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@ " Nothing is a sign unless it is interpreted as a sign" Charles Sanders Peirce Collected Papers Cambridge Mass: Harvard
Univ Press 1931 —1958 vol 2 p 308

@ Quoted in TzvetanTodorov Mikhail Bakhtin: The Dialogical Principle Minneapolis: Univ of Minnesota Press 1981 P17

® Quoted in TzvetanTodorov Mikhail Bakhtin: The Dialogical Principle Minneapolis: Univ of Minnesota Press 1981 P78
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Segregation: The Premise of Meaning Generation
ZHAO Yi-heng
( Institute of Semiotics and Media Studies Sichuan University Chengdu 610064 China)

Abstract: Segregation via which consciousness cognizes the world is the premise of semiotic studies on
meaning generation. It is the "transformation" of things caused by intentionality. Segregation can be classified
into three modes: the first one is heterogenization: to become objects things have to be distinguished from the
non — meaningness, the second is textualization since text is the foundation of meaning construction; and the
third one is frame — segregation which is the basic mode of human consciousness processing the information of
actual world. Yet segregation is not just a formal operation; instead it is intentional inclinational and in—
fluenced by the heuristic mechanism of meaning interpretation.
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