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The Ancient Indian Thought in F. de Saussure’s Semiology
TU You=iang

( The Research Center for Literary Theory and Aesthetics Shandong University Jinan 250100 China)
Abstract: It is a fundamental idea in F. de Saussure’s semiology that signs are in relationships and each
sign’s beingness relies on the negative difference relations with other signs. There is no relation between the
sign and the objective world. This is rooted in ancient Indian thought in particular the theory of apoha. Ac—
cording to the ancient Indian thought things in the world ( including linguistic sign) which are constructed
with elements by accident are empty have not beingness. There are no substance only differences or the in—
terdependent origination and becoming of differences. Saussure said " BEING. Nothing is or at least in abso—
lute terms nothing is ( in the linguistic domain ) . *-*no object being naturally delimited or given and no ob-
ject evidencing being. " Tt can be concluded that is clearly not inherent in Western thought but have the exact
characteristics of oriental thought.
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