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Theories of Linguistic Stratification

—From Saussure to Halliday

XU Lai—juan'*
(1. College of International Studies, Southwest University, Chongqing 400715, China; 2. School of Foreign Languages,
Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009, China)

Abstract: The stratificational nature of language as sign is a core concern of modern linguistics.
Although Saussure himself did not study the stratificational nature of linguistic sign, his philosophical
understanding of the two binary opposites—signifier vs. signified, form vs. substance, arbitrariness
of the sign and linear character of the signal, provides a common theoretical background for
Hjelmslev, Lamb and Halliday to develop their stratificational theories. Based on a careful comparison
and contrast of how the strata are classified, what each stratum consists of and what the relationships
among and within the strata are, this paper describes and comments on the background and
development of the three linguists’ stratificational theories in order to have a better understanding of
the properties of linguistic sign.
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