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Abstract: The most debated question in the theory of meaning is about
the standard of interpretation. Interpretation is a dynamic and open concept
with no absolute standard. But it must have a standard in order to facilitate
the discussion of a series of important issues. Most scholars propose an ab—
stract personality of ideal reader as an answer. C S Peirce insists that the life
of anyone is limited and culture can only be formed by the culmination of hu-
man knowledge in a Community of Inquiry. Stanley Fish suggests a more solid
step of Interpretive Community. His suggestion is more beneficial to cultural

semiotics  as it is free from authorial intention as well as the textual meaning.
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More importantly it is free from the anarchic relativism of individual interpre—

tations.

Key words: standard of meaning; community of inquiry; interpretive

community; semiotics; cultural studies
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