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Abstract

One of the greatest debates in modern philosophy of science 

is the question whether it is possible to reduce all the phenom-

ena to the laws of physics and chemistry. Two viewpoints have 

emerged in the literature: one argues that the biological phe-

nomena are of a special nature and consequently deserve a spe-

cial kind of explanation; the other argues that it is possible to 

reduce all natural phenomena to the laws of physics and chem-

faculty is raised. The literature has been dominated by two 

nature and evolution of language to its communicative func-

-

the language faculty where the language is dissociated from its 

presumed communicative function. The present paper aims at 

addressing the formalist-functionalist debate within modern 

linguistic theory.
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