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The Genesis and Intention of Saussure’ s la sémiologie conceptions

TU You-Xiang
The school of Language and Literature  Henan University — Kaifeng 475001  China

Abstract Semiology deals with the sketch of a general theory of signs that studies signs within the framework
of social life. By including la langue parlée in semiology to feature sociality we are able to classifyla langue
parlée. As Ferdinand de Saussure grasped the common ground of systems of signs sociality he grasped the

essence of linguistic signs which can be visualized in la langue parlée. Consequently he delimited the object
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of linguistic study la langue parlée. Conversely if we want to study semiology we should start with la langue
parlée the main system of signs so that we can be clear enough about the elements of semiology. It is thus
evident that Saussure paid close attention to semiology for the purpose of delimiting the object of linguistic
study.

But the visual writing represents the structure of I image acoustique. Classifying la langue parlée in time
is possible only when we write it. The sign system of writing serves to mark linguistic units and structures
already perceived by speakers thus the writing becomes the frame or way or medium for perceiving linguistic
units and structures and provides the notions and categories for speculating the structures of la langue parlée
namely it results from the sign system of writing to perceive structures of la langue parlée because the writing
becomes the norm and model. To pay attention to the norm is meant to pay attention to the convention and
sociality of collectivity and to the value as well. The norm appears in pure forms and everything that
concerns forms must be part of semiology. Where there are differences there are values and differences are
based upon 1" image acoustique which is sanctioned by the collectivity. It is the collective convention that
creates social facts and values.

It is really the primary truth that the linguistic sign is arbitrary only in a flash while the sign which is
created corresponds to concept. However the arbitrary nature of the sign is of no importance as soon as the
sign becomes a social fact because it is independent of the social fact relative to a semiological system. The
heart of the social fact is that we receive passively the social product. In other words Saussure regarded the
arbitrary nature as the first principle of the linguistic sign on the one hand and thought on the other hand that
it does not really exist. For la langue is already in existence for all time and what we are in and confronted
with are social facts. Therefore the sign is arbitrary with respect to the concept which has nothing to do with
the sign while in terms of the language community in which the linguistic sign is used it is conventional.
Both are sanctioned by the community. We can conclude that the nature of linguistic sign is sociality .
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