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Language and social identity anthropology
1. What is the difference between designative and constitutive views of language?
The main discussion in Taylor’s book is about designative and constitutive language. According to his views, the two functions of communication are different based on different perspectives. According to constitutive aspects, language exists in a constitutive way, rather than in a designated purpose. Constitutive gives room for figuring out language from a different perspective, hence giving room for new meanings and new levels of behavior (Tylor, 2016, P3). Therefore, the language makes it easy to make new purposes. 
Contrary, designative language does not include illustrative functions of language. According to Tylor, human language incorporates different aspects like bodily gestures. The signs add value and improve the understanding of real-life situations. The language should also have social rituals to create distinctions between different languages. Designated language has specific aspects, and it fails to accommodate human life language aspects. Designative and constitutive views of language are therefore different based on consideration of human life. Based on Taylor's description, constitutive is more practical than designative. 
2. What is the difference between Saussure’s and Pierce’s ideas about the sign?
Signs play a crucial role in language. They make it easy for humans to understand instructions and simple forms of information. However, Saussure and Pierce have different views about signs. According to Saussure, signs are only applicable as part of a formal or abstract system. According to him, the idea does not apply to specific signs, but all sign structures in all types of languages. He argues that all languages involve different signifiers and signifieds. Pierce provides a different argument. According to him, there must be three conditions fulfilled for a sign to be relevant. The three critical elements include representant, interpretant, and the object. He explains Representament as the mode in which a sign changes into. He also groups types of signs into three forms, namely qualisign, sinsign, and legisign. Pierce says that signs can be in terms of icons, indices, or symbols (Bauman & Briggs, 2000). Unlike Saussure, who argues that signs are used based on formal systems, Pierce shows that people can tailor signs to fit any environment. 
3. Explain the Sapir- Whorf hypothesis.
Another name for the Sapir- Whorf hypothesis is linguistic relativity. It is a theory that supports the view that human language plays a vital role in the description of characters in the real world. The hypothesis provides that individuals’ native language determines the cognitive or person’s way of thinking. The assumptions show a significant relationship between language and thoughts. In terms of linguistics, the patterns of language vary based on cultural context; hence, people from different cultural backgrounds have different levels of understanding and reasoning capacity. Sapir and Whorf combined their ideas from traditional linguistics structures, but the arguments are still influential to date. Based on the argument, there are specific thoughts that can be understood by people who speak in the same language. Therefore, there are possibilities of misunderstanding and conflict of ideas between individuals speaking different languages (Whorf, 1943, p197). The approaches are applicable in the contemporary period, though a few improvements have been made to match the current trends.
4. Explain the relationship between rhematization, fractal recursivity and erasure
The terms rhematization, fractal, and recursivity are crucial in linguistics because they provide a foundation for different mapping ideologies. Rhematization is a process that involves the relationship between linguistics and structures of social groups. The connection is an immediate necessity that is historical or conventional. The linguistic features in rhematization are considered to be iconic to the speakers of an identified language.
Fractal recursivity is an idea that proves that the distinctions made to be rhematized used to form other related factors. The notion also provides that it is essential to know that some oppositions which differentiate certain groups from others on a larger scale can also be in the same classifications.
Erasure is the process where the distinctions from the fractal recursivity are formed and maintained. Erasure is intertwined with both rhematization and fractal recursivity because it involves erasure of any form of differentiation. It determines what to be rhematized and what becomes recursive. 
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