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Abstract; The most striking characteristic of Peircean semiotics is its elaboration of in-
teractions between signs which promote the development of human cognition to its depth
and width. On Contradiction is a classic of materialist dialectics and best for the elabo-
ration of the “unity of opposites” (“interactions” ) in semiotic and linguistic studies.
Hence, the essay first introduces the philosophical background and the main ideas of
Peircean semiotics, and then tries to analyse Peircean semiotics from the perspective of
On Contradiction. It holds that the total of human semiosis consists of thinking and cog-
nition on the one hand, and expression and communication on the other, which consti-
tute the two contradictory sides of human semiosis. Peircean semiotics gives priority to
thinking and cognition while Saussurean semiology to expression and communication.

The three related elements of Peircean sign (representamen, object and interpretant )
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constitute the total of the contradiction of Peircean semiotics, and the opposition and u-
nity between the elements promote the incessant development of human cognition with
interpretant as the core and the invariable main contradictory side. The tripartite classi-
fications of sign ( qualisign, sinsign and legisign; icon, index and symbol; rheme, dici-
sign and argument. ) represent respectively the process, mode and result of semiosis.
They constitute the specific contradictions of semiosis. Although direct application of
Peircean semiotics to the study of linguistic disciplines are few or not yet fully recog-
nized, yet Peircean idea of interaction between signs has already exerted great influence
on linguistic studies and will continue to exert greater influence on them and become
one of the scientific impetuses to linguistic studies.
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