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Logic and Linguistics in 20™ Century
Zhu Jian-ping
( Soochow University Suzhou 215123  China)

In the 20" Century Logic and Linguistics are recognized to be two of the few disciplines to work together and eventually make
the indisputable progress. It is worth noting that the advances linguistics has made in the 20" century are the results of the remarka—
ble progress made in logic. Few other philosophical disciplines gained as much from the developments in logic as linguistics. There
were previous periods in which the problems of language and logic were studied extensively ( e. g. the Medieval Period) . But from
the perspective of the progress made in the last 120 years previous work is at most a source of interesting data or occasional insight.
All systematic theorizing about content that meets contemporary standards of rigor has been done subsequently.
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