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Kieliopin Kirjoittamisen luonteesta ja metodiikasta

Esa ltkonen (2003) embarks on no lesser o task than to construct a philosophy of linguistics. This
has been a major cancem of his for decades, Mow, his intention is fo “cxplicate the concept
language, understood as the fogical prorequisite tor studying various aspeets of particular
languages” (2003:13). His central elaim is that grammars composed in all coltures and all historical
periods are remarkably uniform and that this is the fact that philosophers of linguistics must explain
before doing anvthing else, Indeveloping his argoment, [honen voices strong views an many odher
important topics such as oatelogy { What levels should one postulate in geammar deseriplion? What
kinds of entities populate those levels?) and methodology {What are the proper practices for the
grammarian to acquire knowledge about grammatical constructions?),

My purpose is to demonstrate that [thonen's argumentation s unclear, inconsistent, ond even
false. The main reasons are that he confuses grammatical theories and deseriptions of individual
languages, that he misrepresents the natwre and methodology of grammar writing, and, cspecially,
that he fails to appreciate the important function of carpus observation.
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