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[Ff4— ] Perice Study: Diagramming and Biology

FRESIEE ¢ This project-related course is designed for upper-grade doctoral students
interested in Peircian “semeiotics.” It will enquire into the possible links between
Peirce and Kant regarding the American philosopher’s concept of categories,
especialy iconicity and diagramming as opposed to symbol, and enquire into the
relationship between Peircian semiotics and the rising discipline of biosemiotics.
The course will use Eco 1999 as the guidelines for enquiry and students are requested
to read chapters 2, 3, and 6 of the book before reading Kant and Peirce.

(A) Primary Materias



Kant, Immanuel. Critique of Pure Reason (cited in Reading List as CP.) The
Cambridge Edition of the Works of Immanuel Kant. Ed. Paul Guyer and Allen W.
Wood. Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1996.

---. Critique of the Power of Judgment (cited in Reading List asCJ.) The Cambridge
Edition of the Works of Immanuel Kant. Ed. Paul Guyer, Trans. Paul Guyer and
Eric Matthews. Cambridge: Cambridge UPR, 2000.

Peirce, Charles Sanders. Writings of Charles S Peirce: A Chronological Edition
(Cited in the Reading List as WP). Vols. 1-6. Bloomington: Indiana UPR,
1986-2000.

----- . Collected Papers of Charles Sanders Peirce. 8 vols. vols. 2-4. Ed. Charles
Hartshorne and Paul Weiss. Cambridge: Harvard UPR, 1931-5.

----- . The Essential Peirce (cited in Reading List as EP2). vol. 2 (1893-1913). Ed.
Nathan Houser et a. Bloomington: Indiana UP, 1998.

----- . Peirce on Sgns (cited in Reading List as PS). Ed. James Hoopes. Chapel Hill:

U of North Carolina P, 1991.

(B) Secondary Materials:

Eco, Umberto. Kant and the Platypus: Essays on Language and Cognition. Trans.
Alastair McEwen. London: Vintage, 1999.

Bouissac, Paul, Michael Herzfeld, Roland Posner, eds. Iconicity : Essays on the
Nature of Culture: Festschrift for Thomas A. Sebeok on His 65th Birthday.
Tubingen: Stauffenburg, 1986.

Vernadsky, Vladimir 1. The Biosphere: Complete Annotated Edition. Trans. David B.
Langmuir. New York: Copernicus, 1998.

Uexkull, Jakob von, “The Theory of Meaning.” Semiotica 42.1 (1982): 25-82.

Maturana, Humberto. “Biology of Language: The Epistemology of Reality.” In
Psychology and Biology of Language and Thought: Essaysin Honor of Eric
Lenneberg. Ed. Miller, George A. and Elizabeth Lenneberg. New York:
Academic Press, 1978, pp. 27-63.

Maturana, H., and F. Varela. The Tree of Knowledge: The Biological Roots of Human
Understanding. Boston: Shambhala, 1987, 1992.

Maturana, H., G Uribe, and Samy G. Frenk. “A Biological Theory of Relativistic
Colour Coding in the Primate Retina: A discussion of nervous system closure
with reference to certain visual effects.”” Archiva de Biologia y Medicina
Experimental es, Suplemento Vol. 1 (1968), pp. 1-30.

Varela, F., E. Thompson, and E. Rosch. The Embodied Mind: Cognitive Science and
Human Experience. Cambridge MA: MIT Press, 1991.

Luhmann, Niklas. Artasa Social System. Trans. EvaM. Knodt. Stanford:
Stanford UPR, 2000.

[ 5% = ] Abstract for the Imatra Workshop on Semiotics of Nature, 10-14 June
2003

On Thurevon Uexkll’s Use of Saussure
Han-liang Chang, National Taiwan University,
changhl @ccms.ntu.edu.tw

Like other sciences, biosemiotics also has its time-honoured archive, consisting,
among other things, of writings by those who have been invented and revered as
ancestors of the discipline. One such example is Jakob von Uexkdill. As to the
people who ‘invent’ him, they are either, to paraphrase a French cliché, ‘agents du



cosmopolitisme sémiotique’ like Thomas A. Sebeok, or de jure and de facto
progenitor like Thure von Uexkill. Thearchive | have in mind is the special issue of
Semiotica 42.1 (1982) edited by the late Sebeok and introduced by Thure von Uexkdill.
It isin the opening essay that Thure von Uexklll tries to restore Jakob von Uexkll’s
role as a precursor of semiotics by negotiating the Elder with Saussure and the
linguistics-oriented ‘semiology’ in his wake. However, semiotic mapping, in the
strictly “disciplinary’ sense, of Jakob von Uexkdll is no easy task because he ‘knew
neither Peirce nor Saussure and did not use their terminology’ (Thure von Uexkdill,
1982: 2). Because Thure prefers to call his father’s science ‘general semiotics’
(ibid.), this paper tries to assess Thure von Uexkill’s semiotic configuration of Jakob
von Uexkdll in the said essay, probe into the force and limit of the linguistic analogy
Thure draws with Jakob’s ‘biosemiotics’, and suggest an aternative Hjelmslevian
reinforcement.
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[ % = ) Abstracts for the 3rd Gatherings of Biosemiotics, Copenhagen, 11-14 July
2003

Notes towar ds a Semiotics of Parasitism

Han-liang Chang, Professor of Semiotics, National Taiwan University
changhl @ccms.ntu.edu.tw

The metaphor of parasites or parasitism has dominated literary critical discourse since
the 1970s. Two prominent examples are Michel Serres in France and J. Hillis Miller
in America. In their writings the relationship between text and paratext, literature and
criticism, is often likened to that between host and parasite, and can be therefore
deconstructed. Their writings, along with those by Derrida, Barthes, and Thom, seem
to be suggesting the possibility of a semiotics of parasitism. Unfortunately, none of
these writers has drawn enough on the biological foundation of parasitism and very
little, if ever, has been produced in this regard. Curiously, on the other hand, even in
biology, parasitism is already a metaphor through which the signified of an ecological
phenomenon involving two organisms is expressed by the signifier of '[eating] food at
another's [side] table'. This paper will make some preliminary remarks on semiotics of
parasitism, based on Jakob von Uexkull's notion of Umwelt and Maturana/Varela's
notion of structural coupling. It will look into the phenomenon of co-evolutionary
process in community ecology. With reference to empirical history, the project will
briefly survey the literary and medical praxis of the 17th century England where large
number of creative writings referred to the phenomenon of parasitism, which was
deeply embedded in religious practice (e.g., the Eucharist) and political life (e.g., the
courtier ecology in monarchy) of the times. Finaly, it will touch upon the possible
‘parasitic’ relationship between language and biology.
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Diagramming as a Convergence of C.S. Peirce, Jakob von Uexkdll, and E. Gombrich

Juipi Angelina Chien, Graduate Institute of Foreign Languages and Literatures,
National Taiwan University
angie_chien@hotmail.com

According to my previous rapprochement of Gombrich and Lotman in the context of

communication-modeling systems, schema presents several potential locations to be 1)
aprimary modeling system, as a precedent of natural language system, 2) at the center

of semiospheres, as an abstracted end, and 3) at the margin of semiospheres, as a
mechanism to model stimulus. These different locations reveal the ambiguous use of

schema in different theoretical positions. One of the aims of this study is to explore
schema as thirdness by coupling Peirce's triadic categories and Jakob von Uexkdll's
Umwelt construction. | am going to argue that schema as thirdness in the Peircean and
Uexkdllian universe of signsis neither a primitive beginning nor an abstracted end but
a set in the subject's mind, which is definitely a priori but still functions to mediate
perceptual signs and operational signs. According to Uexkdll, the collaborations of

schema and direction signs are capable of shaping and constructing the functional

circles. In this sense, schema is not directed to the outer world but already set in the
animal egos to sustain ontologica perfections. Another aim of this study is to pick up
Ernst Gombrich's Uexkdllian tone in his study of the biologica relevance of

decorations. Gombrich made an obvious shift of theoretical positions from Art and
[llusion to The Sense of Order; the former elaborates the concept of linguistic codesin
visual communications while the |ater reinstates the man-made order in organizing the
outer world. In the later context, schema as a source of stability and decorations as
proofs of multiple adaptive advances portray art evolutions (Luhmann 2000). Based
on the constant cycles among the subject's schema, perceptions, and actions (or the
bifurcations among the Peircean categories) in phylogenic struggles, this study will

also lead to an innervated rather than alinguistic approach to visual arts.



