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Like many other scientific fields that have emerged recently, cognitive science transcends the boundaries that have long existed between academic disciplines and faculties. It is an example of what Michael Gibbons and his co-authors influentially called a new “mode” of knowledge production in their book from 1994, The New Production of Knowledge. In the contemporary world, science is increasingly oriented to what Gibbons and his co-authors termed “contexts of application”, and for many scientists it has therefore become less meaningful to investigate reality according to the theories and methods of the traditional disciplines. 
In this respect, cognitive science resembles such fields as environmental science and nanotechnology in that the kind of competence that is required of the scientist is primarily an ability to combine insights from different fields. It is an interdisciplinary - or what Gibbons and his co-authors termed transdisciplinary - competence rather than a specialized disciplinary competence. At the same time the research itself is usually conducted in the form of temporary group projects that are part of some larger program of research supported by state agencies, private corporations, or various combinations of the two.  
Cognitive science and nanotechnology have been spared much of the intensity of the reaction that has afflicted environmental science, perhaps because their development is largely driven by commercial interests, and their knowledge does not pose a challenge to powerful groups in society in the same way as environmental science so obviously does. But cognitive science is nonetheless similar to environmental science in that it investigates “reality” by combining insights from various disciplines. Like environmental science, it is based on what might be termed a hybrid imagination. 
Lund professor Peter Gärdenfors has been one of the more active practitioners in the field of cognitive science for many years, producing a steady stream of academic books and articles in the field. Gärdenfors is also unusual in that he takes seriously what is sometimes referred to as the “third task” of academic life, namely writing about one’s research in a popularly accessible manner. Tankens vindlar and Den meningssökande människan are the two most recent books that Peter Gärdenfors has published in Swedish, in which he provides the reader with an informed and often eloquent window into the world of cognitive science. The books combine wisdom and wit in well balanced doses. They are a good example of a hybrid imagination in action.  
In both books, Gärdenfors brings together insights from fields such as anthropology, biology, linguistics, psychology, medicine and philosophy – the field in which he received his own academic training.  In last year’s book, which is based primarily on articles that have previously been published in newspapers, he helps us understand how the mind works. He tells us why he and his colleagues think that animals are not able to develop a meaningful language, and thereby challenges the influential linguistic theory of Noam Chomsky, who imputes a sort of inborn linguistic capacity in human beings. Gärdenfors and his fellow cognitive scientists feel that Chomsky downplays evolution and psychology in explaining the development of linguistic capacity.  Elsewhere in his book, Gärdenfors discusses the mysteries of memory and shows how the things that are important to remember differ quite dramatically from culture to culture. 
For me, the most interesting essay in the book is based on the contribution that Gärdenfors made to the IT commission about the use of information technology in schools. He questions the technological fixation that seems to govern policy in this area, and suggests that certain uses of information technology – what he characterizes as visualization and simulation – should be encouraged, while other uses, such as information gathering via the internet are perhaps better discouraged.  With so much information available, there is a risk that not enough attention is devoted to learning to understand. As Gärdenfors puts it, in his calmly critical way, “Faran med informationssamhället är att den tolkande förmågan undervärderas.”  By differentiating what might be termed good uses from bad uses of information technology in schools, Gärdenfors shows how cognitive science can provide advice to policy makers. One can only hope that the Swedish ministers and authorities in charge of such matters might consider his advice before they spend our tax money on some new meaningless IT initiative.

Den meningsökande människan is more ambitious, and, for me, somewhat more problematic, than last year’s book. It is more of a philosophical essay than a collection of popular science articles. And this time Gärdenfors has added words of wisdom from some of his favorite writers – especially Friedrich Nietzsche – perhaps to indicate that he is writing more as a philosopher than a cognitive scientist. Instead of presenting research findings and providing different, sometimes competing theoretical explanations about how the mind works, Gärdenfors tells his readers what he thinks, and at certain points it gets a bit pretentious and overly opinionated, at least for my taste.   
Both Tankens vindlar and Den meningssökande människan can be warmly recommended for all of those who think that science is too complicated and boring for humanists to understand. On the contrary, with his hybrid imagination – mixing philosophy with anthropology, and poetry with biology - Peter Gärdenfors shows us that a humanist in the contemporary world can also be, and perhaps should be, a scientist. 
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