
"  Represented in Figure 5  is an  extension o f the Ogden-Richards' 
triangle. This illustration is intended 10 suggest that the sim i­
larities and differences betw een visual-iconic signs and nonsign 
visua l disp lays can be ranged along a continuum . The left-hand 
triangle (labeled I) is sim ilar to the O gden-Richards' triangle. 
T he dotted base line indicates that sign  and referent have no 
necessary (intrinsic, natural) connection; rather, that the con­

nection is inside the interpreter in  the form  o f  a concept or re­
ferent— invo lving , presum ably, som e kind o f  language-related

change in the functioning o f  the nervou s system . The connection 
referred to  is arb itrary  and learned.

T h e w hite circle* around the base com ers o f  each triangle 

(those standing fo r  " s ig n "  and "re fere n t") are intended to sug­
gest that a  sig n  is  to be regarded as a  sign  category, and a refer­
ent, a s  a  referent category. T hu s, these circles represent category 

boundary lines. In  the N o. I case, there is no overlap  o f  the sign/ 

referent categories. Th is indicates a  total lack o f com m onality o f 
a n y  criteria! attributes hs betw een sign  and referent; hence, the 

relationship depicted is noniconic.
In  N o. II, there is a  slight overlapp ing  o f the sign/referent 

boundary lines. This pictures the state o f  affairs that exist when 
h ig h ly  schematized iconic sig n s are em ployed. Exam ples would 

be such as those found in  the language-through-pictures texts 
authored by I. A . R ichards and his gro up  (e .g ., Spanish  Through  

Pictu rei  b y  R ichards, M etcalf, and G ibson  [ 17 ] ) . T he status, as 
signs, o f representations suggested b y  the N o. II case w ould not 
ordinarily  be in doubt u nless they w ere em ployed by an  inter­
preter fam ily  w hose m em bers had rather heterogeneous linguis­
tic histories.

N o. I l l is intended to su ggest the case in which the iconic signs 
are " li fe lik e ."  T here w ould som etim es be doubt in such cases as 

to w hether the representations involved  could valid ly  be 
thought o f as signs, o r  w heth er it w ould be more justifiable to 

regard them as nonsign v isu a l disp lays.
N o. IV  depicts the state o f  affairs w herein  the sign/referent 

distinction begins to van ish , o r van ishes. W hen this distinction 
vanishes, no signs at all are in v o lve d ; hence, the conceptual lan­

guage o f  sem iotic (i.e., the "sc ien c e"  o f  signs) is no longer useful. 

R ather, the area o f interest is perception p er se, and the concep­
tual language o f  perception w ould be m ost useful. One o f the 

v ery  best exam ples o f the perceptual approach to the study of 
pictures can be found in th is journal (8 ) ."

KNOWLTON, James Q., 1966, On the Definition of
"Picturd1, in: Audio-Visual Communication Review 
XIV,2 (Summer 1966), S. 157-183


