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A map of this floor is posted near the elevator marking the evacuation route and the
Designated Rescue Area. This is an area where emergency service personnel will go
first to look for individuals who need assistance in exiting the building. Students who
need assistance should identify themselves to the teaching faculty.

COURSE TITLE: Theoretical Semiotics (CODI 601) — Last updated on October 1, 2007
(1:44pm)

INSTRUCTOR: John Oller, Ph.D., Hawthorne Regents Endowed Professor
962-4649 cell 

PLACE: University of Louisiana Foster 202
TIME: 3:15 - 5:45 T
TEXT: Readings (see below)

Abstract: 
This course surveys relevant ideas and authors in theoretical semiotics depending on the interest of
students who take the course. It looks toward a general theory of sign systems (semiotics) along the
lines of our own current work but keeping in mind contributions from C. S. Peirce and others.

Objectives: 
Surveys and critiques theoretical semiotics as applied to an area of interest of the student. Semiotics is
the umbrella referring to studies of sign systems. Logically it includes the study of cognitive and
social actions, linguistics, meaningful motoric systems, perception, and phenomenology. We study
various theories in order to understand how communication systems work, break down, and can be
fixed, or managed. Better theoretical understanding, it stands to reason, can lead to better diagnosis,
intervention, and comprehension of the etiologies of disorders. We seek a comprehensive theory on
account of the fact that reasoning piecemeal about synergistic sign systems is inadequate because of
their complex interactions. The desired theory ought to be possible to discover or construct because
signs of all kinds, including language systems, are conquered and learned by infants.

Course requirements:
1. Read and digest, and be prepared to talk about readings relevant to the dynamically shifting

themes that we consider throughout the course. You should always be prepared to put in
your own words, ideas, concepts, and principles in the materials we are reading in preparation
for any given class meeting. You should also read additional materials relevant to your own
developing research agenda:

2. Write down your own ideas when they occur to you. A good idea is one that helps to explain
some controversy, some mystery, some unanswered question. An idea of that kind that is not
written down is apt to be hard to recover and develop later on. So write it down when it
occurs — in the middle of the night, on the plane, bus, or in class...

3. Communication and discourse, but especially reading and writing, are the key methods by
which we develop new knowledge: (1) read what other people have written, (2) think about
their discourse and what it means, (3) write your own original ideas as you go along, (4) share
the developing thread of discourse with others, and (5) persist in all this until comprehension
is attained. In doing so, you will be able to develop and contribute new ideas of your own. 

4. Write an abstract or outline of the problem or question with an annotated
bibliography. (recall the Latin rule: lege, lege, lege, ora, lege et relege. “Read, read, read, pray, read
and read again.”)
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5. At a later stage, a progress draft may be written and critiqued by other readers. This is
an important step and is an excellent preliminary to submission for publication where the
process will be repeated with a critical board of peers.

6. By the end of the semester, but not later than the second week before finals, a
progress report is prepared to hand in. After one or more drafts you should submit or
“put in the mail” your best draft.

References

Aristotle (1952). Aristotle, I. In R. M. Hutchins (Ed.), Great books of the Western World:
Aristotle (Vol. 1-2). Chicago: Encyclopedia Britannica. (Original work published ca. 336 BC)

Augustine, Saint. (1952). In R. M. Hutchins (Ed.), Great books of the western world: The
confessions of St. Augustine, (Vol. 18, 1952), Chicago: Encyclopedia Britannica. (Original work
published ca. 401 AD)

Bamberg, M. (1997). A constructivist approach to narrative development. In M. Bamberg (Ed.),
Narrative Development: Six Approaches (pp. 89-132). Hillsdale, New Jersey: Erlbaum.

Berry, C., Scheffler, A., & Goldstein, C. (1993). Effects of text structure on the impact of heard news.
A pplied Cognitive Psychology, 7, 381-395.

Bruner, J. S. (1975). From communication to language: A psychological perspective. Cognition, 3, 255-
287. 

Einstein, Albert. (1941). The common language of science. In Author, Out of my later years (pp. 111-
113). Secaucus, New Jersey: Citadel. Reprinted in Oller, 1989, pp. 61-65.

Einstein, Albert. (1944). Remarks on Bertrand Russell’s theory of knowledge. In P. A. Schilpp (Ed.),
The philosophy of Bertrand Russell (pp. 279-291). New York: Tudor Publishing. Also in Oller, 1989, pp.
21-29.

Gogate, L. J., Walker-Andrews, A. S., & Bahrick, E. (2001). The intersensory origins of word-
comprehension: An ecological dynamic systems view. Developmental Science, 4(1), 1-18.

Goldinger, S. D. (1998). Echoes of echoes? An episodic theory of lexical access. Psychological
Review, 105, 251-279. 

Goodwin, C. (2003a). Embedded context. Research on Language and Social Interaction, 36,
323-350.

Goodwin, C. (2003b). Pointing as situated practice. In S. Kita (Ed.), Pointing: Where language,
culture and cognition meet (pp. 217-241). Hill sdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates. 

Gottesman, C. V., & Intraub, H. (1999). Wide-angle memories of close-up scenes: A demonstration
of boundary extension. Behavior Research Methods Instruments &  Computers, 31, 86-93. 



Page 3 of  5

Graesser, A. C., Millis, K. K., & Zwaan, R. A. (1997). Discourse comprehension. A nnual Review of
Psychology, 48, 163-189. 

Halliday, M. A. K. (1978). Language as social semiotic: The social interpretation of language
and meaning. London: Edward Arnold. 

Halliday, M. A. K. (1994). An introduction to functional grammar (2nd ed.). London: Edward
Arnold.

Kaschak, M. P., & Glenberg, A. M. (2000). Constructing meaning: The role of affordances and
grammatical constructions in sentence comprehension. Journal of Memory and Language 43, 508-529.

Kaup, B. (2001). Negation and its impact on the accessibility of text information. Memory &  Cognition,
29, 960-967.

Kaye, Kelley L., & Bower, T. G. R. (1994). Learning and intermodal transfer of information in
newborns. Psychological Reports, 5, 286-288. 

Kujawski, Jacqueline H., & Bower, T. G. R. (1993). Same-sex preferential looking during infancy as
a function of abstract representation. British Journal of Developmental Psychology, 11, 201-209. 

Macnamara, J. (1972). Cognitive basis of language learning in infants. Psychological Review, 79(1), 1-13.

Markham, D. & Hazan, V. (2004). The effect of talker- and listener-related factors on intelligibility
for a real-word, open-set perception test. Journal of  Speech Language and Hearing Research, 47(4),725-737.

Nichols, S., & Stich, S. (2000). A cognitive theory of pretense. Cognition, 74, 115-147.

Oller, John W., Jr.(1996). How Grammatical Relations Are Determined, in Bates Hoffer (ed.) The
22nd LA CUS Forum 1995 (Chapel Hill, North Carolina: LACUS), 37-88.

Oller, J. W., Jr. ( 1998). The theory of abstraction. In C. W. Spinks and J. Deely (Eds.), Semiotics 1997
(pp. 300-314). New York: Peter Lang.

Oller, J. W., Jr. (2005). Common ground between form and content: The pragmatic solution to the
bootstrapping problem. Modern Language Journal, 89, 92-114.
http://www.jstor.org/journals/00267902.html 

Oller, J. W., Jr. & Chen, Liang. (2007). Episodic organization in discourse and valid measurement in
the sciences.  Journal of Quantitative Linguistics, 14, 127-144. 

Peirce, C. S. (1868). Consequences of four incapacities. Journal of Speculative Philosophy, 2, 140-157. Also
in M. Fisch, C. J. W. Kloesel, E. C. Moore, D. D. Roberts, L. A. Ziegler, & N. P. Atkinson (Eds.),
(1984), Writings of Charles S. Peirce: A chronological edition, Vol. 2 (pp. 211-242). Indianapolis, IN: Indiana
University Press.

Peirce, C. S. (1878b). The pragmatic maxim and some applications. In Hartshorne and Weiss, 1934,



Page 4 of  5

pp. 258-265. Also in Oller, 1989, pp. 99-106.

Peirce, C. S. (1878c). Reality. In Hartshorne and Weiss, 1934, pp. 266-270. Also in Oller, 1989, pp.
53-58.

Peirce, C. S. (1902). The icon, index, and symbol. In C. Hartshorne and P. Weiss (Eds.), Collected
papers of Charles Sanders Peirce, (1932, Volume II, pp. 156-173). Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press.

Piaget, J. (1947). The Psychology of Intelligence (Totowa, New Jersey: Littlefield Adams). (“Social Factors
in Intellectual Development”, Chapter 16 in Oller, 1989, pp. 203-216. See his pp. 119-155.

Pylyshyn, Z. W. (2001). Visual images, preconceptual objects, and situated vision. Cognition, 80,
127-158. 

Pylyshyn, Z. W. (2002). Mental imagery: In search of a theory. Behavioral and Brain Sciences,
25, 157–238. 

Saussure, Ferdinand de. (ca.1912). The nature of the linguistic sign. In Course in General Linguistics.
New York: McGraw Hill, English Tr. 1966, pp. 65-70. 

Scott,  C. L., Harris, R. J., & Rothe, A. R. (2001). Embodied cognition through improvisation
memory for a dramatic monologue. Discourse Processes, 31, 293-305. 

Solomon, K. O., & Barsalou, L. W. (2001). Representing properties locally. Cognitive Psychology, 43,
129-169. 

Thelen, E., & Linda B. Smith. (1994). A  Dynamic Systems A pproach to the Development of Cognition and
A ction (Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT Press).

van Geert, P. (1998). A dynamic systems model of basic developmental mechanisms: Piaget,
Vygotsky, and beyond. Psychological Review 105, 634-677. 

Walton, Gail E., & Bower, T. G. R. (1993). Newborns form “prototypes” in less than 1 minute.
Psychological Science, 4(3), 203-205. 

Walton, Gail E., Bower, N. J. A., and Bower, T. G. R. 1992. Recognition of familiar faces by
newborns. Infant Behavior and Development  15, 265-269. 

Wood, D., Bruner, J. S., & Ross, G. (1976). The role of tutoring in problem solving. Journal of Child
Psychiatry and Psychology, 17, 89-100. 

Wyer, R. S., & Radvansky, G. A. (1999). The comprehension and validation of social
information. Psychological Review, 106, 89-118.

Zwaan, R. A., Stanfield, R. A., & Yaxley, R. H. (2002). Language comprehenders mentally represent



Page 5 of  5

the shapes of objects. Psychological Science, 13, 168-171.

Zwaan, R. A., Madden, C. J., Yaxley,  R. H., & Aveyard, M. E. (2004). Moving words: Dynamic
representations in language comprehension. Cognitive Science, 28(4), 611-619. 


	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5

