Words Significantly Uttered: Existential Themes in Psychoanalysis, Pragmatism, and Amos Oz’s Writing


Chapter One: “Love is a curious mixture of opposites”: The symbolic function of language in psychoanalysis and its use in The Same Sea and A Tale of Love and Darkness
1.a. The relations between signs and human consciousness
There is no element whatever of man’s consciousness which has not something corresponding to it in the word; and the reason is obvious. It is that the word or sign which man uses is the man himself. For, as the fact that every thought is a sign, taken in conjunction with the fact that life is a train of thought, proves that man is a sign; […] my language is the sum total of myself.[footnoteRef:1]	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: Is this italicized in the source? If not, add in the footnote "my emphasis."  [1:  Charles Sanders Peirce, The Collected Papers of Charles Sanders Peirce, vols. I–VI, ed. Charles Hartshorne and Paul Weiss (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1931–1935); vols. VII–VIII, ed. Arthur W. Burks (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1958), & 5.314 ] 

A sign is the product of a link between the individual’s mind and their actions in the world, a connection that expresses the individual’s selfhood and their relation to reality. Charles Sanders Peirce (1839-1914), the founding father of pragmatism and semiotics, authored the most philosophically rigorous formulation of the links between all aspects of human experience and the diversity of signs in the world, and most importantly, the system of language. The method used by Peirce and his followers, which is based on indexicality (the relations between signs) and communication (the relations between speaker, text or message, and addressee), facilitates a distinction between internal relations within consciousness that create meaning, on the one hand, and interactions between consciousness and external objects, both local (familial, geographic, cultural, and historical) and universal, on the other. In order to clarify these functions, I will employ two distinctions proposed by Peirce: that between sign, object, and interpretant, and that between icon, index, and symbol. Later we will see how Peirce’s approach, which is based on these two triads, sheds light on processes of conscious and unconscious symbolization.	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: This sentence is unclear - does a sign necessarily produce "action" (perception, perhaps?). Also, what do you mean by "relation to reality"? If this 	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: I would consider "reflects" 	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: I suggest clarifying that language is a sign-system - as a particular "order" of diverse signs. 	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: Used for what? Does Pierce propose a systemic methodology applicable to all forms of communication? Or is this Peircean semiotics? Perhaps it is more of an approach than a methodology.  	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: You later mention James in reference to pragmatism without any prior mention. Is James one of the followers here? If so, I suggest mentioning him by name.	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: Perhaps use 'addresser' given that you refer to a text in which 'speaker' implies author, narrator, character, etc. In addition, addresser is the counterpart to 'addressee.' 	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: particular to the individual? 	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: Where or for what purpose do you employ these triads? Perhaps something along the lines of "In terms of Peirce's methodology, this distinction is constituted in two sets of relationships or triads: the first, between the sign, object, and interpretant, and the second, between types of signs, that is, icon, index, and symbol." 
	By establishing meaning and generating communication through signs, a literary text not only invites interpretation based on this method, but fosters the objective in literary analysis of identifying and understanding phenomena unique to the literary field at large or to the corpus of a specific writer. Thus, semiotic research elucidates the entire range of relationships between man and the world, particularly in literary texts, and constitutes a medium that reflects an effect of reality of some kind, while generating, by means of its aesthetic formulation, an effect on the reader. The functions of semiotics are diverse, and in this book, I propose a new interpretive approach to the work of Amos Oz based on two semiotic trajectories thus far untapped in the literature: Peirce and William James’s semiotic-pragmatic methodology and the exploration of the symbolic construct in the context of psychoanalysis.	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: I suggest "reminding" the reader that you are referring to Pierce's two-pronged methodology/approach.	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: This also applies to genre, historical/cultural contexts, etc. Perhaps: or within a specific framework, such as genre, historical or cultural context, and the corpus of a specific writer.	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer:  Using the word 'medium' in this context can be confusing considering that the relationships between man and the world are represented in a wide variety of mediums (of which the written text is only one). Also, what does "its aesthetic formulation" refer to? The literary text or semiotic analysis? Finally, what do you mean by "an effect of reality"?	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: Do you mean that semiotics can be applied as an analytical methodology in different contexts, or for different purposes? Is this necessary? 
	The main methodological argument is two-fold: Amos Oz’s work is replete with modes of symbolization, most of which are not mentioned in the literature. Moreover, Oz’s work, aside from constituting a significant conduit of fundamental themes in the Israeli experience of the twentieth century, effectively formulated and developed a range of universal states of consciousness. 	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: Do you mean the rationale for employing/devising this particular methodology? Is this the underlying methodology of the book, the chapter? 	Comment by Elizabeth Zauderer: Do you mean expressions of universal...  Or ways to communicate universal states.. 
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