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The =ability 'to speak, tuz grpazcity to wse a =ouboldie systsn
5! sounds and signs, id unigus to thae s=pzciszz LZID EZSLASinZ. It

|

‘g wrnat malbes =z R, Tt =zrableg no*t only to communica'e

m

witt each other, tut to zscape from the tine and Circumatance
which *ind =11 =*her animals and to live in a world of our own

nalirg. Through larguass we cav remember, anticipate, i

ol

record our experience a2nd n=s= it —n *o ~thers: create worl’s cf

tiction and speculationt woo, mystify sad contrsl.
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Yh=a arigins aof language zrs =— far Ajetz-rt in ¢

dis*=+t as %"= arigin a7 t''=» sgecizs, thaet liaj.is's today are

reluctant *o speculatzs ~h-ut thew, M~ +thmporv c2» be mroved or
Aicorovet, St samz accaunt Lelter "han others for the Ztzorvable
facts about 'an3ziiz . Tz trecryv, thz Tsonh-pont? S Thaw-hany?
"heory, was that “anu started sz an expression of fzelings;
ano*tsr =m ttst it RBezas was an imitstion of natural sounds like

tho vrmring of 2 o wind, Yt whkisper of leaves, Or the murmur of a

stresm. Asgther sugzention w=2s that it dsyelonzd from the | ind
" warni..z calls used -, some heirdi e..imals to signal the approach

~f nmredatnors, Morz a3f *%e=e¢ theories towsever can aczcount for ths

comnlsvity of 'anguage, t e faz* thzt it consists not  just o3

ward=z hat al=p af s nka-, Tiis combivsztion gives ‘anguage its
mmwuesr amm=prat ing 3 human crsztivity such thal every zsnlzutl we
pttor  is likely *o be wuniq:i=s, a strsitsm==t that hzz never h==n
rada befoe Tt is only when we lzpse intoc stereot ped and
bursaucratic sty'z= = t+jrlirg ¢+ttt we lcse this= Toesadby =2

wit* i+ our freedom iz act fr=ely in the worid.
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Lons after I diz, she’ll be =c,149 things I n=ver could
dream of. What zrzzter gratificration could the-=z “e for s

parext?”

(from The Electrtronig Sweatshop, Ziawenh and Zco.ster, New

Yori, 1988. Reprint:

m
L
-

Thk=s Australian, S July 1238, p.53)
Garson ronrtrasts this natural and creative use of language with
the *intelligent computer", wrich can be prograwmesd to respond to
ftuman Jueztions in an apparently reasonable :qarnner, .t can never
say anvthing, make any sze* of cornecticre, th=t tas nct alrecdy
been built ‘nto trte program.

The jimportanc= pof Tuliet’s guzstion is that she has combined
the noun part, apple juics, w'th a regative of rejection and a

r

ver: eupressing her owh ‘eelings or desire so as tc wake a

complste statement., We could even arone tkat =k=2 has reprated
& mother’s statemenrt as a negative, "No, [I dc not want oranse
juizz 1" =rnt then wmade her po=itive statement, Craom all the
ooss3itbla coabinaticns of these elewnznis, and fraom ol the

el=meorte in ter then vrcabulary, ete has chosen the ones that
=it Yer purpose. 2-armztically, she has chosen between positiue
and  negative, ard between thz wode of stat=mz-t - - "That is
appl2 juice” ~-- and trat of command -~ "I want", “he has
dizchversd the power =f lanztage both t- pattern e+ life and o
make others act %~ suit her desirzs.

Tha most sz2tisfying 2vplz-ation of how we “svelzre?d  thic
comp'ex instrumert of thought is that it zrcse from the ritual

song and “snce which pattera=zd the lives 7f the earliest hunters

2wl ga'tlterers. Socwe of the forms of hunting which zan ove
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of the century b, Frederick de Saussure, who turnad tle attentian
of linguiz=ts +rom the way in which languages chans,z through
history to a study of the structures whick make them work. bz
defin=d language 35 2 svstem of =zigns which tave no hnhecessary
re'ati-nship to what *hey sigrify. “Wnrdg define each other,
thzs  ars not defined by some outside relationszhip. So white is
not black, net red, nct =ny ntbar ~olrors we might think o+, a
ttee is something whtich is nct an animal, a 39uw is not any other
kint of tree, a2 spotted 3+ is not any ather kind of gumy, 2nd so
on These words are groupzd intoc various categories Tl Nouns,
ver ks, prepositiors. Tc speal, we muzt linly the=ze according to

particular rules, which will differ from cne language to another.
The groups of words in 2=~k catecrry Saussure calls paradigms,
and the linked strings, th=z particular utterances, 3,ntagms.

Far the American linguist, Noam Chomsl:y, theze relationships
2=~ tpo superficial to explain either the complexity of laguasgs
or ovr ability *o uvuse it to cener~te an infinity of statements.
Thom=kk~ concrntratzs not so much on the patterns zf the la- j. a3z
= 7n the extraordinary capacity “or lanzii=32 which is innate in
every ‘htuman beina. e explains t-is through his ‘“‘h=zcry of
generative ocpr *ransformati-nz’ lirauistics, Accordirg toc which
each uttz ance is gernzrated by an initial perception of

re'ationzhips which are *then *ransf—rmed by a2 series of

svrtactical steps to give us the everitual statzwent, or word

+
-

)

string. The meanins of this statement is determited both By the

initial perception =znd b, the grammatical rules, or structures,

I

throosh  which it is uttered on” By whick numbers of perceptions
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T3 b mombined, Thraough these rules we generate new
combinztinre of meaning which are nverthsless comprehensible  tao
any ~t--r =z=rea'er of our larguage.

Tinallw, Higtasl Hzllicday ewmphasizes the intent of the

spraliep 21 the =hoices == makes in compn=ing an utterance.
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=ther the sentence will be negativs cv

positive, transitive or irtransiti-'e, rassive or ‘mpassive, and

=7 Oh. Tre ch-ices we mite determine not only the meaning or
retference 3 the utterancz, but how it will affect others.

Ha*'i-“ay, untlibta mpony lirgurists, iz interested not only in how
viz put woriads tog=zthe but in kow we use thsw to make wmeaning.
iz w~r!l kas thue carried him beyond the analysis of sentences to
3 analyziz of disccurse and an iunvestigation of the way wz make

who'e psssages of langnage rtang tag=sther.

Hi = waril * ' g leads naturally to the work of ths
semiologists who are concerned with the anzlsis of how signs
hzvn omerring, Language is a system 2f signs, which derive ifheir

meanin-T fvom the ~u'tuyre whisk 2~reratss them. An  Sroup or

structurz of sign:z formT 3 m:z:sage, which ccommunicate, orcarry

wEanirT, Fr-z: =z bqtk the =zZp=zater ard the listener share thte ~ode
zy ztud, ing the signs a culture uses irn

its oo nicaticrs, as we'l as its structures, and by noting

']

fzvalues as well as those it includes

4L 1. - . ¥
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it exciudes or

i

and wvolues, V.2 Ccar thzrotare discaver the intellectual zrd

=rotionzl ztructorez ot its saciety, and throogh these its the
rmmhemic an- se-zia’ structures., & cilear example is the
Y ciculty I have =zven ir thi=z discocurze when I want to use Lihe

ward  he or st= to ‘ndi~=t=2 a =ingle person of gither sesr. A
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=t»1istic analyrsis nf the kind of sentences T u==, the kinds of
words 1 prefer, will disclecse =til!l more about the kind ot per=zcn
I am, the assuwntians I have learned from my ‘*time, tha
evpectations T have aboul readerz. All of this will

in turn give

an indicatiocn of *he cultural context within wkich I am writirg

3]

+1  fram which this text is gproduced.



