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We would like to begin with an example of what we understand by ‘sign-making’. The
drawing in figure 1 was made by a three-year-old boy. Sitting on his father’s lap, he talked
‘about the drawing as he was doing it: ‘Do you want to watch me? I'll make a car. ..got two
wheels...and two wheels at the back...and two wheels here...that's a fanny wheel...’ When
he had finished, he said, ‘This is a car’ This was the first time he had named a drawing,
and at first the name was puzzling. How was this a car? Of course he had provided the key
himself* ‘Here’s a wheel.’ A cay, for him, was defined by the criterial characteristic of ‘having
wheels', and his representation focused on this aspect. What he represented was, in fact,
‘wheelness’. Wheels are a plausible criterion to choose for three-year-olds, and the wheel's
action, on toy cars as on real cars, is a readily noticed and describable feature. In other
words, this three-year-old’s interest in cars was, for him, most plausibly condensed into
and expressed as an interest in wheels. Wheels, in turn,are most plausibly represented by
circles, both because of their visual appearance and because of the circular motion of the
hand in drawing/representing the wheel’s action of ‘going round and round’.

'To gather this up for a moment, we see representation as a process in which the makers
of signs, whether child or adult, seek to make a representation of some ‘object or entity,
whether physical or semiotic, and in which their interest in the object, at the point of
making the representation, is a complex one, arising out of the cultural, social and
psychological history of the sign-maker, and focused by the specific context in which the
sign-maker produces the sign. That ‘interest’is the source of the selection of what is seen as
the criterial aspect of the object, and this criterial aspect is then regarded as adequately
representative of the object in a given context. In other words, it is never the ‘whole object’
but only ever its criterial aspects which are represented. '

These criterial aspects are represented in what seems to the sign-maker, at the moment
of sign-making, the most apt and plausible fashion, and the most apt and plausible
representational mode. Sign-makers thus ‘have’ a meaning, the signified, which they wish
to express, and then express it through the semiotic modes(s) that make(s) available the
subjectively felt, most plausible, most apt form, as the signifier. This means that in social
semiotics the sign is not the pre-existing conjunction of a signifier and a signified, a
ready-made sign to be recognized, chosen and used as it is, in the way that signs are
usually thought to be ‘available for use’ in ‘semiology’. Rather we focus on the process of
sign-making, in which the signifier (the form) and the signified (the meaning) are relatively
independent of each other until they are brought together by the sign-maker in a newly
made sign. To put it in a different way, using the example just above, the process of
sign-making is the process of the constitution of a sign/metaphor in two steps’ ‘a car is
(most like) wheels’ and ‘wheels are (most like) circles’.

itrawing by a three-year-ald chilg
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Electronic media decisively change the wider field of mass media and other traditional
media. This is not a monocausal fetishization of the electronic. Such media transform
the field of mass mediation because-they offer new resources and new disciplines for the
construction of imagined selves and imagined worlds. This is a relational argument.
Electronic media mark and reconstitute a much wider field, in which print mediation and
other forms of oral, visual, and auditory mediation might continue to be important.
Through such effects as the telescoping of hews into audio-video bytes, through the tension
between the public spaces of cinema and the more exclusive spaces of video watching,
through the immediacy of their absorption into public discourse, and through their
tendency to be associated with glamouy, cosmopolitanism, and the new, electronic media
(whether associated with the news, politics, family life, or spectacular entertainment) tend
to interrogate, subvert, and transform other contextual literacies.
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Mit der anhaltenden Digitalisierung der elektronischen Medien — multimediale Anwendungen,
Intemet usw. — wird verstérkt die Forderung nach einer systematischen Vermittlung von
Medienkompetenz fiir alle erhoben. Mittierweile durchdringen und beeinflussen Medien nahezu
unsere gesamte Lebenswelt, im beruflichen, im familidren, im Bildungs- und Freizeitbereich.
Medien sind integraler Bestandteil der Informationsgesellschaften geworden. Die Kompetenz,
Medien zu durchschauen, sie firr eigene Interessen zu nutzen und sie mitzugestalten, wird in
Zukunft fir die Einzelne und den Einzelnen wichtige Voraussetzung sein, um sich {(weiterhin)

- akfiv am gesellschaftiichen Leben zu beteiligen. Der Vemmittlung von Medienkompetenz, vor
allem im Bildungs- und beruflichen Bereich, kommt daher eine entscheidende Rolle in der sich
entwickelnden Informationsgesellschaft zu. Die Erziehungswissenschaft hat den
gesellschaftlichen Anforderungen Rechnung getragen und die Padagogik um die
Medienpédagogik erweitert, deren wesentliche Lemnziele sich in angeleiteten Praxisprojekten
vermitteln. im GUbergeordneten Sinne geht es dabei immer um die Vermittiung von
Medienkompetenz als Teil kommunikativer Kompetenz. Medienkompetenz muss daher mehr
sein als das Bedienen eines technischen Instrumentariums zum Zwecke einer o
konsumorientierten Medienaneignung. '
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La télévision, instrument de communication, est un instrument de censure {(elle cache en
montrant) soumis & une trés forte censure. On aimerait s'en servir pour dire le monopole
de la télévision, des instruments de diffusion (la télévision est Finstrument qui permet de
parler au plus grand nombre, au-dela des limites du champ des professionnels). Mais, dans
cette tentative, on peut apparaitre comme se servant de la télévision, comme les
-« médiatiques », pour agir dans ce champ, pour y conquérir du pouvoir symbolique 3 la
faveur de la célébrité (mal) acquise auprés des profanes, cest-a-dire hors du champ. Il
faudrait toujours vérifier qu'on va 4 la télévision pour (et seulement pour) tirer parti de la
caractéristique spécifique de cet instrument le fait quil permet de s'adresser au plus grand
nombre, donc pour dire des choses qui méritent d'étre dites au plus grand nombre (par
exemple qu'on ne peut rien dire 3 la télévision).
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I now wish to argue that, analogously to verbs, prepositions not only may be transitive and
intransitive, but also may take prédicate attributive complements. That is, I wish to demonstrate
that there are prepositions which are counterparts to both be and become, in that they require an
NP or an AP which has the properties of a predicate attribute rather than of a direct object.

The preposition which I will argue in detail here is the counterpart to_be is what can be
' a]led non-comparative as;” the counterpart to becomeis into. These uses are 1ta]1mzed in (1)-(2):

(1) He came to the party as 2 monkey:
. I think of him as a gorilia.
(2) John turned into an ogre.
The children made what we gave them into 2 foy vzﬂage

NPs of the sort ita]icized in (1) closely resemble predicate attributes semantically, in that they
indicate a role or property of the subject NP (with intransitive verbs), or of the object NP (with
transitive verbs). In addition to this rather clear semantic property, a number of strictly syntactic
arguments support my claim that a predicate nominal follows as.

First, predicate attribute NPs, italicized in (3), do not undergo what are known as sunple
NP-movements, such as preposing in the passive. ‘

" (3) John will {be/become} your lawyer.
* Your Jawyerwill be {been/become} by John.

The descriptive generalization (4) subsumes the behavior in (3).
(4) Predicate attribute NPs do not move into surface NP positions other than COMP.

When we examine NPs introduced by non-comparative as, they are also subject to the restriction (4),
as my proposal predicts.

(5} Mary acted as my lawyer.
*My lawyer was acted by Mary.

Secondly, predicate nominal NPs do not appear in the focus position in cleft sentences,
which is a special case of the descriptive generalization (4). I am not concerned here with. the fact
that as+INP can so appear, since this sequence is a PP, not an INP; what is significant is that the NP
complement to ascannot appear m focus position alone. -

(6) *It's a teacher that he has always been.
*1t has been my lawyer that Mary has been acting as.

Thirdly, the predicate nominal with be alternates with the progressive construction. The
expected parallel construction with as would be an astVP structure introduced by V+ing: Such a
construction indeed exists, and is exemplified in (7).

(7) You described him as being fussy.
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John regards me as knowing too much.

Fourthly, predicate nominals, whether after e or after as, cannot be the antecedent for a
personal pronoun. To show this, examples must be constructed with care, for nothing prevents a
pronoun from referring back to the NP modified by the predicate nominal. In the latter case, it may
appear that a predicate nominal is an antecedent: John became a doctor so he would be needed.

(8) *John didn’t want to woxk as a woman, because she would have been diseriminated
against.
*The teacher descrlbes him as a rock, because it never stands up.

Finally, predicate nominals may not be “relativized” freely. The restriction appears to be
“that when a relativized predicate nominal modifies a lexical NP, the antecedent NP is itself a
predicate nominal. As the following examples show, the phrases following non-comparative as
" pattern with predicate nominals, as expected. ‘

(9) John finally {became/*saw} the doctor that we had wanted Sue to be. ~
Mary will probably describe {you ashim to} the character (that) you were ten years
ago. .

Throughout here, my argument does not depend on exact characterization of the properties
of predicate nominals, but rather insists that the nominals after be and those after as share a wide
range of properties that “referential” NPs (subjects, objects, etc.) do not.

(4484 : Joseph E. Emonds (1985) A Unified Theory of Syntactic Categories)
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(). This car does not need washing.

(b). This house does not deserve buying. -

(c). I don’t mind walking.

(d). Several women didn't enjoy reading.

2] LT ooEEE REDVRBTERICRLAREN, Fio, TOEENRES N OEE THE AN - B Ek
FEIZDUNT, T CHIEELARENY,
A writing system which is.called man'yo gana evolved that used a limited set of Chinese
- characters for the:u sound

[3] r?k@wéf( (number agreement) | IZBE3%(a)- (c)®$%%ﬂéix\ LAFOR 1,2 128z 7230y OFk, X
OISR THHT LR D2 : -
(2). Which problems aref*is difficult to solve?
(b). Which problems are solvable is/*are not obvious. :
(¢). Some of these problems are solvable, but which problems is/*are not obvious.
(1) @EOORITHED—TRD AF—BRENBDI, RED,
(1 2) @LODETHED—EBD G — " BRRONDDL, 7R ED,
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The words vowel and consonant are very familiar ones, but when we study the sounds of speech scientifically we
find that it is not easy to define exactly what they mean. “)Thé most common view is that vowels are sounds in
which there fs no obsinaction to the flow of air as it passes from the larynx to the lips.  »One problem is that some
English sounds that we think of as consonants, such as the sounds at the begnnnng of the words ‘hav and ‘way’, do

not 1eall}5 obstruct the flow of air more than some vowels do.
H{ 88 Peter Roach ’Englzs]r Phonetics and Phonology (1983: 10-11)

B1. TEEEOERLZI,
M2, FEEMIZDWT, hay ® way DFEIEOZH—HEIT consonant & SN BIHE R~ L,

5138 2 _
Many linguistic phenomena consist of polar opposite pairs: for example, the phonological feature unvoiced-voiced,
the antonyins fong-short, the gtmnmétical relations singular-plural and active-passive, In such binary oppositions,
moreover, the poles are not usually mere opposites: typically there is an asymmetry, such that one pole may be more
special or specialized, more focused or constrained, less general and more complex than the other.
Hﬂﬁ Keith Brown ed,, Engyclopedia of Language & Linguistics, Vol. 7, (2006: 491)
1. THEEZRUZEN,
M2. 53D singular-phial & active-passive DR T, &b Eﬁ‘Tﬁ‘EKUDW’@lCﬁ“ﬁ? B, 1RILEZET
T fERLIZEN, ' \

FIRE3
‘MOMENTARY VERBS’ (jump; kick, kmock, nod, tap, wink, etc). yThese verbs refer to happenings so
momentary that it is difficult to think of them as having duration. Consequently, the Progressive form, in
attributing duration to_them. forces one to think of a series of events, rather than a single event. Compare gie
nodded with He was nodding; wHe jumped up and down with He was ;umpmg up and down.,
8 Geoffrey Leech, Meaning and the Englrsl:r Verb (1987: 23)

RI1. TEERMOZERLARE N,
82, TN ESHEITL., the Progressive form DRIEIZ DUNTEARMRE & 7&1{;’\‘\:1:0
fi1 3. TFHRERQ) & THRER D L D et bbANH B IEE O ZMIEPIC S 2 HILIS T 2 DR R T L.
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Every other weekend for the past four and a half years, I have spent three precious days with my
two teenage daughters. We play tennis in summey;, ski in wintex, travel when the school schedule
allows. (A)But ng matter where we are, we are all keenly aware of sometln.ng secretwe that keeps
us from being as close as we were before their mom and I divorced.

Like most divorced fathers, I am caught in exactly the kind of nightmarish situation that experts
on stress say to avoid — a great deal of responsibility, but very little power. 1 am the major source of
support for my children; my financial obligations are set by the state, and my wages automatically
garnished*. (If T lost my job tomorrow, and couldn’t keep up with my payments, a warrant for my
arrest would be issued within two months.) But my influence over. how my daughters are being
raised is limited, sometimes by decisions their mother makes that T have no input into, and
sometimes by their loyalty to her when she and T are at odds. 4

In fact, there are times whén these two girls, whom I've loved for a decade and a half, seem like
© little strangers tome. (B)They'll forget to tell me some detail of their lives —or downright lie if they

had to — so I won't feel sad that I've missed something they shared with their mom, or protest
against some decision she’s made with which I might not agree. As a result, I sometimes give up
visits or phone calls to them, feeling shaken, saddened and angry.
My ex-wife and I have been to court over support issues, and we've been to court over custody®
issues, and the legal battles inevitably trap our children in the middle and force them to choose
“sides. Sadly, this is exactly what not to do if you, want to foster a loving parent-child bond. Ina
study by a child psychologist, divorcing parents were assigned — by a flip of the coin — either to
mediate or litigate® their custody disputes. Twelve years later, he found that in families that went
through mediation, the non-custodial parent was several times more likely to have weekly phone
contact with his or her children.

. Unfortunately, the system that our government has set up essentla]ly forces divorced parents to
settle everything by law. Since 1988, a financial incentive has been offered to states which collect
money in child support through court rulings. This discourages parents from negotiating a
settlement through mediafion. And the court’s involvement doesn't stop there. (DO ALEE
2t BEEEBHFTEES TS b0 EEED ETE L., RFRENRES ieud, SRITEERESR
2 TESEERSLLTHEES LTS,  Fach time, the anger and irritation — and the legal fees —
grow. ' ' :

Another problem with our system is that it is intolerably unfair to fathers. While courts will jail
men who can’t meet their support payments, mothers who interfere with a father's custodial rights
rarely face similar penalties.” Often, the only recourse for a dad who wants to see his children more
often is to sue, and sue and sue again. ¢

Some fatherhood advocates argue that When mothers fail to carry through on a custody ruling,
they should face fines and imprisonment, just like fathers do. That's started to happen: last fall, an
Arkansas court sentenced a woman to six months in prison for “willfully and wantonly” refusing to
obey visiting orders and awarded custody to her former husband, (C)But sending more mothers to
prison can only result in more anger, and more confusion and alienation for the children in question.
What is needed is less court involvement, not more.

The first step toward fostering a father and child reunion is to make private mediation of the
parenting provisions (physical custody, legal custody and visiting) the standard procedure.
Allowing parents the chance to negotiate their support — and possibly give fathers more of a say in
how their support is spent — will decrease the bitterness, and let fathers feel more like parents, not
just paychecks. '

Second, we need to enact and enforce sensible penalties for interfering with visits. (QEoI#RL

SITND & 75T FEAEHEL T80 5 AT 1 AN3iBE 1 EOMICRICE R TR
139, But jailing a mother is no way to solve the dispute; neither are financial penalties that hurt
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her ability to care for the child. Instead, mediation — perhaps compelled by the threat of financial
penalty — might be the solution. Without substantial rethinking of our current support and
custody law, children will continue to be alienated from their fathers, and lawyels will remain on
* hand to soak up the resulting legal fees. -

Just this month, I received a summons® to attend a custody conference at the Allentown, PA*,
courthouse, and another letter informing me that an accounting exrvor has left me short on support
payments, and that my passport may be suspended. I want to shield my daughters from these
harsh truths. So these are secrets Ill be trying to keep from them as we gather together for
Father's Day. What secrets will they be keeping from me?  (Stephen Perrine, “Keeping Divorced
Dads at a Distance,” New York T¥mes, op-ed, June 18, 2006) ‘

garnish* = garnishee ZUIFS A5

custody® = the act or right of guarding or caring for {(a child)
litigate® = contest a claim or a dispute at a cowrt of law
summons* = FHLK PA* = Pennsylvania

1) W ~ (O & RAEICRLAE L,
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