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Language and Mind: A Comparison of Searle’ s Mentalism

and Chomsky’ s Generative Grammar
XIE Guoping WANG He-u

Abstract: Searle’ s Mentalism and Chomsky’ s Generative Grammar play equally significant roles in the linguistic-to-men—

talist turn in modern philosophy. Attaching importance to human mind in language study they both insist on the ontological
status of language and mind. By adopting methodological naturalism they successfully dissolve the traditional mind — body
paradox and dualism making possible the unification between natural science and language and mind study. Their major
difference lies in that Searle as a philosopher emphasizes the study of meaning and highlights the social reality in relation

with language whereas Chomsky as a linguist focuses on the study of generative grammar and suspends the consideration

of meaning and social factors.
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