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Abstracts of papers in this issue

The linguistic unit: Milieu intermédiaire and the chain of discourse (p. 323)
TU Youxiang (The Rescarch Center for Literary Theory and Aesthetics, Shandong University, Ji’nan 250100, China)
To determine the unit according to the meaning shows the paradigmatic side of the mind. in
which un milieu intermédiaire (the form-meaning, the sound-thought) is the most important em-
bodiment, while the syntagmatic side of the linguistic mechanism is revealed by defining the unit
from the chain of discourse. Milieu intermédiaire , which is established by the language conscious-
ness of the speaking subjects, is uniting dynamically the concept and the acoustic image, the
meaning and the form. What is opposite is not the form (signifier) and the meaning (signified) ,
but the vocal figure that belongs to external phenomena and the milieu intermédiaire that belongs
to the internal conscious phenomena. The latter involves the consciousness of the speaking sub-
jects. The reason why F. de Saussure focuses his attention on synchrony is that he views the con-
sciousness of the speaking subjects as a starting point. The arbitrariness of a linguistic sign, which
exists in synchrony, is able to express infinite meanings with finite signs. Milieu intermédiaire is
the result of the interaction between thoughts differences and sounds differences, so it implies dis-
criminating effects which lead to the formation of the unit. The notation of milieu intermédiaire will
probably lead to a fundamental change on our previous understanding about Saussure’s theory.

Revisiting the intellectual sources of Saussure’s theory of linguistic value (p. 335)
XIA Dengshan & LAN Chun (School of English and International Studies, Beijing Foreign Studies University,

Beijing 100089, China)

The theory of linguistic value is one of the cornerstones of F. de Saussure’s construction
of modern linguistics. Yet few agreements have been reached on the intellectual sources of
this innovative theory. A careful survey of classical literature shows that in Cours de linguistique
générale Saussure referred to relevant economic concepts quite a few times in developing his theory of
linguistic value, yet in terms of the connotation of walue, the theory has few connections with Wal-
ras” Marginal Utility Theory; rather, it resembles more the Labour Theory of value of Classical E-
conomics. This is also evident in Saussure’s comments on economic studies.

Investigation of Vygotsky’s psycholinguistics — Analysis of the essence of zrachenie slova (p. 344)
LIU Xi??g]le (School of Foreign Studies, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou 221116, China)
H. Mahn (Dept. of Language. Literacy & Sociocultural Studies. College of Education. University of New Mexico.,

Albuquerque, NM 87131, USA)

Vygotsky’s psycholinguistics is profound and extensive in the development of human’s
meaning-making processes based on social and cultural connections and circumstances. His
focus is on the probe of the unification of speaking and thinking processes. and on the illus-
tration of the entity created by this unification — an internal speaking/thinking system with
meaning at its core. To interpret it, Vygotsky generates the unit — znachenie slova and ex-
plains the roots and the progress of znachenie slova as a unit of the speaking/thinking sys-
tem. He also takes into account the genetic, functional and structural analysis of the proces-
ses through which human being internalizes meaning in the intersubjective condition and
constructs it in an internal and psychological system. The basis of this system is the human
being’s capacity to generalize by using symbolic representations in a meaningful interaction.
Vygotsky’s theoretical perspective of the skeleton of generalization in the speaking/thinking
system is essential to the clarification of the way of human being’s producing znachenie slo-
va of the sociocultural relations.
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