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Íslenska málfræðifélagið, Málvísindastofnun og ég
• Íslenska málfræðifélagið

• Ritstjóri Íslensks máls
• Formaður

• Málvísindastofnun
• Fulltrúi stúdenta í stjórn
• Forstöðumaður tvisvar





Chomsky og gagnamálfræði (corpus linguistics):
• Á ráðstefnu 1958:

• „Any natural corpus will be skewed. Some sentences won’t occur 
because they are obvious, others because they are false, still others 
because they are impolite. The corpus, if natural, will be so wildly 
skewed that the description would be no more than a mere list.“

• Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, 1965:
• „[...] though “probability of a sentence (type)” is clear and well 

defined, it is an utterly useless notion, since almost all highly 
acceptable sentences (in the intuitive sense) will have probabilities 
empirically indistinguishable from zero and will belong to sentence 
types with probabilities empirically indistinguishable from zero. Thus 
the acceptable or grammatical sentences (or sentence types) are no 
more likely, in any objective sense of this word, than the others.“



















Notkun textasafna við setningafræðirannsóknir
• „Í stað þess að lesa allt ÍSTAL-safnið, eða fara gegnum á sjöunda þúsund 

dæma um það, dugir því að skoða þessi 30-40 dæmi. Í stað margra tíma 
þreytandi yfirlegu þar sem hætta á mistökum er veruleg kemur 10-20 
mínútna vinna þar sem tækifæri gefst til að skoða hvert dæmi vandlega 
og meta hvort það falli undir þá setningagerð sem leitað er að.“

• „[W]e have shown that a 
corpus that has been tagged 
using a rich tagset based on 
morphosyntactic features can 
fruitfully be used in the search 
for a number of syntactic 
constructions, and hence is a 
valuable tool in studying 
syntactic variation and change.“





Charles J. Fillmore, „Corpus linguistics“ or 
„Computer-aided armchair linguistics“, 1992

• My conclusion is that the two kinds of linguists need each other. Or better, that the 
two kinds of linguists, wherever possible, should exist in the same body.

• “Armchair linguistics does not have a 
good name in some linguistics circles.  
A caricature of the armchair linguist is 
something like this. He sits in a deep 
soft comfortable armchair, with his eyes 
closed and his hands clasped behind his 
head. Once in a while he opens his 
eyes, sits up abruptly shouting, "Wow, 
what a neat fact!", grabs his pencil, and 
writes something down. Then he paces 
around for a few hours in the excitement 
of having come still closer to knowing 
what language is really like.” 

• “Corpus linguistics does not have a 
good name in some linguistics circles.  
A caricature of the corpus linguist is 
something like this. He has all of the 
primary facts that he needs, in the form 
of a corpus of approximately one zillion 
running words, and he sees his job as 
that of deriving secondary facts from his 
primary facts. At the moment he is busy 
determining the relative frequencies of 
the eleven parts of speech as the first 
word of a sentence versus as the second 
word of a sentence.” 



Máltilfinning, málheildir og mállíkön
• Þróun síðustu ára í gervigreind er mjög áhugaverð

• munu risastór mállíkön leysa máltilfinningu málhafa alveg af hólmi?
• Chomsky hafnaði því í viðtali 2004 –

• Corpus linguistics doesn’t mean anything. It’s like saying […] suppose 
physics and chemistry decide that instead of relying on experiments, 
what they’re going to do is take videotapes of things happening in the 
world and they’ll collect huge videotapes of everything that’s 
happening and from that maybe they’ll come up with some 
generalizations or insights. Well, you know, sciences don’t do this. 

• – en bætti svo við:
• But maybe they’re wrong. Maybe the sciences should just collect lots 

and lots of data and try to develop the results from them.
• Erum við komin þangað núna, tuttugu árum síðar?
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