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exist. More generally, if it is logically necessry to
already have X in order to get X--whatever X may
be--then X is impossible.
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combinatorial systems--as J ackendoff ( 1991) assumes
-then it is impossible for representational systems to
exist. The representational atoms (primitives) for any
such combinatorial system cannot be created by
combinations of other atoms; therefore, they cannot
(within the confines of combinatorialism) exist at all.

If representational systems are not necessarily
combinatorial, then the rest of Jackendofrs argument
does not follow.
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But evolution, if it is to solve this

problem, must do so in some non-combinatorial
manner (on pain of infmite regress or incoherence).

If there is some non-combinatorial manner in which
representation can emergently come into being--and
Jackendofrs account requires that there be--then there
is no a priori reason why that manner of emergent
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Therefore, such a combinatorial system cannot have

any base set of atoms, and, therefore, only an empty
combinatorial space. A strict combinatorialism makes

More

generally, Chomsky and Fodor were, and remain,
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Jackendoff assumes that representational

systems are combinatorial, but he must also assume
that representation is not necessarily combinatorial
(i.e., in evolution) in order for his system to get off
the ground.

In particular, whatever the genetically innate
supports may be for the development of language-
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