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Viewing Formal Logic Through the Prism of Language

ZHANG Livhua'?

(1. Department of Philosophy East China Normal University Shanghai 200241 China;
2. Institute of Modern Chinese Thought and Culture East China Normal University Shanghai 200241  China)

Abstract: The mutual dependence of humans as logical animals and as discursive creatures is academically supported by
the inherent unity of logical knowledge and language knowledge. Internationally recognized as a fundamental course in philoso—
phy and a core component of many humanities courses emphasizing logical thinking the study of logic typically involves a rigor—
ous formal language that may appear to be “foreign language” to learners. Importantly exploring the significance of the formal
language provided by logic for understanding our native language and our cognitive processes leads us to a class of particles in
natural language that correspond to the “logical constants” in formal language. One of the primary functions of logical theory is
to explicate these commonly used yet often overlooked particles in a strict and systematic manner. Scruti—
nizing the precise meanings and the intricate variety of these particles not only facilitates a profound
understanding of the interplay between logic and language but also offers a fresh perspective to reassess
some long-standing challenges that have perplexed logicians and philosophers.
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