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According to Peirce, three sign types obtain when the expression side of a sign is related to its 
dynamical object, i.e.  icon, index and symbol. As is well-known, Peirce considers icons to be 
firstness, indexes to be secondness and symbols to be thirdness. This means that symbols 
presuppose indexes and indexes presuppose icons. In that way any symbol is built upon an index 
and this index is built upon an icon. All this ensures that all symbols in principle are anchored in the 
body and linked to the human senses and their neural network. But since a symbol is an abstract and 
simple sign, it is impotent, i.e. it is not capable of referring by itself. It needs a vehicle that can carry 
it to its goal. This vehicle is grammar. Without grammemes all lexical symbols would be static and 
mute. I shall argue that the inherent properties of a symbol, i.e. that it incorporates an index as well 
as an icon, are repeated when it functions in an utterance that is to be decoded by the hearer, but in 
the order of a mirror image: 
[[(Icon (Index (symbol))) Index] Icon] 
The indexical and iconic roles of grammar are necessary for language to function as a means of 
communication, but they are not identical to the indexical and iconic properties of the symbol. This 
also appears from the fact that something is added to the noun, e.g., either the definite or the 
indefinite article. But the fact that any symbol needs a vehicle (an indexical sign) to point to the 
semiotic direction taken by the symbol and the fact that any symbol being carried from a starting 
point in a certain direction needs an indication of whether the goal is reached or not (an iconic sign 
or its negation) is no coincidence. I see this as a kind of recapitulation: the inherent properties of a 
symbol are repeated as external functions. This is because a symbol is an extrapolation of 
something concrete or an abstractization whereby the symbol loses all its ties to concrete objects or 
situation-bound elements. In order to become omnipotent nothing in its expression must be bound 
to or completely mirror its original basis – that is why it is arbitrary. The omnipotence of any 
symbol makes it, however, a potential powerful communication tool. In order to function in 
communication the symbol has to be taken out of its isolated and abstract world and be brought 
back to “real life”. This restoration process is handled by grammar (419 words).


