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Theory of Sign System and the Process of Literature Reflection

Nora Krausova

Translated by Jiri Lutka and Fu Qilin

Abstract: After inquiring about the complex internal mechanism of literature
reflection, this paper adopts Soviet-style semiotics in use since the 1960s
to consider important issues in Marxist literary semiotics—the dialectic
relation between story and discourse, and the evolution of story as the
most significant process in the work of discourse. As the evident system
of text, discourse cannot exist without the support of a potential system
of stories. If literary discourse lacks the fundamental, deep and
generative system of stories, it is merely a string of sentences without
narrative structure, a non-symbolized text or even pure verbal behaviour.
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FATTEA TS S 0 B 5T 00 25 8 A5 RGBS B A A AN B A
5 RGO A AR e, VS EIART B ie . B RO S 1 555
BITHE S . WRERCHRF A T H. AR TR, & A3 5 ks i
b fife e Z A IR) R, BB FRATTHE ASURT B 1) LA S BT R 7 58 . 3K 23
1977 T AL 45 S e B rh 775 RGN RERY 3 LA B & SCL AR IR SRRl 2 i
AU AT

AL AR B T I B Ty 0 e A v I A PRI . BR T ERAR Ay kit
AHOC Y 2 PRI X 2 A/ A Sk i DL R0 2l UL 523 7R AN ) 5 s 1 5
A2 mab? ERERICE S AT A AT F 7 — &5k, FKAI1=E
SRIAFFA AL S SIS — MR G Al X ERTE Bl DORE R SRR B Ax
AR, HK, FRATREFT MBI MF G2 “ HARMERAY” . R ank | AR5
bR B AR R R G, Mg — D50, MER R, FRATRER
FE A XA 4510 B 00 A58 SE I — R B 48— PEAOCHRPE— W2 i 4%
TP AR B BE 27 1) 8 AR W 25 R B L — 58— 19, A Al 3 A B A7
(Cepikov, 1975, p. 14)

2 TEESOTTE F LR E A R, A R 2 TR R A . ¢
TICFE W AR SNSRI AR By —FE R BB T 4 X B AT AR R K
HRREE ALY 2 RSB 2E RIS R SCAS . FRATTIA R 32 PR Ay S R 9 3¢
SEIEREH R FREIE S — 2 N BRI E A R F 25 2.
HHEASHITIES . AR SCHRRR S — TR (AR SCEA R
PRI B R S g P B 2 BRUEE 1 . B MERIE S . A SRS
T GXAJRBRE SCHIE SCRYARE) o 553X 1A AH OC 1Y 2 A SCRF 7 o IE X
b, JoEs HEFRDY” AARBFEARRIT I WA . N TR AL R 2
PR T2t W20 2 4 BOAE A P TV A 1 8 8RR 26 Rl 24 1 Ak B B2
10, RS T, B — AT EERE N 5" K “FoE B

@ W Klaus. G. (1973). Semiotik und Erkenntnistheorie. Berlin; VEB Deutscher Verlag der
Wissenschaften, 27, i X ZEISUCHENRER F—EMZHEMEIE “BF 2R 2N A+
) ARG XA B R IR S o 3 R BS A I IR I I A 7 6 A SRR B J AT S ik, 5
TE. SRR, FEHEINBNERZ. fEEMENMTS, REENZM0T5XA8E THE 02
RIES . BRATHSE 2 IEF R IR — 2 iE S —— BN S — 2 WS R, ©
A TFHERSE— 2 0E S . AT LU =2 a5 kMRS —MERIE T %, EXHNNZE R
G, FAVITHRNET RIEF AL (objective language) » MR EF ARG WEF WA N ICET .



[]

S5ER (6)

L AR AL, BRI RIR AR R GERIRY. ™R o4l
B ARTEGR M, TEESCH . FEEHRME RKASR”, (Lenin, 1954, p.179)

SRR NS IR B/ J7 e T il — HEIT T 5 R G
W JUHGRTE AT SRRy R SCRBE I . 305 BRI AN B ATy T
FOBIFSE . R AR BT S R — 5 SR Bl £ 9 3 el R 4 [ L 2 75 i i
ARG WA SRS RIS g B 5 B A AE . SURRATARIERT 5 5 &
SCRRITA, FHRF Y 7 vk B S e B i FRA T o T S e S i R rp 55
AR M-S DIRE . AR RIAR I8 o M BIE A (1 A B SO R SO R R E Y
G (RGE. AU . EREAETHE B SRR B OBSE R 7.
T AR A S 7 20 DRSO A A DA st U S A A S
MRS A BB R AR E M0 (metareflection) , i, X AN4¢E PETE
THEHL, iR U SO S BRI B R AT T AR RO R, RAR D AR Y R
XTSRRI TR B AR, MFRATAES h— T REAIAR R T4

TEMEYPBRIEE e . “F MBEEE THREAMIAISIENE. &
SCH 73 WA 3 LB 4 s SO e 58 SO M A B O S SR TG Bl Y 6
Fo XUER BT SR AT B LS AT SRR M. R S
ATRFZ s WUREA BT S AR S T G2 21" £55), 5
TERAFHITE DL T X AR AT 5 2B AT S 1) BB B8, Had /R
(Narskip) Friit: “BA B XS AL, WAHEXEFSHZL. W
I, BOSCRAAEARER T AT 5 S50 TR E SRR 2 1. B AT
ERUEMLE SR, BERASEIT A B3R A [ S0 S L4)
). B XA S BIEAFE.” (1970, p.56) AdEIFAEWRE &
SCHIFFSIE MRS . O “FPo 2 B XM E R SRR — M. XA
— MR REAAE T DL . B AEAT S BT IR A AN A0 S, AR A X AT
TR RS BT DU SO SRR AR CAMEM IR S B E
SCR AL T AR RO A T A 1 2 3 o 2 A R TR AP Y B e 7 A
97 (1970, p.57) . [FREHL. £S5 BORHREHLL L B R E BIAT 5 S5 Ak 2 2 A7 A
. e, SE—EEBT. fETRR (e —E B HES Y 7
B “HRARFST M EAT —E Rt el W, BRSNS
TP, B AR, XA )R AT RIS AR IETE . AR B A
Rl (Abramjan, 1965, p.45), BARIER “5 XA T XL THF5
U X — LAY A AP A R IR IR

it — 222 B 0 B U AT S (FFS “A8”) HEAFIR, KU

(o)}
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TR R Z R R . AR LAY 24 48 BRI I B AR N
PR BN S S, PR 3 S, AR R AR R ) ¢
., MEERGSEERNIIGEZ R AR R . AT A R PR A A0 B
AEFEIE R, A RMECISH “RREERE” . (ORI IEIA N X S 2 34 5 B A
PIUE ) GURITEL H ORI TR SO X A i Re . 280l 5 4kt gy 1) 7 52
UEE SO (TR S 6 B AT A B UE i Jr A Rl k) . ¥ I8 (Schaff)
(bR LR AR DI B AFPRSCR” [1970, p. 61D LA
B AR (b0 B S e SO “E AR i =07, DR SO AT ikt A it
MWL A ZRAIe ik, MRt T A Oy, A sz 1 X
“ESUE R RHA IS AR 2 AT s B IR AT 47 I B SO A
PERIFFS . ARIERE AT 5 B8 5 2 G ROR B IR AR B R (5 B (invariant
of information) , & SRR Z(E BN B EEALZR,” (1970, p.67)
AN (invariation) 33X —HEE0 R} 27 4 1 F 20 Pt 2 o 7 1) I o S 2
4K i (G Klaus) Frsmiffg, 85w YA R, hikh.
“ DNIR G B R A0 B T A A T )2 R B A N AE & (invariants) Y& 3
MEME ., NEREREIANAFEARRANSE (Erscheinungen) ARy, M
S ESH RBOREAAR R R, UAERN A A R A . HAb
FRA B — VIR 5 TR ZI MR E R RS ST . RS ik iy
155 ALK AT BRI HEAR S R BN — D R R G R A X R
RGBT A AR & .” (1973, p. 165)

At B TS EME— B E A 7 S8 T2 A A S U 5K
X o) e A, AR S A S AR E L fF S A R DL R R
AN FFo s TR R EE . “EE RS S L BT =
. BEEMBAFSMENNE S, FIRS ME i SCRER I
B, B—FSeR"Y, Rk R 5RO &XATUEL R NFS %
KRBT R AR . RA R M DR e R A G,
1 H ARG DA A BT IR OC RS ZE 5 A A A OB B . X REME)

@ Sovremennyje problemy teorii poznania, p. 70, [& T IEFHAEE SES 5 004 S8 4E 1 AY
vk A, XHEWTFEEREMAERIK (L. O. Reznikov), fiAN “ X AR IEM HREFE,
BB T LA S ANZFAREHOCR”, HERR.: (F5EMIASUSRE ), 578 H. 1964
AR, 55 23 F1 40 5, A H JERRFERX HUR AT H257 M H 8 5 A5 S48 O B 1B 10, BARITB S L
SRR SN2 — . B0 BIRRIAS L #E . Erkenntnistheoretische Fragen der Semiotik.
Berlin, 1968. p. 33,
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BEIEEABOS T B = SGEE R IR AT “ SR A & BRI AT T E R 0
LA (0 R] A S R Z A 2 AR A AR AR S R 3 3 B AN TR AU R L T Y
B2y aCRAE R (1973, p. 8D,

LT BRI, 59 2SR SRR A RFREI K Ihte, Pk
B, Bl Nk B — AR EERT, 58 BUR 5 A2 MBS RN SE IR AL 22 )5 T —
BRI A I B AF 9 X6 G2 T A %) LAk g 1) BT, AT Sy 3 6 i) RS e DR T 58 0
fbo XA, BR2EFOM IR B iR A M 4R AR A 2% RN 8 1 &
ROCRMA . BT AL BT 2 b, £35S AR b ok i ot . BT S0 BT
AP IRE RS —F N R WA, BUSEAENS T R MR AN T
M7, RS UGREE DRI R, R AR R 1k (RIE
FAEYR R B R AT S AR . R B AT RE A A5 4 R O s 4 2 )
JRAEHT R A RME . N, 7855 R A0 3 72 o 3R AT TR A A S S ST A 455 T 2 47
SR (WSS RGN ED . BRI T S A RE A TR TR A
R T R ARSI R NE R . M5B A T RE R et - (3R
IAE TR FRRE) EE—E, A2 EhT.

R DX AN ) ) IR I8 SCE Z 1 B4 518 (semiotics) 30 (BRI
WHEAFRERD . AP RS2 (semiology) BYIEIC, HAliEiE. &
SCHEFEREY A MAAEIIE, HRDEEMNSHAET %, NIRRT R:
CORFET MBSO BFHIEARR O E0R Y, MR TS, A
B BT TGRSR EE,” (1970, p.68) —fEXEIp I, K58k
PRf A5 B S AR TSR IR AR AT T A S, RRIR SR A KR b
REFFIREM, Wi RSEGEXRR LB E. “B—EE BRI S
IR (AR, 1965, p. 9. p.36) & F&FERY AR AR
M. SOEF SRS S N E R e AT 5 A 0, “f5 5 TR R IRE A
IFi P19 90 S U AR D P SR WRARRAE A S R % DA DG 15 L. 79

AT, R RATER A BB DL R B (AR 4 s B4
[ EAHRAE ] b — N R AOR ST RO, 5 — e R, fE it AR

@ Sovremennyje problemy teorii poznania. Poznavatelnyje moznosti naucnogo modelirovania .
p- 418, ARPLHEF VL XD L, FEIE— D RG AL RS 5 M e o) — > R GE Y B
o BRI 2R GRS M REZES T ARG FEEGDRM (Rl
R, BRI G - R MA RS B A A F . R a5 mm.” G
69 B

@ Ursul A. D. (1975). Metodologicke aspekty informace. Praha: Academia, 1975. 101, 7.,
SERARET ERE BT, RN, AEMBRRE” .
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P A AT I O L SRl il TR AR i A 2 T IATR X SR A5 B R R
INEB FACHIE N, TR IR s ol B R . AR e
B R A 2R AR — W 8 TR AL i A — P b ZE R R v e
M BARBE AL F— 2 D5 LA SR A TR R (s BHER A,
PR AT S R Bl S me g & k. s B GRS SR R (B D@,
HEAEMNITANR R AL R 2] EA, 78 BT aIE bR IR “EBIR—m”,
TE R B AR NS R L0, BV E RGBSR, X —F Wl
H T X MEY) 3= LS5 MEL = A XA (disjunctive opposition) Y %E X,
XEFMEY ESCE T, B TAMERHS, RO 2 e EGR. X T
MEOF CEE . A TRATMIEZ 55, tHHAE BZmE 5.7
(1975, p. 9%, p.104)

E
Hik LS (iRe2
PR AR WHLE R

2 A R FR
B 1

TG BN A 2 AR, FRATTRE 2 g AR 1A . A
A3 XM REEIEH] . Rt/ BRI N ZS . ol e O B8 00 F s T e
MEAR (IAHEE THP -0, 2FEMAZ R (information
invariant) , ‘B BN R RBE IR TZENE . ENRPE R, i A

O FERR WG R APABGE RO, FATF B SRR R (Ursuh) BB (55 101 2 116
O FEAE L H SRR ETAG h a2 PSS 2 AT BT A R RS, T
FEMHA CRTERYT B CSMERT) ST, IR, TR . AR Y B B 4R TR Y
RIE . AHRRAATR 28— RHE R B O (F B AR i Aad, BRI EE A 5 SRR RN R 2
WA RO EZ U TS AR S TS (RS2 Al IR 5 7R 8D X,
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RS N ZWE N, Wt R GRE R 0 4k, SRR (UrsuD AR
T lNiRRyE R, fF 5 AR R MO B Z A aE 0, R R ol R 2 S A G
(.7 ME— (B M T ) S Bl LS AR AT 55 B AT S Mg ik, “fFs @A
B3 R A A BT A bk R Y . AR S 5 T R AR (L&
RS RMAE) SEE—R.” (1975, p.102) B R i 2R 2 e ] %
APRRKR, DX MOCRER SRR Z AL, RO SER S
PR AR Z B R R, X PIE Z B RS kAR R bRk iR, bRk
SR PA TR I AR AT A S AT A SR BN ZS . ST i A5 B .
GRATA LA ERGUEE: R IA T — 26855 LUAnIRTENN « 248 « Wny R /M ik
CAH ) B, DA b i Sk il 1 ok i HE A B S R S 45 5 [alidR
brl — BRI A S 0 B A B B AR G T N 2
EREERER D NIRRT NS —E R RS Rgik®
IR, XEERFSOCR . . DUF SRR FAER . AR RS R . X
HWABERENT T A BTG B NA, A RBYTE T RN e 168 TRy 1 R
75, WARMREIIMIEIER OCR. B . fFoARH0EBMERRAR
T OLPEE Y

L IR IR IR NG JR W S AR R PR A O 15 2 G B O AR 01 1o 3K b 2 5 1)
SIS 5 R MM ARMER FEI “H5HC” ., 245 200 8 2 AR S 1) 15 5,
M. ZTEEMNE. RATEWELNESTEEG, ffotasise (W
HEREAR FESETBNEEE . A5 SRR T I A 1
—ENFERE (WHEFEAER MuU%ES,” (Ursul, 1975, p. 104) $%
Tk, BURIAREEK BT X MRS, AR R 5 TS R R e YDA
Ko ML TE e SCRBCA M S IE R . XN EREIGER : fF5 8 %KM
BB (EMEO EBILAGRS,  Fh AT GLFATT AT LA 2 A N s Bl 3L Ay 1
SRR . ARSI U X A TR BT B A S R R A
K&t Rz,

WAL, B R T EARZ B IR OC R E N, B L% IRS
BB FHVE BB B AT 5 S FU 4075 2% (componential semiotics) . & AAR] L)
AME LR LAY FNE (REANNEIRPEAERYA . 4k
Z . M IS SURZ R WL ORI R FrER S e ARk
XPRR LS A Bt B0 R SR AR RS g . IRIE G S,
BOSUR R TR E B . Aad 246 8 i 8 A5 B7E S iy o 7 rp 2
SRy, X TS . (HR R e RO R GRRiETE
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IRIAIPERIZAE ) . (5 B TREDHLEN G AR, FUR T RERE AR . T DA e
(A Borp A BUR M ARG A — 5y, Bt EAEE, A48
IRFF S XL

BIRBRERE THEEAZ R AR %0, R 5
M. (CEUAAR AT . BT 548 W & ARAE T4 B 19 5C 2 AR 7 2 TR A
M BN XN ATERR B AR I A 248 . AT BN AR B 48 19 &
TEAFE BN O T A SIEARF B EARFEAROCR T, /BB SIREE
M5 B NES . BHAR S48 (12 7F BRI A 0 IE 8 RS AR B, 24 ]
BEIEBNEARAL D Zadfranpis SGERE e E B &SR T, itz
Wefy = Fh R FE R (R RAS B . AR B 3 R ——eiTry 3w
SR NIRRT R PR Rk S R R A T R B 22 TR A XD —— 3R
R RAC T TAE L “REYR RS (SRENIHRD) B E R
PIFER, XERSET R4 SN ZEEE—EMIFEN——1
R4 GEATRMEE)D MNESH 1D R% (BRME) MHNERE”
(Ursul, 1975, p.143). BRI AR ARE R IRANTIT L R0 =47 (2.
NN SUDEYIES HE /N

ot VE 22X 25 Tl ORISR 2 05, FRATTHE X LR A 7 1t PP I 327 i
B BARIRATN B/RINR & SRR G2 — X BRI T B /R 5K
() B 28 T 18 32 BT A o 1 2 b B R I A ) SR PR ———(H IR AT R i K
SRFFAE—SENJEZ b 55— FE A SRS 2 Ursul 852 B ARG P S 4
A5 ) ke - i o b fofE P X TP A1) o AT b2 2 A 15 b DA R 3 T A 3] S ] SR
R UG S ) — el S B —8B 43 kR AR B L S R AR A, (HFR
IR X I E S Ak . Hedn, FROITARESE X — ik “8 M
ATV R SN B AR AR5 AL B ERARNZ . S5 sRe (s B .
HAE R EG A& EXEEE,” (Ursul, 1975, p. 103) KATIA A
JA FF S IR SR & A CEAR I “N%E . ZisRetE” WfEE, MR
S —R 2 AMESA SR 18657 Lindexes ). fF5HATEY
ERRNEEAL AR —/ NS EEMEL, efE “A%RK”: FHln
ZIF . WF. EEFTPRESRS, BRI S HASUEE BN
FERMER, NMREAHENS T MEEARNLES SN RIS 1015 B
Wi, WARAEEFTHmaSR LGS IiEe. mHMREGR ORIEEE LA
RUGREH A XRERNEE) SREICA—8, AR50, BE/fF Sk
(semiosis) L FEH LA FEAAT AR WE? S S A 45 SR A 7 35k 4 78 MR S I e —
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BEOROLT XU R ATRA B 52, O R — R, SRR IR
RERREER” . AR SRR B A BRGS0 GiE “K
B BRMHE . S ERMEE LD A5 E. BaE ANERELY
E KR — X WA FIRE, AR RIART S5 AR AR R i R S
i HIAbR S TERMEE R Z G A 2 T K IR RN IR, O
FESHERARA LR . S BSEABN GELR) f757 47 Rl tF&
MITCIEAF AT S e R R A5 2 R A AT A

FIRE. MFFS2MEERE . RATARERIELLU N Uik, “NAESGE SO
PO AT S M5 .7 (Ursul, 1975, p. 104) 32 0 2 SCRRE LR T
R FPoARSARE L —RAMEMN SRE L (NE) SRENAN H
RIS PR JXRE B A S8 2 AR 10 2 U P At 2 th B, (Abramjan,
1965, p.139) [AfE, MRS RRMZIEAQIER, i RATRETER K
BRPSZ A e, o RAFFS A REHEAT 9 h . RIS 7E S R 95 2K 4 B
R R 5 A BIE Y

TEM S (0P Z 45 (Tran Duc Thao) BYZEA/EH. “Rme—EL” 1Y
R 5 IR IR JR B S AR Y . At i S HLAR RT RE SR 1 A2 91 ZE 2R S 1 BEAR Y
TR REEPT A AR 5 v 8 SOF Bk B U ME YRR IE 2 5 W 282K 1Y
G IR . ARFTEA, W ZER G AR TR WS . AT
MER) T SCL ARR IR RKF . W ZE AR BOA 1 E ROH BT LSS B A S 1 5 H
Sk, WK EEZ AT B R LT g R ME— A JC A B SR B SR .
WNTEREIA L . MBS T ANJ7 I —J7 e EARDL by &2, Ji—
TR BRI RER, B “EIm &R (intentional object) o TR YR
B ERS B EAA IO, BAERR B4R @SERh) . |
LA RO R AR I AME T B 2T R R B

Frib e A CRYERE R, GERA T G A A B v 3 SO A A A
XA BE AR 3R 2 KA o BE B MED) AR L B TR0, ARG
SR THE (MEY) T SO 2R 3 S0 Frihie py e 3= SCSMEG E XX R,
PARABX W S P BRI TRES 2 B R 527 “ W) e —Fh 4 o
W, ERERRAFTESZ B MF L. YRR TR IR, AR, &

® Thao, T. D. (1975). De la phenomenologie a la dialectique materialiste de la conscience I,
II. Paris: La nouvelle critique, n. 79/80 & n. 86, 37—42, 23—30. VEH -t b 1960 4E7ESLHTRl
B CMERIBREIEL A ) RO e S BARBIE D 5 1965 AE7ER A ARy (T
W MERAARED .
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By, BRSBTS R MEY RIS I SRS T HE 2 Y
SAKRER: LORUES, W msAME R 20 RATAERSZ . RIY BT RY 2
e 30 Ffil, EPARGEZRE I FEAR GARIEKR . X = MRS Z A ES
SRR 1 B S EIRMIC R 2. BRSMAESZ RN
BT R 3. B2 5EWFLNER R, BZREMWF LM, X =
KR IR T IR MER A R NPUSEHIEL e . &0 F 5902 i
A2 FUBAEIRT ARY, JE SIS 2 WSy R . (MR 3 S0, X =
KRR, FRAMEM T T “RZWME SR RENCRERE
B, O RO R, EIRRES AN B M S 54 B O Rz
EUR X o3 Tk

Aid, BCHPA AR BRIRTRATT H BEiE Sz 1 GOR SRR SN T
H A AR s SRl 1 WO M R BB 7 R kA [R] R 4R A 5
. VEES TR 2en0@ iRk, XHE# A B R B0 72 6 B i 48 45 T3
VERFERR AT S Gt A QLR 4R TE S 455 BE FE 1)
P r—RETR S THE . MIBRA/K, "S5 IEEN ARV A,
M SHEE G, HEREAZY R EEE . siEYI AR, w2
OHERYEE (Uempreinte) . 153 Ao BEEIED - HE S W EAPIAIE
RIS oo 380, “FRATHFSE H C B F R FRATHH & BRI
PV BTSSRI 0 b S s th ok . FRATHYWE S RN & Sk 2 PR s, FRAT] e
AEdETI O . 7RO BBRIFRFIRSE” (saussure, 1916, p. 91, p.98), MR
RERIFFF 2D TR A R L EN, (BREERTER T em™E
AR A o BR T At T B BT S AR G L2 Ah, A F e e E TR
R E L, T R AR S B BT S b ok, O HABAR W i 2 )
THRIH . AR B O s2 . B “ PO AR S AR 0 3
TESIABE S LR, TEE ML EFIIF R, DSl A TY 5 i
5. VEE A, OB Sk A B BE- S B0t O 30 2 AR 15 T8

DI ERIBETE MR O BRERIC” SRR T R E RS, B
CEIE” RUER RIS, SO A T ERRETR . RS AR T
SR S BRI NCIE s Z ] AE AT O B T B RE R AT DX S5 B i
fi s FRATTL AR RN E T WAFTE G Qb A XLm P BV . A& T 2R

@ Spirkin, A. G. (1971). Ucebnice marxisticke filozofie. Praha: Svoboda. Povod vedomia,
Moskva: Osveta, 1960. 65—68. 5|T Thao, n. 86, p. 25.
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P S50 BRI . HBEAT B LR E R SR (] 2) . FRA]
RIE R T WA RS R0 P & R sh i Hm R, XA EIG A
A EAUFEEIR, AL EEEARIIH) . BREHm ™ A T R AR Tk
MERZBWAECHR. FR, FATd iR Ak X a4k T8 —z 3)
(sensomotoric) JEI_AYEE. BRI ZARN R Z AR, XA EIRIIE
W1 T 3T SO TR e iR S, R T BE RS AR X R IR . N E
AERZ AR ez sh 2. AEE A S EGOR Leim i) 2 W4 »
Fem e T SRR A

O N
i i Lo
OH)ZE ] P S
= %Eluﬁééﬁﬁ OIS
WL
R — Bz - | s | | B
Ea)E Redstom | | 1k
g
& 2

K&, BATERIPHE 5 —iz 202 L A 3 RS RO B
QR BRI AME Y B SE 20K, B3 L i =000 BRI Sl R RE % 1k 211X A% 14
WL VUTE 2 B PUZ T AR —iz shR T LR ARIMETE S FRR AR
AR . EIRFESE—1Z 3 WA R IR TE L SE A AR AR . A A X
s G i P BOF HREMEH T BT A iz sh /553 12 . N RAEARTS
e, MEYE. EHAE) HEEH A T Ez s, EFEEXAMOEEESE (Ars
D eim—5 15 (gestic-verbal) BIAT N, B FHRBAER S I 4y o ) L I —
TERESR) XTI THAZE/RM “noesis” CEIREMKRMBLENEZ) . B yEibT
MR ETGE, [FROEFTE (RIEY) A e s 3h )2 L S B i 4
s AR B BREMS) . 9 ZERY “noema” fE XA “EEMIMFAR”, RidE
WABA . POVESRD TG RIS BRI R REA L W
RSB AR O BEAMEVE IR o

XA AR G (AT T i BEANTE T SR IR R BT R BB AT ). A58 8
g BT R B R R,

14
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RIS, FRETAISTE S AR 2 kR T CWIRVE N ABRZE
HAmtR W], UKLEESARTEESL) (Osolsobe, 1967, pp.2—23) HifyH
RIREA (Ivo Osolsobe) AL, BWEI/RRAVEM P GX B[R i
WL RSIHTACH (FFo%FR) ARSI NTNIT & (5110
) AT BT EBUR e BT A I . XA B BRI
FRE AR . KA B R AR VU 44 Bk 0T K T B {68 ) 2 Bl ¢ 455
WARVERFIAMA TRV ME S . XA & 4 xf 254 AT @A g7 iE . Aid %
PR SCHMPIRDBOT A R TH0. B R RSO RS EE E . SR
W2 FANRBEINEE RIS R, B — D REUE, AHZER
ik — MR R EAR B &, M HE A T 2 ARV, BRAEMbRE P
st AR R 5 B oo YRR IRRAAE T /NS A3 0 ) SR R B R R
(ostension) JEWAHMA T AR RENZR GHE) . FI/RE “BHELMEIR”,
“NEANZIA P AZ AL S HL s Z M Bids B 5 4 B Z R 383 iy DX AE T A
PRag it A IS PE R (1967, p. 9. A BERIRBEIVEE R IESS RN “ IR
J27 SRR REERRAS TU87 Y IRAIBR A Ag i Jy A, FRATREf e A 13
fif R EARAC it e e oo HURIFRATE RN T2 IRET b, FEX RIS
SRS XA YRR MR E R YRR, WA IA IR E N
WA SRRz a2 AT, K&z 3h 5.0 8 E1E§
WA ZEmEE A “HE5H”  (solidarity) 9. FrABHRM N ZAET “ )27,
W UL e BOZ A DI BETE 5 dE . PR R WA AT DY i AF 5 158
o MR, VEEWAINT BRI SET: “WRE S A Ge D R A1,
AR EARREES . BRSNS 5 E L LMIEFIT R,
[FIAEHD, B — N8 T S AE BR T OE & o L R AR TR 7 (1967,
p. 16)

2 TNRE BB MA 6, ROTRMERATHA 2. FRAT68
BB — A2 “BeRI” (maximalist) . A E AN AIRIE 2 50 BN
g, Wl (B S, Dynin) 0. “APUERGUEH M. 755 1
AR S R O A R A TRIE R G A XS Ay 1.
— N RBEE PTCBRR BARs 2. BARYERY [ 3C (objective context); 3. #F—
MRS RMOZ AR S R s 4, S — R S AL 3 AT B R 30 5.

@© Sovremennyje problemy teorii poznania, p.84. T NMEYIREIEL: AU M BB AR T X =4
Jim .
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W RRE TR SR R 6. S E T IS RS 1. S
B R MRS AR A SN 8 B oAMBEEMN LT 9. 5
AR AT (8 SO DA K 2 22 ) AR B T A A A 1R S

AT IR IERE, TRIRIVEE AR SEREDBINFES . XFE R EAE A
INHAFFE RS PR ERE BN ERTC R EN, MAT14 L 2T R
G, MoREYPIFSEEEL . FE, MEEWRDTFEHA.

B . ATEX S “B/NME” (minimalist) WA, BB (1R
HEABIE THY) 58750 I K. XA WA LB —Fh o,
AT S RIS — R, RS SRR RIEE R, A
JERHIINA “FF5 5 S ) AR 2 8] 1) 56 R el 3 A5 5 I 8 SCHEF T Y, ik
EE A BT RN R TR (1964, p.30). AN, FRECVES BELE G E
SMAERZE RO T o SO R BAAE &[RRI B 75 5 &R 1Y
KR, BRI, BTN RN RTERT S ) AR TSR AT W

FEIX A TR Al A A e o o S 3 A 2R R T 7 T PR IRE Y
A, M R SR EZ, 1 DERMREE (O); 2. IBEHS
(Z)5 3. M “Abbilder” “Jit—RE&R” (A 4. fHHFSHA (M),
XUANHEEWN A X RN E T, o By 18] 35X R
(UK BN BN KR

1. R(Z, A) 1. R(A, 2
2. RZ, O 2'. RO, 2
3. RZ, M) 3. R(M, 2)
4, R (A, O) 4'. R (O, A)

O Xk A THTHEIEFWEHIIFAARET R R, WA himEd. “5F95 e &5 550
FEUE A RS S A TAVGE FIRAY X 2, AL EAT S B A G (Zwischenwelt) HYJRIN, 33X A~40
BRFTE S BIRZAMT " (56 17 50

@ Klaus. G.. [H{H. p. 67, FEEHRBERFAMESSMIKEE. IR (Z, B), ZHMRA
SHIEA ., B (Zeichengestalt) . E4EHR BRI S (Zeichenexemplar) . FRATIERE S Y I 7 55
WA NS 2O G AR B . WIS . P, AR A B L imi A 1D s 2 1 A 37
MEFFSTER Zeichengestalte---- f— PP B A5 Zeichenexemplar JE AR AMA, REEEE. FHit
EHAVF W52 RS T A A RAE . P — P TR S A2 T A s SR AR B B AR L,
A FFERTIZAR Gestalt, FFS2UPRAIERAT S K Zeichengestalt,” i3 BB TR AT 755 i B
ARSI e A B A5 5 TR I SO B A S A 1Y Zeichengestalten, AL SC2E4F5 2
R BAAH] Zeichenexemplaren, XFERUL. JTXPIMEE/IEEANEE Rl L AL I3k
% genology) . BIRIX HL AT SRR WS LA SCoE -EA AR . (ERXTER L. XA 2R, A
S, JCEE R IR E R AR WA BRI . ST ETACH X SO R O OC R

16
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5. R (A, M) 5" R (M, A)
6. R (O, M) 6'. R (M, O)

KAWL (4 2] 6 LU ENTREEA) MRS 5057 He sl 7 HAh 7 F
x4 LM BRNSES 2, 2/, 2% 2 R Bk me A, A, A"
S Z I I KRR ARIEZ 2 R g, AR M Z[AEE O Fil MZ R 56 R 72 58
FHEERIXTZD) . e BRI T X SESCIR G C R (8] 3) . B A
WOy REE S (BRI, A4 . BATSEHMA S I N Z A S # 1 5
., ENSHABNATS Z RA G AR FROCR . WIE, w25 8BRS
TR ENERAER (24 T Peirce, Morris, Richards, Ogden mf J
W F AR . AR EETEE MU A5 AR AT S A, AT S
SRR RIT MBI “sigmatics”, [RIRHl H S 5038 e (HE
&L RIK) RRMSITERE AR5, B 5 X AR T
Xt B X R 2 A IR T R oR B E A% (Frege) H] “Sinn”
Al “Bedeutung” W PMEEHYIXBIDRERIBE . MAEIE AR, BRIA B4 FRAYE L
TS (BegrifD, B XRARK, AR XAETHRIE (Aussage) s B
MR SCHR & “HARN A (Sachverhalt), i J& & ¥ 5E ¥ (9 4 (A
(Wahreheitswert) ,

HAb w5455
Z/
GIF=es
S I
HEMNS ‘ RS A
M
sigmatics (7 ) —’71‘5‘%%"
S B 1) AR R B 22— e
(Wi FRIE . RRE) (W&, RIBAE)
O A
3

(Z=Zeichen, A= Abbild, O=Objekt, M=Menschen)
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SESF AP AT SY 1 B AR I B SC R B T AN R I AR A A A
O, S B LA B 1) 2R R (Born) X i 74 B2 (1) — Fh 2
W R . XDIRIE T HACKR R I k2 8 N % BAHHEF 4y
fiE s AR -6 2 8] BLIA 43 A B SORL AN IR PR 2. 5 ok B o8 45 SR 40 i
N BEEPFR AR, BEAR FRIEX (RO BRIERD WwassE.
P REILX RIS (PhysikimWandelmeiner Zeit) [FLEE T — JLAA] A [R] B 4 #%
SRS E T L AR T B AS IR, I EAR Y SCHEAE TR MR
. OSBRI R, FRATE I T IS B AR P 0 H 1
By, WL EERNRPE S A EEl R, RAXMAEEAS A%
WLEGPERE.” (1973, p. 165)

PR, SR Hfe b ot 4 S SO i i 35 Y S0 e i g
“ESLT R MU S SR, SRR T NS A 2 R W P T AR R AR A TT 1R
(tautology) . [A] LA ? FRATTHIIN Ry s FRATTHE 3027 S e i) S M R U 1Y)
JU B (meta-reflection) Bf, TEMSA—ERA L, HARNAERIC, CF
SRt R R S e, PRGBS TR TR e (] 4)

AR Sz e B B S

VR 32
P s —#t o 5 30—
SCAE

WA R G HES R R 25 1k

JE AT R G R 1Y
g Syl

E 4

O ELEXTAREPD AR NEER Goof i ZENEE U 1962 4E M) . 1M 1SR Fff
RI7RMACPARICH . RO AR T SRR 1 AR E W R .~ BUR B R B R AE S TE A 5] i e 7
BB, (HE B AT TE A BH IR A K ok G ” (BT Sovremennyje problemy teorii poznania s
p- 370) BXAIEH Pravda (1975 4F 10 ) 2 HSRIGHLITARDCH . B WALITR R A it SRb 2 s 2
g3 G A ARFLE T B

18
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XA IO LA SRR 2 2R T U, E W R AE# AT . A~
ANBLCER A BRRE, Dol B8 A, e mEPUE M £, M
A A B SCARYE (PR BAAE PR 2 A Ak, RIVask 265 FAR SCAS 1 52 1) R
) BRSNS, EE D NERRWTEE, M AR RS 55 1T B AT,
H—J5 . JCR MR ). HER (fabula) . 25 R R AR R A <A,
o

EEA FREA CHAE” BT, — R RIR L S S A — AR
KTy s FERXAMREHEF R R SR VER . FEX Db I b “3EHE
RN, BIRE, BRI EEH . NdEEEX B S R i R R &
IFEF CGE— . R H AR — R SRR S ik, 21
WP PR E MR —EERN . DAR. BN, P, Bk
B” EPERE . Bk PR — Ok, ik, JHE L FE. Ll
F5%) . 2N T e /FF i . BRI FdkE T (subject) fY
A (macrotext) BHAMIEATIE (AP, B MBS 2 B3HRD DL R
FRAYSCARFR Y . FREAABUR . 7ERX M7, VE# R A A IS i 35
Wb AT I DS SRR X R AR B A PE LRI A B H A L
UL IS T . TR T, MEEAIEI A, R R
PSR, e PN T AIA O B S i 8 “Hhi k™. FEiX Ny, AE
HABXE S AT E A PG R, BmslOR s iR AESE, Y

WEAPHR T FEFSHREL R “A0” LRIRELD.

TE LA RN A3 24T SRR A B Be 5 4 T R i By Be s DA
Ko XABrBAL T Hr i FE AR R BEAR L& BB X B BN, i
FHARRIIZE TR BIFRm LR, AR MR TS, IRIEAEY R
7 WARKRRREEE T RGN SN TR, PHARGEKS. o
FOEXAFERVER . WIRAY ., AERPER R GEA R, T e — R 2 AR Y
AT ARSI SO, FORAER F BT . BAABCRZEREN . HETE
T AT AR . (R AT SC R RAHIEE R . FATAREN H R
Wi (F>S) . ABEUME R SCRIE R 0g; RIMEH, QSO R

@ XAREIRATTE 53 A0 H 5 A A A AR T . UL Stavba sujetu ako vyber z paradigmy.
Slovenska literatura 18, 1971, 32—50. Dve segmantacne roviny epickeho textu, Slovenska literatura
19, 1972, 221—245. Geneza literarneho textu, Slovenska literatura, 21, 1974, 34—50. Semiologia/

semiotika v marxistickej teorii literatury, Slovenska literatura, 22, 1975, 105—118.
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e (S, S MEIEX A FARGUR 2 MR, TR0
SCARIA A SCEESURTFE AR TR G 20 (SR FRA AR S, Bk
i B RERE R — EA R R . B A Y, B Rl R
PEMIBCE . Do B (ALY Pl “TAERS BN EMEN. T/
MEALT s MEH=AET . FORTETAEANGL & LRI kREZED), WEZY
i EFEMERMAEAETERL” (Marx, 1959, p. 204) S2RUAE 5 CEARMESRD
HErs A mad B2 0 5 56 R HREE AR I IT Wb Rk ok, TAEMZE )
TR ERYE R ORE . TEE T IR B e, KA
REAEPN2 1 LA = A A . 7ETE TR “Rim” J2 1 L LS IR
JEH L G R EAR ) . XA BAE R B ENTF T4, Xt
SR NS 5 E A BEEER, B sCF R W fE B IE Bk .
SCF S WA XA (AL REAN AT i G 1 75 2 B IR A | 5 o S0 b & A & 14 1)
KO, PSSR B CHIE SRR T XA R, XA S S R A L AR
B d RIS OB RIE A SGR R 50 1 SR o AT e i I i ik
(Viktor Sklovskij) HUTIEM TIRATAYM AT, & TFMEE —A 45 CHOCHEE ),
e A3 P HERE T I E MO S 5 4R, hiE N — A& GEEEZ 1)
(Energiapobludenia) ¥4 T 55— A H A, YA T XS AOW . 1508
FETEUL . RSB EATE A ik A, Bk, BR, LT
ANEE, NEBELHIATERE . PR, Bh/N, BRAETE —FE, ZARTPEA
XFERERE, JLHIE S, EFEEEEH . AW, KRG R AR R ik,
L —UGRIAAR (variant) XANA], FEE AR Y B G gk b —A,
A NREFIMB TP AR AR BRI . — BAEFE L Tk, EHEER,

O EHEAEE A SIS RERNIEF ATRE LRRIEHARER T ES “Ma”, I EEAP
Bl caiobe” MfEFEM “H" ER. BEUL, EENMAERTFIEAR (contradictio in adjecto) .
XEWEEENAOLAEARE, SERPHMNMAOEARNE, AdMd2ETACEENAG,
TRARIEET RIES T HE - AL, 2AGREMAY (A, Hid, S, 715 S
). XETRIIEE BB SEE - ANXRIED, EEWAHAMAY, BINE A S mESE. i
WREEER] “ARIIER" . R XN MR SO RS SRS — N Z R S R B . XY
T ARV K e GRAL R s ), N AR BT s (R34S R Y 25 RS BB I R 7R A B Y R 2 —
TEMBREROE TS, ERERmE TR DR, EHMCREARRER A T BUE A 4R 4. 4k
PIFEE AR “PAIEMA BT (naturacreata), ARG A LT E Q& M7 T (naturanaturata et
creans) , T 4R BLBNE AT H O TE A% AT (naturacreans et non creata)” (Bachtin,
M. M. (1976). Problema teksta. Voprosy literatury. (10%ed.). 123—151), EHk4 “aibefE# i
TREERYZS )7 Al Ia BN AT A O T B QI A A 7 MR R AT MR “TREE” B i Y 3
AIEWERIMEE . TR “WEE” BERNM RN FEENihRE .
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ARG LR Bk, HABMEA S, FERIRATEIR T AR 154 (R
Z 710, BITERE A BB R A4S 7.7 A 5 38 R B 3 X A A )
RS AT FER BT 28 /st (IR S5 R0 ) AR IR /INGE (&5 R i — VI s )
[FRE CLUE« RAVEHE) WA JUAASR, XA AR AR F A b S 45
FRATTHE B0 L 2 R R FRATT B AE S S ey i R o R R R A B B, R
BIATHAT 2B R IR X MR E 2T (. W2 AR &%
), EeE BN, XA BRI SR AR B S B s TR) R SRR R
Hi$2 (prius, “ante”), EXESAREERVEN . FRATHE G A 355 1)
WEEAERS, OERATWE R & Ui 23 o b S py AR AR rh iy ik
PERTREME . 28Rt AT UL THER I Ze 1 (PS5 A1) (Krausova, 1969,
pp. 5—35) . JE TAEEHIEZ M HLE LR, w2 R At RS
HHES A BRI D, L, R TR R 1L e 2
REGAHINTE P R £ FRATIC AR Q38 1 i B MR A 2 58 B 1Y
MRS AW e XA T T ER (RATTBEE A— e 3 ) —
MEM BRI . BTAENIEEE ISP RS 2450 .
X RGBT EXTE T ER: 1 AR 2. 5%
BCIAE S TR T 3. IR ER B RE I L SAE A Rt . FRATTIA XA~ —
PR AT USRI N B 3T T 0 R E ) REAS X iS5 )
— PR X SRR S TR 2 SR ) 2 AN AN 3 BT AR B B TR
HWEE TERNYGAAEE R —E 5. H4EPLRR (V. A. Zvegincev) Xk
R T B “ArHMEEANEERE RN ER A2 g7, &l
A= 25 B R AE P Bl ) e IR — . A R IR I & 288y, A 5 i
P LR . FRATT I SR 20 22 25 [ AL S B S LA O BER B . PN Y
D>FRE (psychosphere),” (1979, pp. 67—68) R A Y BRIE T A4 3
1, B 2B X EA AT 0 F B 7R AME R . FRATTHEC BB B AR R FRAT0
M, BHES. B n, —A - HuIRATEEE A R, Rk
ERAHEN . AE AR R ST, R SR e R
A1 TR BE B2 B8 B AN AT B A — R4

@ A (paradigm) FEMIEZEIARHES) FIZH . FATHEME AL a priort FELERD
WA A% E 2R (gestaltism) PPt GRIEXA27IR A —JT 4R 30X 5 494 78 20 1) s 4 T 1) 2
i) . GRS A I B W T . B MORARA S — D AR R FRAT T B R
NHERERZ ARG AT TIRATRBEEZIZ T B RIHLH] . TATHIE AT A % F1 S 22 56 A 45
Wittrarde. B, RIBMAGHE.

21



[]

FISS5ER a6

5| ATk

Abramjan L. A. (1965). Gnoseologiceskije problemy teorii znakov. Jerevan, ARM: lzd.
An Armjan.

Cepikov, M. G. (1975). Integracija nauki. Moskva, RUS: Izd. Nauka.

Husserl, E. (1968). Logische untersuchungen. Tubingen, GER: Max Niemeyer Verlag.

Klaus, G. (1973). Semiotik und Erkenntnistheorie. Berlin, GER: VEB Deutscher Verlag
der Wissenschaften.

Krausova, N. (1969). K teorii sujetu. In: N. K./J. Stevcek/F. Miko (Hgg.). Problemy
sujstu. Bratislava, SVK: Litteraria 12.

Lenin, V. 1. (1961). Filozoficke zosity. Spisy (zvazok 38). Bratislava, SVK: SVPL.

Lenin, V. 1. (1975). Materialismus a empiriokriticismus. Praha, CZE: Svoboda.

Marx, K. (1959). Kapital I. Bratislava, SVK: SVPL.

Narskij, I. S.(1970). Sovremennyje problemy teorii poznania dialekticeskogo materialisma.
Problema znacenija znaka. Moskva, RUS: Znanije.

Osolsobe, 1. (1967). Ostenze jako mezni pripad lidskeho sdelovani a jeji vyzmam pro
umeni . Praha, CZE: Estetika.

Reznikov, L. O. (1964 ). Gnoseologiceskije woprosy semiotiky. ILeningrad, RUS:
Leningradskij gosudarstvennyj universitet imeni, .

Saussure, F. de. (1916). Cours de linguistique generale. Paris, FRA: Payot.

Sklovskij, V. (1980). Varianty zivota. Praha, CZE: Nove slovo.

Thao, T. D. (1975). De la phenomenologie a la dialectique materialiste de la conscience I,
I1. Paris, FRA: La nouvelle critique.

Ursul, A. D. (1975). Metodologicke aspekty in formace. Praha, FRA: Academia.

Zvegincev, V. A.(1979). K woprosu o prirode jazyka. Moskva, RUS: Voprosy filozofiji.

EEEAN:

WAL« SEOTER L (1920—2009), Mg Ase B2 B 7 S0 5l 5 I oE i oE 51, 3
HTHRRGEE LA T2,
Author:

Nora Krausova (1920—2009), researcher of Institute of Word Literature and Language,
Slovak Academy of Sciences. His academic interest was Marxist semiotics of literature and

arts.

FEEEN:
FEAEAR (Jiri Lutka) o POV DR 307 5535 1) 27 e o [ B 2 AR Ll 5 A .
S5 T v B G/

22



FBRORBEXFSE

M

2¢m N

Jo

Translators:
Jiri Lutka, postgraduate student of School of Literature and Journalism, Sichuan
University. His research field is modern and contemporary Chinese literature.

Email: jerry@enlighted. com

23



