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Abstract

The present paper comprises two different parts which
explain the concept of ‘myth’ from two academic points
of view. The first part describes the traditional view of
human myth relating it with the deep cultural surface
of the society. The second part, on the other hand,
reflects a semiotic view of myth and reviews it with the
process of giving rise to extended or connotative
meaning of an existing social phenomenon. The
authors include Barthes's Mythologies with a view to
providing a semiological interpretation of various
contemporary myths of societies. Alongside, the second
part incorporates the essential discussions by, a)
associating the concept of myth with language; b)
considering myth a process to elicit socio-cultural
meaning of any social belief, event, reality;, and c)
taking ‘1971 - a sign of Bangladesh's liberation war-
with Barthean semiological analysis to make the
semiotic interpretation of existing myths easy to the
Bengali readers.
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18 few wfaes, afer @

FABA A0 WA FEAW | 92 Y 8 O (TOIFIF A S TTICH oS
5TaTRA 2 I5AR e fFariie w9 TITeR AFR 8 AW QR (AATS
TR WM @R i AR TSRS R A AwATTS
*fFfes sty ¢ sR FRWfaFeE | wR fitww 2 R Afeaa
AT AW T oA @ A (355e-ddb0) SFR FARA oIt
forzm s wfEe fie-@fas Tepifee foz-Fon | 3 IFTEs 430w
%@ LT 43 NY-FITAR A TFHTN-aFTE (d59)) RS AMeifera
A& ARAT-AF 6T (FAG gl Sfewmm s s,
ST, AT FNER A TS ACTR T TR |

5. fie: oofers 3t @ @A

wfergaret® (Felihkatubbe, 2013) SUMITHA SAIHRA (3, ALTHR A
gfe T fzftwa @ wde g ftgg IR s ag
Mythologies s 2eqR < KW 7ua A7 FEFONTH MY F4F
3B e« WER ‘myth is traditionally associated stories, e.g.
Greek myths or something which is fictitious... ’ (5.Y) d4FS e
ez | Ty 7 af S a0 e W 3feneT duw iy o
TR Ao qey o5 «fam @3 7o e Sorgrsim a3k fs
TIET THITS AR (speech) A o 2o fofee wta wz
gfas g Rfmite sestz 27 | oo i s eml-fzs s ffes
9T TG I SoAGIoT FT0e | T ML 9B g fi-wdeas
BT (BT (@RI Afes-qrenafos-MeFhed SET (discourse) <
LIS (7 e T TS w91 W, O 1N IR ISUN AICHT L1T
ST | S THIB SITATGIR ATITHR A[Td 2 3794t mifgerelfge, Toifes
Al FRFOCIBA (T «r2ell @ CIAB] o FIARA ©F QAT TAFAT T
(TS AR |

fiteg seeanda ova Brlw™ wse smey *tEe ol 47 1R
WA IR, O TG (el T 3oz 3 @forrzrs gbm 4ot svee
T AW | BB TS SR FHRA IECRA (12 fIEA FIR-0H A FR
(STBIAGT, dobo) | 15 fe oot gt «el v 3 -

A story presented as having actually occurred in a previous
age, explaining the cosmological and supernatural traditions
of people, their gods, heroes, cultural trails, religious beliefs
etc. (Leech, 1947: 778)
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e ¢ wdTme! : TfeeN-9rag (3593) Bz w-adm fwte o951 |9

TS TR 3o ¢ RFeT @ FARISA Wz, ISy R TS
fiter W @I TS F SorTFerEe Mrere Ttet 15 A IR W
Fdew T @R | e @ ANt e T TeI SN I, TS
3P ¢ @@EH (Jung and Kerenyci, (2002) IGTC=A ‘collective
unconscious’ 3 AIRET e | Sva W, W2 ANfee SRR T
fitaz Aibtwew It o AT U R 5o TRPTTSR GrefE T T4
=¥ fieq g M |

Man of Fire

fom »: fozorfge a1 a1d

(%3: Google Image)

358 TS The Hero with a Thousand Faces ST3 (ST I
fIgte WEITereR WPTG! R (Staes | SR WCS, WEd (@
Ia3fes gam, @a-«F, wia, foawen, dum Qam tIwifie Sfqwe ware
1 4R fes T | ST (Campbell, 1949) v, fices w7
(A F9 AREFS 20 | UT YT IS T, OF GRS IV T H T
S (o | Y Rt @ eI @ W, TR [ TS o
(IR (T I AT, O MgEed Sofes e | fww feem s =,
TEEsfes w@ farm | FEned @9 o «@re N-Rwm gww w1 e
TR A A REefeFor R it 7eT R 7w 1 @3 wen
FIS AN ACFO! TGS | TR (@A e wrnfes s smdw ¢
Afsfre <1 | vod TT A FFOF TAAR I | D@ @
sifaf3fore Tfae Few T Face zT, O T Y (AT e e e,
(Campbell, 1949) |
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Lo e i, 2 o

esfers quan @A e @SS gy &%y zen fegm, widie qanw
feie 4o fofs 2t 1| «ft 2t vfers et @ FfE™ T3 A w6
TSI @ WSS YA, feyeT, I, FBIt Tonfa 3@ =7 | fine -
R @i e ¢ s | eTew @ I @, fae S et I
QR MY 7S | I} TR o, s« wwee IIfRfRR sTerer
Efone zate! fe, 3fie ot wfeg e 78 @ | ow shaet zavet O,
T @ YO GBS ANE | Y W PR AT 9IR 9F AN (F6 G
P R, (AN WO e QIR T 8 AT (@ | 9T TH A
@, fofa fao s fAfeq ans Sfsca A BareerTe Aafis 3@ 9
9fb TP o AR |

fitem St owged @B e, QNI SE 8 WoWE WK 7% A |
AR, 4 it (A9l 8 WEEE W v (A 3¥, IS AR
MRSIMAE T (AT TR | g ey fitd T 8 (Mo 7% I8
ORI W T MEds et Sergifore s | e afeme
CFTaE AN A FIEA AN | ATe A IS GHEE, 9T A RS
T | A9 Ia Rawz AR «fve (@ 1 I G A5 | W T4
(AT P ZCEN, NGRS | v A7 N e ToRe (@
fSers wow F0IT G AT F79 I @ WEW s (Campbell,
1949) |

fia M w@aw e e 2@ T SfieaR me Fere S &
AR | THIRETERS, WeH IS (I WEd Seyer «feRieT @
fRRIG omrwet | AR g 7 RFFere Aea ¢iF TR AGFR fww
Ry - o T, (- e fiy Affs ez v, efifRe
AR &) O FEFelR T2 Wad fAea ST «3e (o) oits *iE (oirs
TR (YA 5@ ) | 1R Wew pfaa e} ws wdeAm (Faifes @iz
G G WGP WAG FACS (17 &g AN MFR (T 7% WHIR
CPR IR wfpace fetEs Iffe SR | e Sl FORE 39,
AT T 9T 8FG [N I QR TIHSE AB (AL AT IR
O *f& fRraE Siews o 41 @) ffess sitge Sy (Campbell,
1949) | SIS FFST AfafFroe II-TEreR T A-AfARE 2 T
TrreRe fing JTe Sftea T | 23K (ST AT AT WS 41 [5ea
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fier @ wefarEr! : ST aea (35a3)’ Bz e-adE fiwers 5w 21

BRE AT MmN WEErR e R ofemm oM dIfiEfNe 8w @
afszive o7 AP AR, O WIGFW FERE LS (/s (2947 9
Ferw) RS TR (Aol wdie Aerm F19 TR 491F) THReR
AP, 42 TFHS T (SFETC) FF TG =PI 2 GO N
2T fofe® 20 I (G7es, 200)) |

fire esfere @ o Afeas =0 o, fi =@ W wifen Feghen
fers fowise 1 ovr Sfesrsis wdof T gote 8 @fszime g
S{fErs TRRE | Y ZE v ey *reie ¢ foadEere | uF T §ikA
A7 g s, Toa Aeoifs, Tga IfTrel, R (@ SGR I FOE TA
Y ((fedme OF (SeRe I {rs o 3Redme Teead (Campbell,
1949) | o2 wgfaws e fausi Wrew ey TR TS @B
et MLTo! TGN I (@A G (A IACACR A/ ANE
i fowsea 8 erer | TTat fitd W TAI TS SfWseie @3
a3 TWTAZ LS ONSA ARI AT WA THNE  WI2 wAEE MR
foarret |

R, fie ¢ MFReT rSTET

AT FIRET2 (Campbell, 1949) fifey ofgea milkarem @,
afsgfieea fiter @R FRA TR TR T RS T S
SR S WAt f-BfEs | Wi @ TS KA e e wwEr
sfnafFs, T TG Rk WREE ) M s HAfefred oi
faree, fitgs aIfzfv oz afey @ w1 ™ Tr YT FomEe |
fie e fesre st s @3 ReafS s-ifrs 2 St |

TEXTURE
*
MYTH TEXT
T
CONTEXT

5@ 0 : (TT: GReE, 005:Y)
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GHRA RIOE AN FACIE 4TI AFfo-7o0 NAs wwemws 6
ISP wpd AR T FfEfagRn @rwe (kS 2w, o7
AfIBAG! TSI “eq T | fiad @ ergafonm w1 =1 27, o (W @
FNBHEA Fa0y, (12 AQAfoT Go4a (T TR 10 $d O TeTwa 7o
GG o1 TSy A | W G1R IRACE (ore Ted IR 79 R F@
Z¥, ©YNR (61 ¥ GG I RATR IYS | 9ol A S[EE 897
FRISIIIETT AMIES el Scafsre gre re @ FffaE afys
@ ew, f-fifey e e R Fomsfte @ Twfts freEfacs
(CT8Y, 200:90-Y) |

©. fozfiwtw ¢ fae

fe i AfEforss, TETne ¢ Aogho-sifgamm THfaew enfers ey
8 WA Tole o R Smemsa fwged «ffewm wee s w |
@ riiwaRE guw e oofme SeEma 2@ g @ T
FIOCARR FIIR TR 4T (TOITS FATE STAI6N AT | SISTCHRIAT
AR @fS-GRER  (Levi-Strauss, 1963) i w=ifFs I «2
foaafos 79 7w TUte | s ozl o fay oifgs w3 ofrs
e srme 3w frm fv-srar Toa e srasnfe e s @
Af4-SR  (meta-language) TIWE g Iw@ ae [feg Twife-
e ARF o SfeNE ¢ oA vy zferm @ (FeE
ISl Frares | IO qeH 9P Reawarw faey w1 @ forolyge
fay 71Tl @ ASTAR WY SFAIN T TACR | F9 A1 T (T AT WA
fraa foreifge g Soargianaa et Rfey ofas-amstafes-
AFes T ¢ woaeREs Myfs it #9187 I 9 L
THICS SIAID IR, GO TR V5E8 (ATF oy e e fifey
2q0H7 MFfEre ¥ Mythologies | W=} =4I o oo «¥ &3
$590-93 THE BLAGCS Aqfrs = frersl fsstrs 3 |

0.3 79 e WR-5TET efewra FIN

fozfawm 5% (sign) (ks TR (signification) *<fG Y& 2R |
fomrm Tere frza wda e TES | W@ @R rergs o
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g @ wefaErel : BfTN-Q3TER (359)) forze wet-adm fNese 5w 23

2 SIS (T W TR (Saussure, 1916 [1983]) fozmm s
2 qrRef frcere @ AfemnfS figs o= 1 s | @ GHG-9T W
et feadle e Frere ey MFoT ¢ IfeTs wfower
ST IO SI8 G ST FEAE | TF@ O TPIAMI Tey 71
71 (Ronald Barthes)-93 « Jrarmey | 5 @3ow  aafie
Prltwa | 9w o2 e Be-aae st s GE @
cmerz. Rfey Tfae-mgfes  gotws fozofge am Sorgem
TR | AP (TR geiiie win @3 el swmam wa? fef
fiteg TR ArEfle oRfifae wtares | @ Ao w@ i Al Bz
w7 sifae e greta oo 9aD Prafde True SAgER I T
fa-@¥s o2 (two orders of signification) FITH “ffbs | o @ wifgs
fa2-Fofs Ters o1 fn e g wienfs =7, a9 fowmme aew
@ (first order of signification) @32 foZRT=a fadw @ (second order
of signification) | %=1 1< o fowrm-vgb fue fw-FoT A1 were
R TAGI AT FACA |

-

1. Signifier | 2. Signified

Language
3. Sign
MYTH 4 I. SIGNIFIER II. SIGNIFIED

I1I. SIGN

\
fow 8: 7o e A<sfere o ¢ fie oz afdme Fwom
(8e: Barthes, 1972: 115)

©.2 grafsrs g enaeTg o dfem ¢ e

8 My bra AMA O/ FAo1ow, TA- 9-BrTd (@WN @ foz-fawms
FIOTAEA (ARTS 13, ke ¢vras o femy 77 1 ik 7= g e
fitage Wl Hzefge Toww Sorge dares TeF fed oorw afew
e ez w4 T | Reafs SERp =7 TR I 9T e ®, 9Fh
SIfEE (MBS (TN O MG, Y- Ww A (7Y IS TeAmiee
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24 Tifew wifee, afemn qaorg

@R afFwfs efvs fowrw afew (first-order of signification)
fRe? Ry | W @3 g fTerm dfwnfs 3vm @A T
PEAR TRATAGS T A0 AfgTod g oz afew (second-
order of signification) Cofd Fx, B« ©1 fitq o FOTH T|A TR
@ | ¢%R s e e Formme @3 R-wfis i T=aw @, a3
TR TN, TA- ¥ I AITS TAMIE 97 G5 SA-TIOAT, @TA-
SIffF-(ATST (signifier) 8@ ©IffF-(Afs® (signified) TR &fvs
SIft-oF (sign) toft T8 RSt Fa-fozmm efram aft sl faw-
(WIS (SIGNIFIER) Ir6I® =1d f5g 78 | @ o7 7@t 1Y 0T,

In myth, we find again the tri-dimensional pattern which [
have just described: the signifier, the signified and the sign.
But myth is a peculiar system, in that it is constructed from a
semiological chain which existed before it: it is a second-
order semiological system. That which is a sign (namely the
associative total of a concept and image) in the first system,
becomes mere a signifier in the second. (Barthes, 1972: 114)

gk u3t ofts TS afefms @R 7w fi-fos ot Ry Sy
TP e A GO A T qfwe! ot Ty, @ fw-
IS oz afemr afis @ea (first-order of signification) ¥%
SIfYZoET (sign) 97 03 fL-(ASS (SIGNIFIER) Feot «fafoe =7 |
R @2 - (TR eTE TS Abfere s 3t fE s scaifors
3 T wrary e[l Ne-anfewts (SIGNIFIED) 9Rd 3td MA-FIIce
qERL SfeFed AR BrE Aftes zm | o AfRefers 3t S
IR GF0 AffFeq W A 7S BErm afdwm (second order of
signification) | ¥ I ©F 2 fo-whw brrm afeTm g  FKE
opfers wiffs forza oo ILFOTANE (@TWT FWN IR, (O
TSR R TS Tqw SgE SfEwen a1 e fuwe
Tfefes s Fwpear @b aga qendma tofr w3 wEiitTR
RS Srfoe Feates | fFFa (Fiske, 1990) o1y St @ ad
fR2tE @3 Sfiermdice o5fre @A I A ORAT 68 TR AFlos
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g ¢ SIS ST aBIee (359))" Btz wEi-adin figsre oow T35

BT @2 (37 ¥ N SIRANS (RA 8 TofeAfen TR Y R (e
@G 7% I, A myth, for Barthes, is a culture’s way of thinking
about something, a way of conceptualizing or understanding it (7.
vb) | ARS8 (Chandler, 2002) fFtEe wrod Iewed @, @ ad
TR AR A A e e e bfes awe |

.0 Y PR ©IFFF foT

7ol M SR TP, Sifve-vwmm ¢ fie-Tzwmm Towz @y 33
TG TR ¥, BR W2 72 foore afeam sy @ 36 181 7 F
AT O TRIEE SR | 9B EE @ 03 I I @, SfFs-formm
fEan T vfFe Tamw @t Sifts-tares 8 SifFs-anfests g
IR @ ofFs-wre et saes fie-frmem « 2 sifte Bzt g
@ Ne-ires Fest ofavy e I | wefe It wifte o st
oz a1 AR BEre Wk f-emm @ oo foome @2 93
AT AR I R | IS o0 MR SfFs-ozrm @ f-fowrmea
9% (WeEA A fFae I Srrgea STReEies A I QA BAge
T (IS O | QTFE FIRATOR (GO Swie el Fewx wfeard e
TZA OAILIR TEHTN-FTGI (559)" IFAWHTE 42 T (TS A |
ATNE I @eq oE, «ft @I ifte-ig, @ @3 IgmG o
SIS o s @ e TS AR LR (@A | ©IR AT
a3 o T MR ofFs-fwma @ el bz afem spme
PR TS | 92 Sfram Soifaew armte SifRs-ares TR W AGS
TG, IA- TRTA-aBE (559d)' | TS, @B AL OIfFs-
cifes zeet ‘e dwe! Ated AR 8 TE «ReNT | erreE
" R (@, T AR s form S R e feafs Bomww
A, A2 93 qf6 AL 7 IFS-ATeF (signifier) 8 SIv-canfes
(signified) TR UTF@ ARR 9T I OfFS-HTde (sign) Fo g |
fag w0 7 Sale f-oie woa s (@8 Ha-8) i ofis-
ozt R fi-foorm dfmmme oo weifgd st @l Rafos | =
TNz «ff fe-fomm whiee @, ve=i fies-AE 2 dfeam g
0w «ft @3l 3 -z R sfedes wme fie-mmer F4msfre
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26 few sfew, af v o

= SR (¥ AR @, @@ -t fe-Srm wis
taoaal, T-F) SfFs-f5 ¢ ¥) fe-tyres wet wiiids =7 | 7= 3 faw-
oz ofis-fires @2 tos Sfiwns ws 7ga «fow Iffee Fam
ool @3 sTepifre WY ¢ W Sfiens St TR | W
T Re-femee et wet offs-5%% 9¢ (meaning) 91 7597 ¢ fiz:
@Irewfo wWifss a1 F4 (form) RO T8 2@ 8wy (Barthes, 1972) 1 @
faaea w=t A cew-

We therefore need two names. On the plane of language, that
is, as the final term of the first system, [ shall call the
signifier: meaning...; on the plane of myth, I shall call it:
form. (Barthes, 1972: 117)

qMede et Tgfe W7 799 effeey Farr @, fR-fozmeE @b eivs-iz
fzera fifee ¢t @i sifvs-foermaa giewee s S, =18
e 2freaR, e fe-Permar an-Reswd oft e wifss
wFEeE RY I | W3 el IR T AE 8RR M
BT GFTGT (359))' (T A7 I (WS T | ©ifvs o7 fGrna «2
WG 7o WML feew-aE fIe-zrm o guw sov wkfze
TEie «ft e ot fiorm afer ofts-vies ¢ Siffe-caTetd
fifers w1 | T W3 OIfs-fHzl wdrrer W fZre a7 53-047 7w
3 ANL-FA (semantic-fruit) 2 €T | TR TICN-GFIGT (S5a)’
TEI-f52B (e A S AN @3 WSS W WS e W OfF, dw
@2 qefe Tawe! ¢ Ifea (oo (FATE | WS Gt FTOR Ty
e F& @ YOI TR A 7@, foasy, oo, s
FSFRNE RA I T S IR 9T qd-yw - |
feaafore wre IfeTe adwrer e (ITF T @ W, S5y FE
TS FCra TR fETaz 2 ofis-vF ((F Frag ghoww 79,
T, THCS SAICTFA FICS 0w, (T A1 f7rer2 I0ec=s, “(a)s meaning,
the signifier already postulates a reading, I grasp it through my eyes,
it has a sensory reality...there is a richness on it’ (. $39) | €®IT,

fe-formm R @t Wl W3 Sifts-HEt adrrer e Za
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19 ¢ ILTIST : TEHTN-GIET (559d) e we-adn fawsrs s 27

3fogm, afsy, fs, TR TONMTE (R I T, THIW @ =
o SV |

0.8 SIfFF 6% 737 fav-gires

& IR O (OIS (I SIfFs oz 339w F-giress fona Bz
77, O RIS foore afe (e Qe oz @3 Sead wE, afns
f-fozrm FRIETS O3 wfey T0w3 wgW 707 | W3 el Ressasw
WA GEE THCN-9F@E (559)) IAWomidrE N-eiyree R
WATS o | Q o TEE TrE TR TR (@, @ A fe- oot wiol
q wife Rena frwa a@es | ade 03t ofte-ize fe-femm
oS RY-(eT ROMA (FNAT 2bm AMEGS- MG os- s
IWIS! N IOAIYANRI By WEFFOId fos 3@ | a3 [vam Sfee-
QPTG (359)) oML I By WFF FA 67 /e w7, o= @fS
oIf¥e-fo7 e sdmer e @i iEne Tyl fing fizes ol offs
e ARers @ | wdie «ff w37 vy W TR A TEEEeR Ay P
SIS-FOTS RRIPTe 27 | T, 96 ML WO, MG @ S@gA
o7 Sifys-ores sEifors @ Iw i wd@w fTafaer sfvae 7@, a3
fifen afegite ¢ dfofge wqas aries T@ «ff oy 99, T ¢
ffze 8 93 wifts e TFHS T 1T | AVSE TS (1T, T4
AR (B IMeIfE 359y AER S RATTE TOAILITT SPGILAI
fer ofbte 3@ F@, 3 S [Ref swme e 9w
SRITS 71 T ¥y I OIfFs Fot o Toifiew Iy-mibee Twre 3,
T GG 35ad T JXST WAIYANER RS WA 0y orm Fonaw
«3fs Sifys FOTT 2@ wiew | w2l 57 a3 et wd (@E wtE
SIATA WG, a2 AfRdfere «ft wdmn ofis-or (@ Memd -
FTATS FABES T | F199 O (3 A 15T O OifFs ozt west
77, 72 @b o¥w fax e I Ife-oEr vg3 W fa-ores | v
7= A «fbs IR @, fr-ierem 3 3 9t (9fFs-fF) s i
(R-arTos) (AR U2 ICF AW I, I ©OfFs e 3 i
fin-arres fzore fofes a1 =@, o far-oreaft offs-free T
wafrrers M e fres Fowacs FoMRie zEs aFwATE are
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by e, s o

SAfgTer I W TG PR =@ W qfwwer @ 93 [l (=73
TS, AFE 8 AT | (A1, @2 FNL-TCIR 3-18NaR 0w g
wfirs -39, @rEy ot fzrer St @ oifte-tz Rewe 188 &
wd 31 e IS qad I Wiz | 1} L-cArrerae @ 9l 9
(AR MRS oo, @Sl IS ATFSAE @S II0e MM |
weRiofa, W3 fH-oorerEd TR e St A TeRe T e
fig IR W 9 F9 fe-cmfes @ Twm swe N
TAZETTRS, SRS T T-QITed (35)) IAFARBIE TN ARl
QIR TLRe AT s AFpe fRETta SwiRe Fatere ok Sfefaears
TN QT8 Y& (TS A7 T ¢ SRATIOR 9F TFYN IS | 21
i ICET-

...the form must constantly be able to be rooted again in the
meaning and to get there what nature it needs for its
nutriment; above all, it must be able to hide there. It is the
constant game of hide-and-seek between the meaning and the
form which defines myth. (Barthes, 1972: 118)
eE Sgferes SR Ieq () 8 Wfed W SRRl @
SRR Wy uB @ RAWAR qIEH 3o, o1 ors ewgsyd | @,
@2 FFIRRR (¥R faa giarersi toft Fa | fatse wtewan i
ARG qLIZ FA (ST AR |
©.¢ fFy-FieE Fy-cmfes
AT TS GG IGWIR TR Tfrai-arad (559)) fFw «s
QY %I AT S WIS FAET IR | (AN, QAT THPRATS M0
IR Aft oy TATSR Ta-3TTT TGN NL-Neq ST S Frora
e WA NG Fegem smemdt @ w3 4w o e =’
ooy @ WS | IR [EYrad T Ta 8 AE TG 8 (AR
&R A e Rt oaes ¢ Fredt 19w 93 TR IS
ICTY TR, O OF G2 IFAMLT METR e I AR e
TRIMNE QR 93 G TSI (T O AGoIi 8 FATNE A
AT | (@, @S IR IR SR @R RS 30ES
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fiie ¢ wdTEe : TT-QTTET (559’ Forzr get-adm e 5w 29

Afgafers e e Afice B9 @ | TS, WR-SCTRISA
TR (8 (TS I STHTIAFSR el ST TREE IR
a3 fgee @ (ONE 9T ST wifvFAre | e adE (3593)
TE o Rye TEs feTe wiR-ard ¢ SoEfasfas Erea
fi-carifeted MR P S (@S AT |

@ ¢ : 7@ ad RS SR o7 s e o : “Sfrred-gwEE (d5ad)-a3

omgn caft. o fagey WM AR TS fra- omes-y: fow Aifrem ¢ o
Fa (B Google Image) sffagies Tw (31 Google Image)

@ R f-wmm o fTen I awge fil-omfes Te 7
fg-crreted wEfEe qRens e e | ORE @ TR (@, 9F
fry-gr fY-opres TotE TR S@efs eR, O’ (GeAiedR Afsrs a
JCAIere 20 W2 TS IgMd [Co! (A AE, ©1-8 [WL-(gifes | @
e 7= A Qe LA TS A IReNR AR T ES S |
P fRR-CATIReS e Q@ AR @ PR AReN- AT T |
a2 fREafbrs =2 Fa9 o T A (559) S AEsA @ @fogfe
TATRACR SRS FCAA O G4TH @ I (@Ce Hied | e fns
foweifges T &K Paris Match <ifasm awm @ s wafs
TR o SififEs 3 et eiae =R (77 foa-e) mon =@
BIE S R Borge eaw | Ne-oanferes aprm 4 W3 B} fae
3 T @, e-ogres @ fwm wie R a3 2 wee @
o131, fftry ¢ (8 W= Ters fRe-anfes @ fnew gen e «oft

@] ATRE WAleRR, IW- TR ANey, Wfere 13 [,
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Titerd afs gwiar ey 3ern e fIRd e I, afme
Wi Ftr TR AEey el ¢ @feme fiy wRAE v
R | O fy-nifes fad TifFe fea qra e 97 W8 THPSTE
TG AR | SR (IPASIRZ O s qRen =1 | orl-caiforss e
fe-riferea sndad @ @, @A SE-gifes J7 TR FE AW
wfeg TErs fi-arifere Ifets afecs fog «ma | e w3 sfifes
QIR Y T% T AT T, Fer s, siieas), s§et, weters gomd
8 sm Fonft | e f-epfeter snr wfes Ao fowt-crem
fre 7ea fies wg faxfd w0 | ¥ was s w3l fins ags e
Wmm—a—amwrm | 7=t A< (Barthes, 1972) 3¢,

The concept reconstitutes a chain of causes and effects,
motlv\es and intentions. Unlike the form, the concept is no
way abstract: it is filled with situation. Through the concept,
it is a whole new history which is implanted in the myth.
(Barthes, 1972: 119)
IR (791 AR (@, e qren 91 fFe-crrifes an «ififos, sice wee
PETS A (@ TomTe (N T e, S, afewt 7w
0 SCATSTE! IR 9@ T 32 (AT T «ga 9F IfoZ-(po |
@iy fird Ffozerme wpa Ry 5jfoe 21 | ©iR «FR TS S5y A
00 e AR Ife Feamm (AR FHigen T e wEEe! yrad
T GONIYAZ FENS AMAT foFel ¢ 9t Fid O I dar I
W 9T IB-Refex Jym | W et qeifar St - sras
(5593) @ 2feams fomrr fwfe faeme @ o, o 71dwe! @it
Tz A ¢ TR T foF Ffer@ne T T@ (0 AF | 9O 9T
oy SomeRz o g2 fog amdadt S g 42w oy fog
2 ogay [Aife 297w O FEE SIwd I ey ¢ BN 0 Aoy =
@32 T FPUTCAIaT 8 AT (naturalized) T8 €6 | IR TS, (@A
XBAISITR TCAT 43 (TR WZ T0H TeTe fuga @ sy Ly |
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fom a :

R g (s%93)-a3 foa
fig- MR- d¢ (FFWR TR fie-  (Mres-0:  IEFT 9T WD
AN TRHE ME T WHA W 9T ez s (B¢3: Google Image)

Tea ST LA (3 Google Image)

s Ne-ores 8 fR-opforss wmenfes afg g w@ ad
(554%) N (T, I fel-mrfores SAPete f-(Aes TS A1 |
Trgerrt, A IEW, TR IR T AFTSHT 90 Y v
f9-mIfes I qReT AFTES W7 TFRD F-ores I FAfrs w2@ 29
gt @S A | 75 (oufre®, Meife SR Tt FfTel @ e
=7 R e TFMrN-aered (3593)'7 @t Fe-oifes aeers
O3 W@ TP T (A R-pTeS A =T Wiy Jow e T (o
o v A 3) | IBR WA-(ATerda @3 FAfGFR TR A 0@,
fig-cafes a1 finag qrReNfG f-aretes gomm 993 (poorer) | €32
gFfrror 7 Al ot g TR Gifvcew ot ARk gz fean
fariter f¥'s fe-taes @ fae-canferes 1< faao It

A signified can have several signifiers...It is also the case in
the mythical concept: it has at its disposal an unlimited mass
of signifiers:...I can find a thousand images which signify to
me French imperiality. This means that quantitively, the
concept is much poorer than the signifier, it often does
nothing but re-present itself. Poverty and richness are in
reverse proportion in the form and the concept: to the
qualitative poverty of the form, which is the repository of a
rarefied meaning, there corresponds the richness of the
concept which is open to the whole of history. (Barthes,
1972: 120)
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SR T AAifbz, $HaT Tgfors fofi @ &ew @ Frares dvm sare
@, Sifer 8 qrReF I @3 FEF ¢ Tgfaree [Eat s37e s4qe
RrorfroaTae AR @ Bore S | wdie fR-Anferes senfire
FYNG THAACII (AT (ATCS ANF | LT Y-capres ¢ [L-oapifores @2
-3 zeTR Rl fites RiSaed Fommerss fFom 3 | T 399
@35 frer fae-orere wdrs Fg-piwel @3fte @ U7 R
RS Hfve T Wk uft @ I wfame T 6w, ouf «ft
oqe fiter aRAeTS TfERe e | T, FLAe e wfeers
ARTTA FRAR O (RN I NS {7q0 TEe Wz A (@FIgRE I (@S
AR | @A 93 @R PITSl NPEed @ el Iforass us
@ Afrefe aw fate «ita | e finw [fe wwemm widvwrel @
AMFFOR MG Q7 (@ 7 [T qQOCR, (3 IR @A fad
wBsfe o) BAIDCTE HARGE Wedam ¢ VRN @ peemE Ne-

_ﬁwcwm|

Zﬁ ¢ ST RIS (359))' 3 @ so :v%ﬁ*m'-aw (3%a)-w3
Y- (ATTSS-8: QEMWCR AqTo=

> fy-cares-¢: orrenn Al (e
AT BIF ¢ IIF PR Fealtw offeamna ¢ (Se

fafgs (3¢7: Google Image) Google Image)

fom y: e - aatad (559d)- 93 fim pEE %ﬁ*rc-n - (ww) -4
g (res-v: A o - (79 q: TATIR oISt TS A9-
(¥1: Google Image ) eifer st (Best: Google Image)
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©.b AT BT - Q991 @ FfFCPT TaNTo!

GIATIA TG (AT AN (SR (T, 2 Frowae sifFs-Szwm afwam
wdfie ug AT BEmE st effe-trres ¢ Wt sifFs-mmfos fie
a9f oRefoz o = AR o 9Ib s Tme @
IR IR IS 7@ T | i 0 @ @I efEm iy
IR e fozrm @ fie-foomme wefts =z e @
FASIA TN LTS A IS 8 AFFE (RAFIRA @5 e
(TS 8 B qRe s g3t fe-mnfes fie @ fzm w6 @
TN @ AR 0 AR woarery a1 e Y | 3 afems @
i I,

I have called it: the signification. We can see that the
signification is the myth itself, just as the Saussurean sign is
the word (or more accurately the concrete unit). (Barthes,
1972: 121)

B @ f-foErar swfe fug-oires ¢ fig-@nferss g @ =
ot =3, (7 IR Al g @I e ke woAr A faweE s Y,
TR 9% FE-IE T IR A fe-anfos 1 g qreet age «aR
- (TeT I ISET SRR I AfS-HifHs (ofig Magew | wdie @3l
epfere e favey Wi woe Wl @ €A (NEd I I TS AfEe
wiw, amfe SRgM @ v Temedt e ¢F G A 106, 5N
1 fie wgR IRTTSrE ot 7w | TR WIS R R @ Forsd Afws
T ¢ Tk @ fed AfRfSe grae geona o N9-mres A IS
ToN A el 76T A WIS F-wfirwer (deformation) WG F;SA |
BIA (AT R (A, (A feed gofere WS @ Ioee $s9 @ fing
(R @S e dfeolfs 31 e Rmram | e fitwm g @3
TR e e et e We-oiteted Iae ARREd wEl T
IS COfA W | (T W 7T WD @3 [t 7fss zafz @,
W35 fie-rres @ fines @i west Affe Ers uts Teg M I
SETeige wd 31 gvfere 7@y | 7@t A4 fare @G e -
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...in myth the meaning is distorted by the concept. Of course,
this distortion is possible only the form of the myth is already
constituted by a linguistic meaning. (Barthes, 1972: 122)

QeItd &fsit fe? o f-ores a1 S $o9 aRe a1 fe-cifsres
TS SN I TRTTS] IST AE | @ IR e 7ga 9 A 793y
o @3fs qRRIRRS efemn | e afefd et mieR faw o were
e BfEIE, T PIA WoledE witere afsfifrgeat sifv-
forza afefre won Wl e Wb At | 92 S (Welch,
1973) wre, ‘F@0 MWL L Tor (R WAILRR TR wdEe! @3
@b @3 wSfAfEe ARIERITE [T T M (. ¢vo) |

@ e fieer Ry Tawe SHfeewe - o Suesea
T (RS A FAY IFEACRA O ¥ QAo I (@qCS AN |
TATZIrTEA, QT qow (@A wifge 5% (Fiske, 1990) 3@ anda
fites «3 foorm AfFAIEE A8 TZE @ AT & (QILCAT A S
faesa fora wrat qeates |

first order second order
~ A - o \
reality signs culre

{ V connotation

signifier
denotation |—>-f--- 4~

5@ so: fr% Torgifre andt ©ifss ¢ fax SO (B<: Fiske, 1990: 88)

frrE Borgifre yo WS fowa o% a1 A9, I Jore AYGS woites e
fafey foz-doicn e TfFs T o gt w@re | fof zrmg g
T wdfe wiffe forrmee A 9 (denotation) I wfefEs
A | e G (TR TEHB TR wdors AR | Wi
@ IFI YT TRAT (0 TR W (@ Afiw qrett R =w, o
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aefis 1 sfsqifae wid | frew 2 Sfsufas sefa oot Sowm 2z @2
AIFT TS N T@R© SE-(AITeF  (signifier) ¢ SMEI-¢Anfee
(signified) | SRR ATerdt SF-HTZ (sign) TBNS SII-(AITOA
(signifier) SR e @w zwat B¢ (connotation), SF I rHl-
feTsa (signifier) SfaEer A8 & 2re 2 (myth) | fFF esim
so fou I <@ W @, @ Al T ovfore e-forre ut T
F-oifvwrn ffid s @ yoe @3 srr-mer [fey smifstes
grrfifis 31 wRfre wd@y TR @ WA omrE [ @ eRE
JAET |

&% (Fiske, 1990) Togifers anda fR-FIowa oo <1 IR @, TS
#1fis St o-res oml-(retRe A e e wis, sqefs,
fo9-sRAl Terf g% =E SR 95Id (connotation) o & | wR W3R
g T orl-cAnfered (signified) S FfEs A1 wesre fowl-crel,
e 3 RS TN, ooy oefe 3o z toft 7 fae | e e
AMEE BE-cvent, A ¢ Afgfefes smi-cmferes TS
a5 SRz Y FwA 797 28T CF@ ONF WFAA W ffm 7w | W
weRE Iferes wd Tfrs 3B omsieeReT i R e
TS AGY F AT | 9@ A A I, ‘myth serve the ideological
function of naturalization’ (Bathes, 1977:45-46) | 3&9f1, orE1-forza
SI-(eTed AR Tgd (@ AT «=efl, e, bEl-coa 7@ 73
T B FTACH TGS A W, ©I7R forza Wl @3 fedty wues fw =1
¥ | e, I Woo, foEmee @2 denotation 8 connotation IESITA
g s@m (ideology) tefate @& 7d (Chandler, 2002:144) | @3
oA TR, €3 SR ARG iy T R I 2 @RS F 6 AW (@I
g oo oI A1 @ e Amfee-mogfes-aretafes yenTan
AN S S LR @ 4w, O Y T 0T @ sRM
WS ey T SR (FPQreial 7o el facerra md tefa 3
3 @2 I e 2fe-tee, Afey worERe FT (T | Y TR 7Y,
e oW SAfcTad e -Gl sgfie afesew @ fqfey
ARFReT BoAWE- T @AM, Reso@, Afzey, frgeen Torfors ot
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TG-GIFR I B @ QT TRA & Q3 (@fass weifhs
IBIS] (A Sy FAR (BB I | O3 STWEAEHE (Welch, 1973) T,
TFOR Wrel I AW I[EW @, @RI P A AsEE - w1l
GIRABANE SIfSFq FFH & (R (R | S &S0 & (A1 79
St 7 T A U efnfers i TS fBre e | o2 9@ Ty e
qeotfFe oA wdie WIS TS Wey A Fg (W2 | YA (@I Y [pIa
7 i afest @ T | @ @ AR GReifieeie 7 W e e
A3 A W7 AfTSs = | TamRerTaet, O3l Sww e a9 el (e
T TR PR R TIC (FF @ oA | Fg A A s
Efaas SRt @2 fitee Afiss W (Fiske, 1990:47) |

e s 9 e fiwte formee v @W (Third order of
signification) fZ0R 3941 Fwat= (Fiske and Hartley, 1978) 1| tdi#if3,
o=@ Graham Allen-93 o, 1 zE @b @feem (Meta-
language) W3¢ SR A8 @ (order) T ST AT FNT B FIG I
(Allen, 2003) |

8. e : wif¥s-forze wdre To=ga

fafey omre TR TR owl-IEa ¢ Oy foy Aww-ameer i
gIM | AR YR SIS SAMTTIRIS ©Ifvs-fo% fRowd faea st 93
FoC Rt ¢ wdore TR fAwnfbee Am-eiieerm ween e
T g fowfsat | wigfas sifdses gee ¢ TR fowawie
47! TR W G ATOIF SIS SAMNE BT TR Ifvs Fe
QFWT G TOFI-FIIANS (TIN I FCICRA, (OAf 93 FIICAIF N
g ML FFS IR | TS, i e w@ g oig
AwIfs g FoTS (7Y BT 8) 2 TIfs Bz afefims s
fafey efewm TR TR W3 IfFETs SR, Sqgfs, TemHTe
AT 7l 7FeoR ©INS-Brza @ s «fiqss gw aga e
TS R FA0E, ©-3 FAWE IE0RA | 93 Brwed @ A g
farifare foz-aRIee Topfte I e oifFs-Htea s =pifae
e Faess S-S oo IR A GoEd AN SACEBA FeATIe
oM SEAH TR | 9% IFAw afewfie wmz @, firelfye i cueg
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FNG-IBIS! A YT THAIGANZIZ, OF 4 TS F9t, @13 ief e
PRI & TTS CIPER SIRE-FIINANIE AT SR, AWg (13
T @I G0 STEpTfEs I fofas ewm w@ees | 97 ok | FeER
(3550) RS, -t wifvs-wrer faew afvam wg
connotation-a3 Y FHFS a3 - e stz | @ a7
faggs afan srerams fof emet Ftawen @, @zt fy-stows fe-cmferes
Afsfrrs T (FA FoAEIM A (RN &Y W | O3 fofv e FfFs
CRENGTAR 930 & (chain) e T I | TG fafeq oerz A
B T8l z@ 6o IR AeFhon M I 13l 791F 1w
a7 | T A Iz Y 7w By, ‘... a system of communication,
that it is a message’ (Barthes, R. 1972: 109) |

oz fiY ik AfE-oe ¢ e Tomire BEl-cea 8 F-adqE
If-@FE IR g faw IfE e Foete 8 @ e IEd
SIF oNSA AW | M, -3 oo @ oy o Aowfon o
foF1-vo T IR fewes Toweid IAfe I I ANIEe-
afszifiie TR TS R @ | 9eNRR wfRs e fifen avfrs
SIiffs-fores Wl sTopTRd 96 | o2 Y 9w @3 W s
SR TRFFeE IR AE G QA 4 ¢ IFIOR T ANGT]
fm w1 2W |

agife

SLBIPNGT, AT | (Sdbo) | JIea fErer fyd IR JFoi] P
‘T ¢ SIFA'T GNT | FEBOL: ATA (4

Ged, ETA! | (003) | I YICIT SAAT | TS : AFH(EAR
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