben there is no question ol 
phonoloay, verbal expressions will be written in their alphabetic form. How· 
ever, Iince Ulil book is concerned not only with verbal sips bul also with 
objects, lmqes or behavior intended as sips, these phenomena must be ca· 
pressed throu1h verbal expressions: ill order to distin&uish, for irutanc:c, tbc 
object aUtomobile rrom lhe word automobile, the former is wriuen between 
double slashes and in italit. Therdore lautomobilrl is the object com:spond· 
in& to the verbal expression /automobile/, and both refer to the content unit 
«automobile•. Sin&le quotation marks serve to emphasize a certain word; 
double muka are uaed for quotatioas.Jtolic denotes 1crms used in a technical 
•n•. 































































1 :  S\GNIFICATION 
1\ND COMMUNICATION 

l.l. lui elemental}' conununicallonal model 

U every communication process must be explained as relating to a 
system of alzni,flca\lons, lt is necessary to single out the elementary structure 
of communication at the point where communication may be seen in its mOll 
e\ementary tenns. Although every pattern of signification is a culru.ral 
c.on'lention, there ia one communicative proceu in which there seems to be 
no cu.\tunl convenUon at an, but only - u wu proposed .In 0. 7 - fhe 
pusap: of sUmu\i. 'lhll occurs when so-called physical "JnfonnatJon" b 
\ruwn\tted between two mechanic.! dwices. 

When a Roatin& buo)' sipah, to the control panel of an aulomobUe lhe 
\eve\ reached by the psoline, this process occurw entirely by means of • 
mecbanical chain of c:al.lSEs and effects. Neverlheleu. according ro lhe 
,;n:lncipl.es of lnfonnation theory, there Is an 'lnfonnaUonal " process thai fs In 
.arne ..,..y considered a communicational proceu loo. Our ezunple does no I 
consi.lkl what happens once the slp)al (from lhe buoy) reaches the conlrol 

pane\ and \a con"Vc.rtc.d Into • Yll.ibl• measurlnl dnJce <• red movJn& Une or an 
oteW•l\na •rm): lhi• I• an undoubted c ... or sJp-proceu In wh.Jch the 
po111\kon of the •nn .uanda far the I•'Vc.l of th• paollne, In accardance wtlb • c.on'VenUonalized code. 
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I SO  A THEORY O F  SEMIOTICS 

requirement (iii) is initially utisned by a semantic presupposition but. insofar 
11 lhe ddinite arliclc is 1 pointer (see 2. 1 1 .5.), it asks for a referential 
presupposition and coes back to 1 mention (sec 3.3.). 

27. In  Table 30 both the oricntina and the devlalina circumstances 
rep�senl the un�od�d complu of biolo&fcal factor�, economic occurrences, 
events and utemll interferences which appear as the unavoidable framework 
of every communicative relationship. They ue almost like the presence of 
'reality' (if 10 ambiiuous an expression is permissible) which flexes and 
modulates the processes or communication. When Alice asks: ""The question 
b whether you ctm make words mean so many dlrrerent thinp," Humpty 
Dumpty's answer is: "The question is who is to be the master". Once this 
poinl of view is accepted, one might well ask whether the communicative 
process is capable of subduing the circumstances in which it takes place. 

Communicative experience enables us to answer positively, if only 
insofar as circumstance, understood as the 'real' basis of communication, is 
also translated constantly into a universe of codinc while for its own part 
communication, in its praematic dimension, produces bebavionl habits which 
contribute to the changing of the circumstances. 

But there Is one aspect which is more intereslin& from the semiotic 
point of view, according to which the circumstance can become an 
inlentional element of communication. If the circumstance helps one to 
sin&)e out the subcodes by means of which lhe messaees are disambiguated 
this means I hat, rather than change meuages or control their production, one 
can chance their content by acting on the circumstances in which the message 
will be received. This is a 'revolutionary' aspect of a semiotic endeavor. In an 
era in which mass communication often appears as the manifestation of a 
domination which makes sure of social control by plannin& the sendin& of 
mcssaaes. it remains possible (as in an ideal semiotic 'gutrilla warfare') to 
ch.an&e the circumstances in the Iicht of which the addressees will choose 
their own ways of interprclation. In oppo1ition to a llftllrgy of cod in&, which 
1trives to render messaaes redundant in order to secure interpretation 
accordin& to pre-established plans, one can tnce 1 taelit: or decodinl where 
the message IS upress:ion form does not chanp but the addressee rcdiscoven 
bis[T<tdom of dteodinr. 







































































































































































































































































































































Tlreory of Slrn Production 313 

a<eeptable premise that All Comfon for All is in<Ompatible with All Security 
for All, proposes a pseudo-logical squore of the type 

All Comfort for All - All Security for All 
Som� Security for Some - Some Comfort {or Some 

in which appearently the first antonymous tuple opposes lwo conlrariet, the 
second one two converses, while a general c:omron which implies some 
security seems to be a fair issue. It suffices to rcc:oanize t:AU• and •Some• u 
fuzzy operators that chanae their own semantic nature dependin& on lheit 
positions, and the pretended loaical exactness of the square is cbaUenctd: 
docs All Comfort for All mean ccquaUy distributed to em)'bndyo (socialism) 
or cpotentially at the disposal of everybody• (free <Ompetition)? How much 
IJ the flrsl •Some• quantifyin& oSecurityo? And for how many is tbc SC<Ond 
one? The "game' could continue indefinitely. Only whea acb term is sent 
back to its position within the codes and semantially analyzed, can the 
ideological labor can be unmasked and be taken back to a pmuasirc 
discourse based upon a logic of preference. 











318 A THEORY OF SEMIOTICS 

become undoubtedly a semiotic matter; soe the case or the ideoloai<al and 
economical motivalion or an ideological discourse, in 3.9., which wa"e made 
explicit by the same form assumed by 1 series of judgments about the 
Alpha· Beta System, or by previous rhetorical pRmises, stated or presupposed 
in the coune of a pmuasive discourse. When these extra-textutl 'drives' are 
not displlyed by the tu:t u an aclivil)' of "icriturt', then I cannot see a WI)' 
to usume them into a semiotic fnmework. 

In this sense a thrcshold·trHpassiftl semiotics could be conceived, 
which the present book does not dare to lake into account, and il is not by 
chance !hal KriJ!eva round il necessary to call such a research no! 'semiotics' 
but 'Jttnlln��lyu'. 

























































REFERENCES 

1967 "Deus e1 machina", in 'ThJdy po :ndko�ym sisttmDm 111 (Tutu) 

(llaliln Iran�. in Faccani and Eco, eds., 1969). 

1970 Review of LD strut turD D��tntt by U. Eco, Voprosy Fi/osofi/ 2, 
ZUMT!IOR, PAUL 

1972 E1111i dt poitlqut midii.alt (Puis: Seuil). 

















3S4 

Symplom, 16-19,223 
Sync:alc�rcmallc. J04, J IS·18, 145 
Synecdoche, 210.al 
Synletie jud�:meru. SU F'a01u1l Ju.dt­

menl 
Sy11cm: 36, 38-40; serrnmlJc, 1�84 
TaetDe commualatioll, 9 • 
Taste, 9 
Teuo lheory or, l2;ud -. .17; ""' '  

sramm�r, U7-39 • 
Token, �e Type 
T-aaU.iry, 184-16, 237-40 

INDEX OF SUBJECTS 

Tramform11fons. I 9911., 248-60 
Truth v;afun, 59-66. UI�J 
Type, and to .. n, SO, 1 78·81, 2 1 7-60 
TypoiOIJ' ohips, 16Srr. 

Units. Sn Cui� ural uaJU; Sccrncnlallon 

Vecton, l86. 240rr. 
VIsual communication, I I, 12, J 14, 1-. 

216. 118, 245-60 

Zootcmlollcs. '  


	Cover
	Title Page
	Copyright
	CONTENTS
	Foreword
	Note on graphic conventions
	Introduction: Toward a Logic of Culture
	1. Signification and Communication
	2. Theory of Codes
	3. Theory of Sign Production
	4. The Subject of Semiotics
	References
	Index of Authors
	Index of Subjects



