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Abstract It has been half a century since the publication of Roland Barthes’ ecritical paper

o
des récits

the perspective of semiology of discourse

theoretical constructs of translinguistics and semiology of discourse

Narratology ~ Semiology of discourse

this paper attempts to discuss Barthes’ structural analysis of narratives
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Linguistics of “la langue”  Structrual Analysis

until now it is very important and on various ocoasion opens itself to the reader’s re-reading and re—interpretation.

role Bartnes plays in the paradigm shifting period in the history of French semiology.
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