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(Abstract)
In sharp contrast to the highly modular theory of grammar advanced by Generative Grammar in the

past, current Minimalist Program seeks to minimize the genetic component of the human language faculty,
known as Universal Grammar. This radical shift of research strategy has the effect of placing the topic of the
origins and evolution of language in the proper domain of evolutionary biology, by reducing the domain-specific,
and therefore evolutionarily inexplicable part of the language faculty to the bare minimum. Through a detailed
review of the development of phrase structure theory, this paper illustrates the tight connection between
grammatical theorizing and evolutionary studies. The emerging picture is that language evolution is a good
example of what Charles Darwin once called “descent with modification.”
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