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ABSTRACT

There is a correlation between wording and worlditige structural pattern of the world we live iningricately connected
to the structure of the narrative that outlines dife in the world. Since Pre Socratic period pkidphers have studied the
motivation of signs to prove the intrinsic conneatbetween words and the objects they designatacttes for instance,
argued that there is a natural relation between th®, while Democritus concluded that the two arean arbitrary
relation. Heraclitus therefore states that “havihgrkened not to me but to the Word (Logos) it isevid agree that all
things are one.”(Greenspan and Shanker 50). Thecgss of naming originated from the World, drawihgnto an

inevitable and necessary relation between words.
KEYWORDS:A Cultural/Semiotic Analysis, Inevitable and Neaeg®elation between Words
INTRODUCTION

The term Semiotics as a “doctrine of signs” wastfirsed by the empiricist John Locke in his widsay Concerning
Humane Understanding (2-12Before the coining of this term in English langaa a similar word “semeiotics”
designating a branch of medical science that redeto the symptoms of disease or natural signspwpslar. According

to Locke, semiotics as a general study is importettause speculative sciences only studied theenafuthings and

practical sciences only dealt with maintaining cohover things,but both negated the relevancetudysng semiosis or
the action of signs on the two sciences in theirettimment. Therefore, he proposed that along witenges concerned
with the attainment of speculative truth or knovgedf things, it is also necessary to have sensiotite science which

deals with the signs as the mind makes use ofibhatbquiring knowledge of things and in developaagtrol over things.

Semiotics or semiotic studies is the cenoscopidystf signs and sign processes, and it includesaéegy and
semiosis and deals with the various aspects of slfsmb, signification, indication and communicatiofisigns. Semiotics
in its comprehensiveness is closely related touistgcs which specifically studies the structurel ameaning of language,
while the former also deals with the non-linguistign systems. It is also related to anthropology lzence Umberto Eco in
his “Introduction” toA Theory of Semiotiazbserves that every cultural phenomenon can deedtas communication and states
that “the whole of culture must be studied as ai@@rphenomenon” and that “all aspects of cultca@ be studied as the
contents of a semiotic activity’(22). There is &set of semiotics, the bio semiotics which stuthiessign processes, specifically
the communication of sign systems in living orgarsis Semiotics can be broadly classified into Seicgnthich study the
relation between signs and their meanidgnptatd, Syntactics which is about signs in formal suues (lesignaty and
attributes of signs and symbols in combinationsRrsgdymatics which is mainly about the relation leetvsigns and sign using

agents and the various sociological, biological sythological aspects that govern the sign presess
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The American philosopher Charles Sanders Peirc@91814) who proposed the science of semioticsthad
Swiss linguist Ferdinand de Saussure (1857-1918) ks science of semiology are the two pioneersenfiotics. It is to
be noted that they lived in the same era and thie period can be taken as the most important geido semiotics.
According to Saussure, language is only one ok#riological systems and linguistics explains thecture and pattern
of all the semiological systems. Semiology, for &awe, is a science that studies the life of sigitisin a society and
shows the constituents of signs and the rulesgbegrn them (11).Saussure envisions Semiology asrgirical science

that deals with the functions of signs and thesulbich regulate them.

But for Peirce, symbols are the most significamtegs of semiotic analysis which form the woof anarpvof all
thought patterns and language. We can differentiateeen a symbolic sign as in natural languaghsyevthere is a one-
to-one correspondence between a sign and its metar, and linguistic signs which are governedmprily by
conventions and are hence arbitrary. Peirce alsodied philosophical pragmatism and defined semiasishe triadic
process where an object influences a sign whictihéurdetermines an interpretation or interpretahictv is again a sign
that leads to further interpretants and perpetuttel. The object in the first stage can be aimgtwhich is immediate to
the sign and its meaning, which it immediately egses, or dynamic, where the object remains foit wiectually is.

Thus, Peirce defines

A sign, or represent a men, is something whichdstda somebody for something in some respects acigp It
addresses somebody, that is, creates in the mitithbperson an equivalent sign, or perhaps a oheveloped sign. That
sign which it creates | call the interpretant of tirst sign. The sign stands for something, itgeob It stands for that
object, not in all respects, but in reference tsomt of idea, which | have sometimes called theugdo of the

representamen. (CP 2.228)

According to Peirce, semiosis or the process afekihg meaning in a sign process comprises oSitpe object
and interpretant. Object is that for which the s@jands; interpretant does not refer to the peosaihe interpreter, but
refers to its signification or conception of thgrsiit is the mental effect generated from thetietabetween the sign and
its object. Peirce defines, the basic sign stracas “anything which is so determined by sometkisg, called its Object,
and so determines an effect upon a person, whigttef will call its interpretant, that the lattés thereby mediately
determined by the former” (CP 2.478). The objectiam#es the interpretant of a sign and thereforaiigtion is also a

process of mediation that approximates the meaofitige sign.

In A Theory of Semiotic&ymberto Eco replaces sign with sign function wehtirere is a correlation between an
expression and its content. Eco states: “| progosdefine as a sign everything that, on the grousida previously
established social convention, can be taken astbomgestanding for something else”(16). He refershte arbitrariness
involved in the function of a sign. He further switthat a sign is always a functive: “element & éxpression plane
conventionally correlated to one (or several) elim®f a content plane” (48). Eco points to theldeuneaning of signs

interlocked between institutions and institutiopedctices.

Ferdinand de Saussure, bridged the relation betwesnotics and linguistics through his proposah afualistic
notion of signs, where signifier stands for thenfasf expression and signified for the mental cohcApcording to him,
sign is arbitrary as there is no one-to-one retetiip between the sign and its meaning. Thus, g this arbitrariness

deprives the words of any inherent meanings bubiks through differentiation and binary opposiiegonstruct meaning
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of signs. Mikhail Bakhtinon the other hand, propded the idea of trans-linguistics, which theorites role of signs in
everyday practices. For Saussure, sign is a stalleept, where the signifier and the signified shear arbitrary but still
an orderly relation. But for Bakhtin, sign is a @ymc concept with multiple meanings to be inferrBdkhtin explains:
“...signs are in a condition of multi-accentualityh&re signs are capable of eliciting different megsj signification and
connotations in different social and cultural caindis” (Bakhtin 47). He refers to the condition endvhich signs produce
meanings especially the polysemic capacity of lisiju signs. Bakhtin calls this linguistic charatddc “multi-

accentuality,” which he identifies in Dostoveskp®etry: the openness of a sign to multiple integiien.

Roman Jakobson, who studied the poetic functionamajuage, proposed a six fold communication pgradt
which the poetic function can be differentiatednirother functions of language. In “Linguistics aPdetics,” Jakobson
argues that any sign process should contain theosigtituents: sender, receiver, context, codetacband message. The
sender is the point of origin of the message ard¢leiver is the end point of the speech act. Gotlee uniform set of
rules which both sender and receiver should knod strare for the effective understanding of the agsq361). For
instance, two people talking should know a comrmammguage for meaningful interaction to happen. Conication is
primarily the process of transferring messages fthensender to the receiver through a medium. Sawics also the
study of sign processes which basically involvetthasmission of signs the meanings of which haveetdecoded by the
receiver. This process of the creation of meanmgnfsigns through the interpretation of the lingaignvironment is
studied under the branch of Semiosis. For seméntii language is at once a signification and a aomwation.
Consequently, semiotics has differences with listies. Under semiotics, signs, sign systems and sélations
encompass all the contingent features in the widratogical or metaphorical sense. Thus, semiddiedso concerned
with the non-linguistic signification, while philophy of language is more concerned with the nataregjuages. Cognitive
semiotics, on the other hand, is about the metlodstheories which are evolved together from listics, cognitive
sciences and other disciplines which provide ngitsi on signification through language and sigre@sses manifested in

cultural practices.

Semiotics, particularly Cultural Semiotics, is #esce where culture becomes a symbolic activitycWhireates
signs and designates meaning to the world aroun@emioticians, according to Marcel Danesi begiirtstudy with
signification and then move on to communicationMessages and Meanings: An Introduction to Semidliasesi states
that semioticians thus study and analyse the deg@per structures and become social critics whde interpreting the
cultural codes, constructs, structures and systeniwing out the latent prejudices, motives andndgs behind such
representations. It is pertinent to raise questiieswho creates such images, codes and symbmhg alith the functions
they serve in a medium and also who controls thedhtheir functioning. For instance, the female dtod of hysteria,
which is clinically proved today as result of egtidisorders or post-traumatic disorders, was omeesidered an erratic
female behaviour consequent to possession by givitssnd hence the victims were mercilessly tréate cultural study
shows that such victims were the ones who actwaliged their mistreatment within the society, whied to break away

from the conventions and strictures of the cultare] were thus considered insane for their nonezamist behaviour.

In this connection, a study on the various animalii®: we come across in creative and practical alisges
provide interesting insights into the functioninfamltural semiotics. For instance, we have tha lior valour and for
majesty, the fox for cunning and so on. While thexsebased on the general animal behaviour, tedheiother side of the

case where the strong and ferocious animals dé¢netmale gender and the meek and passive aningalssad to refer to
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the female. Several examples can be cited. In antegt where there is a reversal of the case dikeeek animal used for
a man, it is presented as a rare case of abnoymahus, if a woman is shown shrewd and strong, divulged that she
appears to be outside the gender roles assignbédrtand hence ‘she is like a man.’ Therefore, agiye women are
considered abnormal and even treated as outcastaeWare always represented with images like dswan, fish, and so on
and there seems to be a hidden agenda behind euesentations where women are compared with gisteanimals or

other meek ones. In fact, docility, passivity, ctieme and meekness are the virtues women are texptr imbibe and

adhere to. These are the values they are expectedrh from their mothers or culture and traditibhe concepts of female

chastity and virginity are still emphasized anddusg men as weapons to exercise absolute conteolfemale sexuality.

Cat, often considered as the friend of the solitaoynan, is also undoubtedly the most well-groomethe pet
animals. Of the two genders, the male and the femile gender that is considered as the one thetuld be
domesticated” is the female gender. One never spaadut grooming a member of the male gender terhak fit for the
home. A cat that is not friendly and homely is mepieked and provided; it has to cater to our nesmus$ be necessarily
cute and endearing to enjoy the privileges. A wid and a “non-conforming” woman are never acceptdtbme. Thus,
the duo, share a similar fate. Denise M. Driscallsocial psychologist, count cat as the indicatiruman cultural
adolescence as they entered human experience weeme were making the difficult transition fromriiing and

gathering to settled communities engaging in sediarg agriculture.

Semiosis becomes a meditational process where éveunght becomes a sign and interpretant at thes same
and elicits another sign or interpretant and mawesowards larger meaning formation and understandihis repetitive
process contributes to the making of symbols. The &spects of semiosis as defined by Charles Boamtribute at this
stage of meaning analysis. According to him, anygistic activity has a sign vehicle which orientg §herson, interpreter
of the process, the designatum or the object efeete, and the interpretant which is the cognitdaetion elicited in the
mind of the interpreter. This process, has commbaebn regarded as involving three factors: thatlwhits as a sign, that
which the sign refers to, and that effect on somterpreter in virtue of which the thing in questisra sign to that interpreter.
These three components in semiosis are calledectrgply, the sign vehicle, the designated, and itherpretant: the
interpreter can be included as the fourth factdrese terms make explicit the factors left undeseghan the common
statement that a sign refers to something for saméblorris, 228). Despite the apparent arbitrasriaghe signification of

signs, there is a pattern in the structure of sigith every element contributing to the effecsignification.

In the contemporary times, pervaded by populaucelind visual media, the mechanism of a consceyist
agenda is at work in using the symbol of cat taespnt women. Thus, in the case of the tamed petrcthe tamed
female, the expectation is the amusement of mats &a established as the symbol for femininity femdale sexuality,
especially due to its charming appearance and tmadnerisms in the presence of the public. A catgs moves away
from a crowd and the patriarchal society expeatssime from women. A deciphering of the variousesgntations of
media and culture clearly reveals that men angtivileged male gaze are authorized to deal witth lsats and women in
manners satisfactory to them. The objective igandpire the sexual inherent politics in the geadeeality of animal
images used in creative expressions. As part oéxpeessions of language and culture, they getecitred in the social
psyche. Language is androcentric and writers, peetive of gender, use the male-centred languagecifeative
expressions. Women’'s use of the male-centred lagyggwasembles a colonial situation where the coéohigse the

language of the colonizers. It is in this contdyttwe call patriarchy sexual colonialism. Oneh# patriarchy’s aims of
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the use of male-centred language is to keep womepeipetual subordination. In ancient and medidétedature, the
images of women, slaves, servants and animalssae in exchangeable positions. Thus, genderingiofa images like
cat-woman analogy is a patriarchal strategy apjtygat to restrict the identity formation of womamdaegulate women'’s

social mobility.

The inherent sexual politics in the gendered neadit cat imagery can be analysed within the thecakt
framework of Cultural Semiotics. Cultural Semiotidsals with symbolic activities which create cudusigns and
attribute meanings to the world we live in. Thuatf/woman analogy can be studied on the groundsudi golitical
associations as cultural norms, history, traditiomedigion, region and the like which create cudlucodes that people
follow and comprehend as natural. This is how pgsdike “cat walk” or “cat fight” acquires the castations they have
today. It is pertinent to realize that men createhsimages, codes and symbols along with the fonstthey serve in a
medium and control them and theirfunctions. Theémate objective of such latent politics is to peuage the

subordination of women and to reinforce patriarchy.

It is quite arbitrary that some animals come torespnt man and others woman. This is clearly a oése
symbolization where there is a strategy to portitey genders the way man intends to do as a caseokihg glass
identification. This takes us to the important a$pbat all cultural expressions are primarily mageman. Be it literature,
films or visual arts, the pioneers are always math the stage is already conquered by them. Sineceendegan to fight
and win the chances of their participation, theirks have constantly been evaluated in comparisdhase of men. The
standards, rules and norms of all expressions algady been made by men and women are expecfelioiw the male-
made norms which definitely favour men. There listant politics of gender endemic in the gendesadity of aesthetic in

general and animal imagery in particular.

Men generally give away the idea that “we submiivtzat we admire, but we love what submits to us.’al
gendered world, the feminine is domesticated and thiven a differentiated and biased status. Thggied image of
woman is always that of a docile and meek creaturd,every member of patriarchal society expeatdchbe as tender as
a cat. John Gregory in his treatigelather’s Legacy to his Daughtetbus counselled his daughters to keep both modesty
and secrecy. He advised them that a woman'’s lifantna saga of suffering and only religion couldphtblem to alleviate
their pain. He further advised them that women nansture all the sorrow with complacence and appe#ine outside
world as happy and serene. His daughters couliseetiat the world cares only for the mask of trahtemininity in
order to conform to patriarch norms or to beconigie woman,” any woman should sacrifice her autop@and accept
herself as the cultural Other of men. For her,dichotomy between the private and publicfemaleeselthe two destinies
related to the domestic space and the public dgmaihighly incompatible. She often hesitatesthtoase between being a
“true woman” completely by forsaking her individusglf or selecting a life of autonomy by becomingveaman who
refuse to conform. This is because a woman’s sadgadtity is different from her individual (domestiidentity. But for a
man, his social identity merges with his individydbomestic) identity. As far as a man is concerrtbdre is little
difference between his public and private livest fam a woman she has to choose between the twa, ssccessful
independent life can be attained at the cost oflbstr femininity as perceived by the society. Theofal argument

revolves round the question who defined the conekfegmininity and its cardinal virtues.
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In every individual there is a will to power, a @esto gain an integral identity, but in the ardagourney of life,
the individual becomes afflicted with the uncertgiwhether he will be able to attain the goal. Iw@man, this complex
experience takes the form of rejection and sheeptstagainst her femininity, which expects her ubngsit herself,
sacrificeher identity and compromise all her vigu€hough psychoanalysts argue that this developimelue to the penis
envy, in reality the situation of a woman forces teeaccept total submissiveness. She getspertanbleaking into her
own restricted existence on account of her gendérterefore she easily gets attracted to thelpges enjoyed by the
male Other. The animal motifs used in creative esgions are clearly gendered to reinforce thegralval contention that
the male is strong and powerful, while the female/eak and submissive. This is a patriarchal gfyatised to consolidate
the phallocentric structures of society and theigathal social order. This is part of the covezhder politics inherent in
the discourses of literature, media, visual cukuaad popular culture. In a cultural “stigma” whéle matrix of cultural
signs, semiotic systems, system of values andrailss spaces are appropriated to perpetuate ansiotidate the position
of patriarchy, cultural semiotics and this analegyssociation of male/ferocious animals and fefmadak animals come
useful to know the unknown and to rupture the dagers of patriarchy to better the advancementahen and society at
the end. Like many other strategies of patriarciyveoman analogy is appropriated as a fascinatiephor that entraps

women to labyrinths of patriarchal oppression.
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