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Inngangur

Féir hafa verid eins aberandi 1 fracdasamfélaginu eftir sidari heimsstyrj-
old og bandariski malvisindamaourinn og heimspekingurinn Noam
Chomsky. Samkvamt The Arts and Humanities Citation Index var meira til
hans vitnad arin 1980-1992 en nokkurs annars freedimanns, enda er ekki
bara naudsynlegt ad taka dillit til skrifa hans i malvisindum, hugraenni heim-
speki og salfraeedi heldur einnig 1 stjornmalafraeodi og stjiornmalaheimspeki. Pvi
veldur ekki sist st gagnryni sem hann hefur haldid uppi aratugum saman a
utanrikisstefnu Bandarikjanna og hin 6vaegna greining @ markmioum hennar
sem hann hefur sett fram. Pad er pessi blanda af freedilegum skrifum um
malvisindi sem hugraen fraedi og strangri adgerdastefnu 4 stjiornmalasvioinu
sem gerir verk Chomskys svona ahugaverd — og manninn mikla radgatu.
Peir sem pekkja til verka hans @ 60ru svidinu veroa stundum furdu lostnir
pegar peir kynnast hinni hlidinni, baedi ad pvi er varodar inntak og adferdir:
Annars vegar setur hann fram formlegar kenningar um tungumalio og likon
af malkunnattunni og hins vegar skrifar hann hvassa gagnryni 4 stjornmala-
svioinu, studda fjolmoérgum tilvisunum og gdgnum. Sigrin Juliusdottr er
medal peirra sem hafa oroid undrandi 4 pessum oliku viofangsefnum, en
hun kynntist fyrst verkum og hugmyndum Chomskys sem adgerdasinna,
eins og fram kemur i kafla hennar i pessu riti.

Pessi bok a ad gefa hugmynd um ahrif Chomskys a peim tveim svidum
sem na var lyst. T fyrri hlutanum er fjallad um dhrif hans innan mélvisinda
sem hugrenna fracda og 1 peim sidari um hugmyndir hans 4 stjornmala-
svioinu. Bokin a raetur ad rekja til malstofu eda namskeios um Chomsky og
hugmyndir hans, en pad var haldid vid Haskola Islands 4 haustmisseri 2011
pegar skolinn var ad halda upp a 100 ara atmaeli sitt. Pa var Chomsky heiod-
ursfyrirlesari Hugvisindasvids (sja formala Astrads Eysteinssonar ad pessu
riti) og flutti annars vegar fyrirlestur um malvisindalegt efni 4 namskeioinu
(sjd 1. kafla pessa rits) og hins vegar opinberan fyrirlestur um alpjodastjorn-
mal (sja 13. kafla).

Innan malvisinda bylti Chomsky rikjandi stefnu i Bandarikjunum, en hin
var byggd 4 hugmyndum atferlissinna (e. bebaviorists), formgerdarstefnu (e.
structuralism) og raunhyggju (e. empiricism). Lykillinn ad® pessu var hinn
hvassi ritdomur Chomskys um bok Skinners Verbal Bebavior (Chomsky
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1939, sbr. katla Jorgens Pind i pessu riti). Med pessu bjo Chomsky i raun til
nyja rannsoknarstefnu (e. paradigm), par sem hann endurlifgadi rokhyggj-
una svonetndu (e. rationalism), en hun hatoi ekki att upp a pallbordid um
skeid. T samraemi vid hana beindi hann athyglinni ad hugarstarfi mannsins
og eiginleikum mannshugans og notaoi til pess formlegar adferdir og tilgatu-
smid sem voru i meira samraemi vio paer stefnur sem einkenndu visindastorf
eftir a0 Einstein setti mark sitt 4 pau (sja 1. kafla 1 pessu riti). Pessi bylting
innan malvisindanna (sja kafla Hoskuldar Prainssonar i pessu riti) hafoi lika
ahrif 4 hugfraedibyltinguna (e. cognitive revolution) 1 salfraedi par sem margir
salfracdingar sneru lika baki vio atferlisstefnunni og foru ad leggja meiri
dherslu 4 ad rannsaka starfsemi hugans (sja kafla Jérgens Pind og Arna
Kristjanssonar i pessu riti).

Malvisindi Chomskys mida ad pvi ad varpa ljosi 4 pau logmal hugar-
starfsins sem liggja ad baki malkunnattunni eda hinni edlislaegu tilhneigingu
mannsins til ad tileinka sér tungumal og nota pad. Politisku skritin mida
hins vegar ad pvi ad ‘syna fram 4 pad sem ctti ad vera augljost hverjum
vitibornum manni sem gefur pvi einhvern gaum’, nefnilega ‘a® vald og for-
réttindi skipta eins miklu mali og hver maour zetti ad geta sagt sér sjalfur’
(Chomsky 1986:xxviii). Hvort sem um er ao racda Vietnamstrioio, afskipti
Bandarikjanna af malefnum Suodur-Ameriku, viobrogd Bandarikjanna vid
innrasinni i Austur-Timor eda pa Iraksstridid hefur Chomsky synt fram a
hvad Bandarikjamenn voru i raun a® gera. Par hefur hann t.d. synt fram a
fullkomid 6samraemi a milli markmioa Bandarikjanna i ordi og raunverulegra
gerda peirra. Hann hefur reynt ad skyra hvernig pad ma vera ad borgarar i
Ivoraedisriki geti verio fullkomlega ovitandi um stadreyndir sem ma finna i
opinberum gognum: ‘Almenningur veit ekki hvad er ad gerast og veit ekki
einu sinni ad hann veit pad ekki’ (Chomsky og Barsamian 1993:4). Likan
hans af pvi hvernig aroori er dreift 1 lyoraoisrikjum (Chomsky 1989, Herman
og Chomsky 1988) er til umraedu i kafla Mariu Kristjansdottur 1 pessu riti.

Ein besta lysingin a vidfangsefnum og dhugamalum Chomskys er i for-
mala bokarinnar Knowledge of Language (Chomsky 1986). Par segir hann ad
meginatrioin felist 1 raun 1 tveim radgatum sem hann kallar annars vegar rao-
gatu Platons (e. Plato’s Problem) og hins vegar radgatu Orwells (e. Orwell's
Problem). Radgata Platons felst 1 pvi ad ‘skyra hvernig vid vitum svona mikio
pratt fyrir fatekleg gogn’ (Chomsky 1986:xxv): Vid sjaum litrikan og pri-
vidan heim 1 kringum okkur en sjonskynjunin er samt ekki gefin fyrirfram,
ef svo ma segja, heldur raedst hun af pvi hvernig mannsheilinn vinnur ur
upplysingum fra skilningarvitunum og byr sér til sérstaka (og sér-mannlega)
mynd af umheiminum (sja kafla Arna Kristjanssonar i pessu riti). A svipadan
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hatt tileinka bom sér undrafljott flokid malkerfi sem pau fa p6 adeins brota-
kenndar, tilviljanakenndar og oft villandi visbendingar um (sja kafla Sigridar
Sigurjonsdottur). Af pessu dregur Chomsky pa dlyktun ad mannskepnan hafi
sérstakan erfoabundinn heefileika til pess ad vinna tr gognum af dkvedinni
gero a tiltekinn hatt. Petta er eitt af grundvallarsjonarmioum rokhyggjunnar,
p.e. ad mannskepnan sé faedd med sérstakan hugbanao (e. mental facul-
ties) sem gerir henni kleift ad skynja og skilja umhverti sitt a tiltekinn hatt.
Hugurinn er ekki bara 6skrifad blad (e. blank slate, . tabula rasa) sem fyllist
smam saman vegna tiltekinna viobragoa vid areitum i umhverfinu.

St hugmynd ad malid eigi sér reetur i salarlifi einstaklingsins og proist a
svipadan hatt og liffeeri, had erfdabundinni forskrift, felur 1 sér ad rannsokn
pess verour fremur 4 svioi nattGruvisinda eda liffreedi en menningarfraeda.
Pessi afstada er gagnrynd i kafla Kristjins Arnasonar, en hann hallast fremur
ad peirri nalgun sem Halliday hefur feert rok fyrir og er oftast kollud systemic
Junctional grammar a ensku. Kristjan bendir 4 ad malvisindi Hallidays séu
ein grein 4 meidi funksjonalisma eoda virknihyggju (e. functionalism). Af-
stada Hallidays felur 1 sér ad litid er 4 tungumalio sem felagslegt taknkertfi,
menningarlega sameign sem einstaklingar geta nytt sér. Ahersla Chomskys
a salfraedilegu hlidina — eda ‘innra mal’ einstaklingsins andsteett ‘ytra mali’
i sidari skrifum (sja kafla Hoskuldar Priainssonar) — hefur lika dhrif 4 pad
hvers konar gogn er hacgt ad nyta til pess ad proa kenningar um eiginleika
malkerfisins. Chomsky hefur t.d. 1o6ngum verid vantrtadur a gildi textasatna
eda gagnasafna (e. fext corpora) sem hjalpartackja vio greiningu mannlegs
mals. Eiritkur Rognvaldsson fjallar um pessa tortryggni 1 sinum kafla og synir
hvernig malvisindamenn sem starfa i anda Chomskys hafa 4 sidari arum
oolast nyja tra 4 gagnasofn sem nytileg taeki vio formlegar malfraedirann-
soknir.

Tilgatan um ad malinu megi likja vio erfoafracdilega skilyrt liffaeri (kenn-
ingin um meofaddan malhaefileika) felur i sér skyra adgreiningu milli manna
og annarra dyra, par 4 meodal mannapa eda primata, ad pvi er vardar mal-
hatileika og meofedda tilhneigingu til mdls. Gagnrok gegn pessari hug-
mynd eru reifud 1 kafla Gisla Palssonar. Onnur hlid 4 pessu mali er hvort
menn tileinki sér fyrsta mal Cmoourmal’; e. native language) a sama hatt og
annad mal eda sidari mal. Nytist meodfaeddi malhaefileikinn eda medfadda
malpekkingin peim sem eru ao tileinka sér annad mal eda hafa menn ekki
adgang a0 pessum hjilpargbgnum nema 4 tilteknu proskaskeioi? Birna Arn-
bjornsdottir raedir pessa spurningu i sinum kafla 1 tengslum vio ahrif kenn-
inga Chomskys 4 rannsoknir 4 60ru mali.

Kenningin um meofeddan malhefileika eda malpekkingu hefur lika
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ahrif 4 rannsoknir a algildismalfracdi. Ef mannskepnan hefur haefileika til
ad tileinka sér mal 4 fyrirfram akvedinn hatt maetti buast vid ad tungu-
mal heimsins hefou einhver algild einkenni. Hins vegar virdast tungumal i
fliotu bragoi akatlega margbreytileg. Porhallur Eyporsson og Johannes Gisli
Jonsson racoa algildismalfredi (e. Universal Grammar) og malgerdafredi (e.
typology) 1 sinum koflum.

Radgita Orwells er andstaedan vid raogatu Platons, p.e. “ad skyra hvernig
a pvi stendur ad vid vitum svona litid pott vio hofum svona miklar upp-
lysingar’ (Chomsky 1986:xxv). Petta er sérstaklega merkilegt pegar pess er
geett hversu mikid er til af opinberum upplysingum i lyoreodisrikjum, ad
ekki sé minnst 4 pad ad hinn almenni borgari 1 [yoracoisriki hefur gdoa til-
finningu fyrir fjarhagslegum og félagslegum porfum sinum. Hvernig ma pao
pa vera ad peir sem hafa voldin og njota forréttinda i 1yoraeodisrikjum geti
‘innreett folki skodanir sem pad heldur fast 1 og hafa almenna tutbreioslu
pott paer eigi ekki vio nein rok ad stydjast og séu oft beinlinis 1 andstoou
Vi stadreyndir sem blasa vid 1 kringum okkur’ (Chomsky 1986:xxvii) og
pjona adeins hagsmunum farra Gtvalinna og ekki hins almenna borgara?
Guoni Elisson reedir svor Chomskys vio rddgatu Orwells og tengir pau vid
gagnryni hans 4 menntamenn postmodernismans og hugmyndir hans um
samfélagslegt hlutverk hins gagnryna menntamanns. A svipudum nétum
ber Sigran Jaliusdottir saman politisk skrif Chomskys og Foucaults og litur
svo a ad meo olikri nalgun baeti peir hvor annan upp sem fyrirmyndir fyrir
adgerdasinna og gagnryna félagsvisindamenn. T kafla Giorgios Baruchello
er svo synt fram a osamraemio 4 milli pess sem dhrifamenn 1 vioskiptum og
ffarmalum segja gjarna opinberlega um stefnu sina og pess sem peir gera i
raun og veru. Petta er gert 1 ljosi gagnryni Chomskys og McMurtrys a frjals-
hyggjuna og pvi haldid fram ad pad oOhefta vioskiptafrelsi sem leiddi til
hrunsins arid 2008 eigi litid skylt vio pzer hugmyndir sem Adam Smith setti
fram 4 sinum tima um hinn frjalsa markao.

Chomsky litur svo 4 ad radgatur Platons og Orwells séu olikar 1 eoli sinu.,
Raodgata Platons er visindalegt viofangsefni: ‘Viofangsefnid er ad uppgotva
freedilegar skyringar, oft duldar og ohlutstaedar, a fyrithaerum sem virdast a
yfirbordinu vera ruglingsleg, sjalfum sér 6samkvam og Oskipuleg’ (Chomsky
1986:xxviii). Petta er ‘djapt og fraedilega spennandi’ vidfangsefni (Chomsky
1986:xxix) sem reynir 4 polmork andlegrar getu. Chomsky hefur idulega
latio 1 ljos efasemdir um ad mannshugurinn raoi vio ad setja fram marktaekar
freedikenningar um slik viotangsefni, t.d. a pessa leio (t.d. 1995:10, pyo.
Hb):

14



INNGANGUR

Visindalegar rannsoknir 4 umhverfi okkar og eoli eru sérstakt
viofangsefni sem kallar 4 akveona tegund skilnings. Slikan
skilning getur maourinn 6olast 4 nokkrum svioum pegar haegt
er ad einfalda Grlausnarefnin neegilega mikid. A medan holdum
vio afram ad lifa lifinu og glima eftir bestu getu vio viofangsefni
sem eru dkaflega margbrotin og alltof flokin 1 edli sinu til pess
a0 vio hofum nokkra von um ad uppgotva einhver dypri 1ogmal
til ad skyra pau, ef slik l6gmal eru yfirleitt til.

Chomsky hetur veika von um ad haegt sé ad proa visindalega kenningu um
tengs! forms og merkingar i mannlegu mali, p.e. pa i gegnum rannsoknir 4
setningafracdinni, en segir pod (Chomsky 1995:23, pyo. HP):

Ymsar mikilvaegar spurningar eru samt handan pess sem vid
hofum ndd tokum a. Hvaoa atrioi eru til deemis hluti af mal-
svioinu (e. language faculty) sérstaklega fremur en 60rum svio-
um hugans sem malsvioiod tengist? Hvernig tengist ordatordinn
til daemis skodunum okkar og vidhortum (e. belief systems)?
Spurningar af pessu tagi tengjast pvi hvad pao er sem folk veit
eoa kann, ekki pvi hvad pad gerir. Pott vio hefoum svor vio
pessum spurningum @ttum vio samt langt i land med a0 skilja
hvernig pessi pekkingarkerfi eru notud. Pao er erfitt ad finna
mikio 1 ollum pessum aragria viofangsefna sem haegt er ad
segja ad vid getum rannsakad a visindalegan hatt.

Pessar efasemdir um pad hvaod haegt sé ad rannsaka 4 raunhaefan hatt liggja
ad baki tvibentri afstoou Chomskys til merkingarfracodi og pvi ad hann skuli
hatna adferoum hugraenna malvisinda (e. cognitive linguistics, sja katla Matt-
hews Whelpton og kafla Porhalls Eyporssonar).

Raogita Orwells er auglioslega ekki medal pess sem haegt er ad rannsaka
a visindalegan hatt, ad mati Chomskys. En pad dregur ekki ur mikilveegi
hennar. Chomsky Iykur formala sinum ad Knowledge of Language a pessa
leid (1986:xxix, pyo. HP):

Raogata Platons er djupt og fraedilega spennandi viofangsefni.
Riodgata Orwells er pad hins vegar miklu sidur, synist mér. En
ef vid getum ekki attad okkur a radgatu Orwells og gert okkur

grein fyrir mikilvaegi hennar 1 félagslegu og menningarlegu lifi
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okkar, og fundio lausn a henni, eru ekki miklar likur til pess ad
mannkynio lifi naegilega lengi til pess ad vido getum fundio svor
vid raogatu Platons né nokkrum 6orum viofangsefnum sem eru
ograndi fyrir skynsemi og imyndunarafl.

Raogata Platons er pvi kannski st sem ograr og orvar huga hins hugsandi
visindamanns og heimspekings en radgata Orwells snyst um pao ao lifa af.

Pad er erfitt a0 hugsa sér betri heidursgest fyrir Hugvisindasvio Haskola
Islands 4 aldarafmeli skolans en manninn sem hefur stodugt dregid i efa
pad sem vio hofum litid a4 sem vidtekin sannindi og hvatt okkur til ad beita
gagnrynni hugsun 4 pau viofangsefni sem blasa vid, hvort sem pau eru
freedileg eda politisk.
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Introduction

ew figures rise above the intellectual landscape of the post-war 20th
Fcenmw as prominently as the American linguist and philosopher Noam
Chomsky. The Arts and Humanities Citation Index listed Chomsky as the
most cited scholar 1980-1992 and he remains an unavoidable reference point
not just in linguistics, philosophy of mind and cognitive psychology but also
in political science, due to his long-standing critique of American foreign
policy and his merciless dissection of its motives. It is this combination of
theoretical work on linguistics as a cognitive science and robust political
activism which makes Chomsky’s output so fascinating — and so puzzling.
Those who encounter Chomsky's work in one sphere can be astonished by
his work in the other, in terms of both content and method — abstract for-
mal modelling in linguistics versus detailed documentary criticism in politics
— as Sigran Juliusdottir admits in her chapter in this volume, having first
encountered Chomsky's work as a political activist.

This volume reflects these two major areas of influence, the first section
dealing with Chomsky’s work in linguistics as a cognitive science and the
second with his political writings. The volume grows out of a seminar on
Chomsky’s work held at the University of Iceland in 2011 during its cen-
tenary celebrations, when Professor Chomsky was the guest of honour of
the School of Humanities and held both a seminar lecture on linguistics
(Chapter 1 in this volume) and a public lecture on international politics
(Chapter 13 in this volume).

Within linguistics, Chomsky overturned the dominant school of Amer-
ican linguistics of the 1950s, founded on the assumptions of behaviourism,
structuralism and empiricism, with his devastating critique of Skinner’s
Verbal Bebavior (Chomsky 1959) and established a new paradigm which
revived the discredited school of rationalism, directing attention again to
man’s inner life and the organisation of his mental faculties, using scientific
methods of formalisation and theory construction more characteristic of the
post-Einstein era (see Chomsky in this volume, Chapter 1). This revolu-
tion in linguistics (see Hoskuldur Prainsson in this volume) also fuelled a
revolution in psychology, again moving from the dominant paradigm of
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behaviourism to a new emphasis on cognition (see Jérgen Pind and Arni
Kristjansson in this volume).

Where Chomsky's linguistic analysis seeks to expose deep principles of
mental organisation that underlie the human propensity of language, his
political writing aims “to illustrate what should be fairly obvious to a rational
observer even on superficial inspection”, namely “that power and privilege
function much as any rational mind would expect” (Chomsky 1986:xxviii).
Whether it be the Vietnam War, the U.S. engagement in Latin America, the
U.S. response to the invasion of East Timor or the Iraq War, Chomsky has
documented U.S. actions abroad and the stated aims of U.S. policy makers
and exposed how completely out of keeping these actions are with the
widely promoted national narrative concerning those motives and actions.
He has sought to explain how the citizens of a democratic country could
remain so completely ignorant of facts which are a matter of public record:
“the general population doesn’t know what's happening, and it doesn’t even
know that it doesn’t know” (Chomsky and Barsamian 1993:4). His model for
propaganda in a democratic society (Chomsky 1989, Herman and Chomsky
1988) is explored by Maria Kristjansdottir in this volume.

In one of the most elegant summaries of his intellectual preoccupations,
the Preface to Knowledge of Language, Chomsky characterises these two
strands in his work in terms of two problems which he dubs Plato’s Problem
and Orwell’s Problem. Plato’s Problem “is the problem of explaining how
we can know so much given that we have such limited evidence” (Chomsky
1986:xxv): we see a richly coloured world in three dimensions but that per-
ception is not given pre-packaged by the environment but rather is a result
of the way that the human brain processes information from the senses and
constructs a particular (human) perception of it (see Arni Kristjansson in
this volume); similarly, human children acquire with extraordinary rapidity
a complex structured system of communication for which the evidence is
fragmentary, episodic and often unreliable (see Sigriour Sigurjonsdottir in
this volume). Chomsky's conclusion is that humans come genetically pre-
pared for processing experiences of certain kinds in a particular way: this is
the premise of rationalism, that humans are innately endowed with mental
faculties that allow them to apprehend their environment in a particular
way; they are not merely blank slates who must be conditioned into a par-
ticular set of responses by environmental stimuli.

The assumption that language is an aspect of individual psychology which
develops much like a biological organ under genetic constraints moves lin-
guistics from the domain of cultural theory into the domain of the natural
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sciences. This move is criticised in this volume by Kristjin Arnason, who
argues in favour of Halliday’s Systemic Functional Grammar, which charac-
terises language as a social semiotic system, a collective cultural resource
upon which an individual may draw. This emphasis on individual psycholo-
gy —and [-language as opposed to E-language in later work (see Hoskuldur
Prainsson in this volume) — also has implications for the proper sources of
evidence that one can use to develop scientific theories of linguistic organi-
sation. In particular, Chomsky has been consistently sceptical of the value of
text corpora in the analysis of language; Eirikur Rognvaldsson explores this
scepticism and shows how contemporary linguists in the Chomskean tradi-
tion have reclaimed the text corpus as a useful tool for formal analysis.

The claim that language is a genetically constrained biological organ (the
innateness hypothesis) implies a sharp distinction between humans and
other animals, including primates, in terms of the natural propensity for
language, an assumption challenged by Gisli Pdlsson in this volume. It also
raises the question of whether first (native) languages and second languages
are acquired in the same way: does innate knowledge support second lan-
guage acquisition or is it limited to a particular period of biological develop-
ment? Birna Arnbjornsdottir reviews the influence of Chomsky’s work on the
study of second language acquisition.

The innateness hypothesis also has important implications for the study of
universals in human language: if humans as a species come pre-prepared to
learn languages in a particular way, then one would expect to find universal
properties in human linguistic systems; common sense is however struck by
the diversity of forms that human languages take. Porhallur Eyporsson and
Johannes Gisli Jonsson discuss the implications for universals and linguistic
typology in Chomsky’s work.

Orwell’s Problem is the converse of Plato’s Problem: It “is the problem
of explaining how we can know so little, given that we have so much evi-
dence” (Chomsky 1986:xxv), in particular, given the wide range of public
documentation available in democracies, not to mention a democratic citi-
zens awareness of their own financial and social interests, how is it possible
for the powerful and the privileged in democratic societies “to instill be-
liefs that are firmly held and widely accepted although they are completely
without foundation and often plainly at variance with obvious facts about
the world around us” (Chomsky 1986:xxvii) and which serve the elite and
not the ordinary citizen. Guoni Elisson explores Chomsky’s response to
Orwell's Problem, setting it in the context of his critique of postmodernist
intellectuals and identitying Chomsky’s own view of the role of the public
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intellectual. Similarly, Sigran Jaliusdottir compares the political writings of
Chomsky and Foucault but sees the work of these two opposing figures
as complementary in their importance for political activists and social sci-
entists. Giorgio Baruchello offers a case study in the tension between the
publically supported narrative of the business elite and its actual practice by
considering Chomsky’s and McMurtry’s critique of free-market capitalism,
arguing that the free-market ideology that led to the 2008 economic crisis
has little to do with the free-market capitalism of Adam Smith.

Chomsky sees Plato’s and Orwell’s Problems as problems of fundamen-
tally difterent types. Plato’s Problem is a scientific problem: “The problem is
to discover explanatory principles, often hidden and abstract, to make some
sense of phenomena that seem on the surface chaotic, discordant, lacking
any meaningful pattern” (Chomsky 1986:xxviii). It is a “deep and intellectu-
ally exciting” (1986:xxix) problem that challenges the limits of the human
scientific capacity. Chomsky (1995:10) has consistently expressed a qualified
scepticism concerning the degree to which the human mind is capable of
formulating meaningful scientific theories on such topics.

Naturalistic inquiry is a particular human enterprise that seeks
a special kind of understanding, attainable for humans in some
few domains when problems can be simplified enough. Mean-
while, we live our lives, facing as best we can problems of radi-
cally different kinds, far too rich in character for us to hope to
be able to discern explanatory principles of any depth, if these
even exist.

He remains cautiously optimistic concerning the prospects for developing
a meaningful scientific theory of the relation between form and meaning in
natural language, i.e. the study of syntax, but (Chomsky 1995:23):

Important and obscure questions still lie beyond: in what re-
spects, for example, do these properties belong to the language
faculty as distinct from other faculties of mind to which it is
linked? How do lexical resources relate to belief systems, for
example? Such questions remain within the domain of what
people know, not what they do. Answers to them would still
leave us far short of understanding how the resources of the
cognitive systems are put to use. From this welter of issues it is
hard to see how to extricate very much that might be subjected
to naturalistic inquiry.
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This scepticism underlies his ambivalent attitude to semantics and his rejec-
tion of the school of cognitive linguistics (see Matthew Whelpton and Por-
hallur Eyporsson in this volume).

Orwell’s Problem is clearly not included in the domain for which natu-

ralistic, i.e. scientific, enquiry is possible in Chomsky’s view. However, that
does not make it any the less compelling or essential. Chomsky (1986:xxix)
concludes his Preface to Knowledge of Language with the words:
Plato’s problem is deep and intellectually exciting; Orwell’s
problem, in contrast, seems to me much less so. But unless we
can come to understand Orwell’s problem and to recognize its
significance to our own social and cultural life, and to overcome
it, the chances are slim that the human species will survive long
enough to discover the answer to Plato’s problem or others that
challenge the intellect and the imagination.

Plato’s Problem may be the one that challenges and excites the enquiring
mind of the scientist and philosopher but Orwell’s Problem is a question of
survival.

For the centenary celebrations of the University of Iceland, there could be
no more appropriate guest of honour tor the School of Humanities than a
man who has relentlessly challenged established platitudes and urged the
application of our shared critical facilities to the problems that confront us,
both scientific and political.



CHOMSKY — MAL, SAL OG SAMFELAG

REFERENCES

Chomsky, Noam. 1959. Review of Verbal Bebavior by B. F. Skinner. Langiage
35:26-38.

Chomsky, Noam. 1986. Knowledge of Language. Its Nature, Origin, and Use. Praeger,
New York.

Chomsky, Noam. 1989. Necesscry Hlusions. Thought Control in Democrdatic Societies.
South End Press, Boston, MA.

Chomsky, Noam. 1995. Language and nature. Mind 104:1-61.

Chomsky, Noam, and David Barsamian. 1993. The Prosperous Few and the Restless
Many. Odonian Press, Berkeley CA.

Herman, Edward S., and Noam Chomsky. 1988. Manufacturing Consenlt. The Political
Lconomy of the Mass Media. Pantheon, New York.

Maithew Whelpton

Faculty of Foreign Langitages, Literature and Lingiiistics
School of Huwmanities

University of Iceland

whelpton@hi.is

Héskuldur Prainsson

Faculty of Icelandic and Comparative Cullural Studies
School of Humanities

University of lcelancd

hoski@hi.is

22



RITRYNT

Fracdilegur ritstjori: Olafir Pall fonsson
Ritrynum bokarinnar er paklkad peirra framlag

Chomsky - Mdl, sal og samfélag
Ritstjorar: Hoskuldur Prainsson og Mattbew Whelpton
© Hofundar

Umbrot og kapuhonnun: Helgi Hilmearsson
Prentun: Litlaprent ebf.
Leturgerd meginmals er GaramondIS 10,2 pt 4 13,4 pt. faeti

Printed in Iceland
Haskolatutgafan
haskolautgafan.hi.is/ bu@hi.is
2013

Oll réttindi dskilin.
Bok pessa ma ekki afrita med neinum haetti, svo sem
liosmyndun, prentun, hljdaritun eda 4 annan sambacrilegan hatt,

a® hluta eda 1 heild, an skriflegs leyfis hofunda og ttgefanda.

U201335
ISBN: 978-9935-23-016-4



Efnisyfirlit

Hofundar efnis. ..o 7
Astradur Eysteinsson: Formali.....oooooooiiiiii 9

Matthew Whelpton og
Hoskuldur Prainsson:  TNNGANGUT .ooeiiiiiiiii e 11

INtrodUuCtion . ... 17

FYRRI HLUTI: MAPUR, MAL OG SAL

1. Noam Chomsky: The ‘Generative Enterprise’:

Its Origins, Goals, and Prospects............. 27
2. Hoskuldur Prainsson:  Malfreedibylting Chomskys.......oooovonin 47
3. Jorgen L. Pind: Chomsky og hugfredibyltingin............... 71
4. Arni Kristjansson: Meoftedd hugartaeki: Noam Chomsky

og nutimakenningar um sjonskynjun ...... 87
5. Sigridur Sigurjénsdottir: Maltaka barna og medteddur

malheefileiki............. 107
6. Gisli Palsson: Orkin hans Noa:

Nim Chimpsky og vid hin....................... 129
7. Porhallur Eyporsson:  Malmyndun, malkunnitta og

algildismalfracdi......ooooeiioiii 149
8. Matthew Whelpton: Chomsky: Hostile to Semantics? .............. 173
9. Eirikur Rognvaldsson:  Chomsky og gagnamalfraedi .................... 197

10. Birna Arnbjornsdéttir:  Chomsky og kenningar um tileinkun

annars mals og erlendra mala................. 207
11. Kristjan Arnason: Chomsky og/eda Halliday....................... 227
12. Johannes Gisli Jonsson: Er eitthvert vit 1 algildismalfraedinni? ....... 247

D]






