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 Political Science & Linguistics’ Scholars and Reduction of Meaning in Contemporary 

Global Society: Wars of Objectives or Wars of Semiosises? 

 

Abstract  

The contemporary political scholars often pay attention to “objectives” and “intentions” of 

politicians, political participants, political parties and political agents. For instance, Samuel 

Huntington (1993) whose views has strongly influenced on contemporary political tradition, 

believed that in this new world “[T]he great divisions among humankind and the dominating 

source of conflict will be cultural. […] The clash of civilizations will dominate global politics. 

The fault lines between civilizations will be the battle lines of the future.” In other worlds, what 

is ignored by many political scientists is that many cultures are “textual/semiosis-mediated”, 

their objectives are the same, and thus there is no real conflict between them. 

On the other hand, some other scholars ignore the intentions and objectives which are behind the 

texts. For instance Marcuse (1964) believes that the “universe of discourse” is closed down. He 

precisely means that “a single economic-political discourse” has overpowered “the political 

spectrum” and the differences between the parties and their policies are “differences of style”. In 

others words, what is ignored by Marcuse is the “cognitive” and “conciseness” layer of politics.  

In fact, while some political scholars consider only the “objectives” of political narratives in the 

contemporary world, some scholars of linguistics consider the contemporary world as a 

semiosis-based one in which the only things that matter are “signs”, “styles” and 

“performances”. Hence it seems that political scholars often ignore the semiosis layer of meaning 

in contemporary world, while the linguistic scientists ignore its cognitive layer and the 

“intentions” and “objectives” of politicians and political agents.  

In this regard, I would like to examine the way in which scholars of different disciplines and 

heritages reduce the political meaning to either the semiotic layer or to its cognitive layer. 

Moreover, I will explain that how reduction of contemporary world to “intentions” and 

“objectives”, and ignoring the layer of semiosis leads to a radical point of view toward 
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„differences of cultures”, and on the other hand, the reduction of different political approaches to 

difference of styles and semiosis, and ignoring the cognitive layer would lead to normalization of 

different political views.  

 

Themes: Political Narrations, Semiotic & Cognitive Construction of Meaning 

 

 

 


