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Dichotomy and American Culture

Hiroyuki Kozawa

Abstract

Dichotomy rests partially on the psychological drive inherent in human nature to see
dualities of elements in what calls for reasoned explanations. But in America, it is more of a
consequence of the culture—a process of partitioning the seemingly incompatibles or
irreconcilables into two parts and redefining them in terms stereotypical of the general
attitude of the era. What I have sketched so far in the preceding chapters is the American
society that should be viewed as an argument culture which depends for its satisfaction upon
dichotomy, oftentimes with the winning side claiming “truth.” Even in intellectual activity the
middle alternatives have often been dismissed. Many people still remain stalwart upholders of
dichotomies, whether intelligently conceived or not. Prevalent (as of January, 2009) is the
opinion that “anti-intellectualism” has receded (along with George W.Bush) after having
dominated the political scene and “intellectualism” has secured an honored position again
(along with Barack Obama). “Intellectualism or reason has suffered long in the battle with
catchpenny realities or unreason,” is nothing but another phase of dichotomy characteristic of
the traditional American culture. With the emergence of the Internet, environmentalism and
globalism, however, dividing elements categorically into two sharply opposed groups may not
be a mental luxury all these people can easily afford. Intellectualism embraces reason, but
what we might call “new intellectualism” or “neo-intellectualism” seems to be ready to nurture
the potential “truth” of both sides. It may even contribute to an understanding of Emerson’s
transcendental concern with a dialectic ... not dichotomous ... union of “mind” and “nature,”

and of Thoreau as “one both knowing and doing.”
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VHEHA T EZ B ot [Fibh] T [Ens] 2Rk, 8] X -Td ] %8 - 7,
ZTOWHNBFICA- e EEETERALBICE>TT AV AEREG TV RS K] &0 THHRS
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OHHRTH 2, O [FHA-HTA] ICE>Tavya— FOKDRIT THE—S] 250 [#] 255
BRI DOTH 5,

HFEETW S “law” ZHAGEICE A 5 & [k, @, &0l &b, %0, 56bL, JEH,
Bk, A, RE, BoR] L85, Tk ki, &b, %0, Bobl, FEAL BEEGEHES A
BETh b, NOBEZTEHEONS KGR LEIRICH 205 Th s, &AM, HBFo [HEE B,
K&, Borl BBESEESTEL L, Er6HBEAOoN26DTHD, final (&, Tk Th b,
Z0FFEZF BNV, HELIAOEKRDEYTH - cice &, MROZLHE ZFHEOHPHIC &
EE b, KEATAROFHMAEZBA L E0H-Th, ThE [EBIE] - [EH] LT EEFRL,
JErieDld, HARCHEAET 2600, MAafE-cbD b AMBBEAH LD, TH Lk “EFD”
F—o>OHE “law” THUHESNE L TH 2, WMETEENICENEBETHEHE SN 255 3E
ik - BHOWEEE S H 5708, 4 77 otRp S0 —HHBEEETET A NS ‘law” 1F, H<ETH
“dogmatical” TH 5, IHHHEHFDOE—CYHEPHEE ICLIHVEEHD “KA” OHHr s “dogmatical”
BI&E] Ths,

“Neo-intellectualism” &, 95 L7 F 7 = &8 L 7SV, “Dogmatical” 23fEE I T “anti-
intellectualism” T&d » CT&, THE TENDER-MINDED % HIGHBROW THLHJ %, “Infinite
flexibility” OMRARTH 2, Thid, FLOBERZINA /T 7<T7 4 XLTHY, FLLW “idealism”
XL ThHO, TV T 4 Y XLTH b,
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FA4arI—F, TERBICkB, TITHEDLNAKIEEN, LELIE, 2714547l
[CEiF] THERSING, HERIN [TEF] ckrE@mPFIByA4a s I —2HL, 51
a3 -3, BR RS AR TEAADE OIREOMiERIC b R HEEEA X TE, 19
fid, 72V AERED, o [fHLE2KEHEDL O KVEECE L ETILART 2lia e, o 52 60
tz] &L, ZH % “Manifest Destiny” (M7 2i#a) AR D S, TO—HThs, TOHE
& TRPEEED S KEFEICE 2 £ THEAIGR L, TOBGRP, BKr, #dariElEs s ->T, 22
WAHERBERNT 2EF A2 ML 5B ->TVEETEER] TH-7ws, Thid, BT, KFEE
CHIEREN TV, HLVERICHL, ThZTEICE T, THrobGonffliag] LT,
IR RSUBHEHERTE LV, KEANIEEAICET %,

Ty 7 2L NI, “the one knowing” (K15 A) & “the other doing” (972 A) DRFITIF
“Incompatibility” GEMZPE)  “irreconcilability” CRIZYE) 2SELE LIS 5 2 i3\, &
DOfIciE, EFICE, CEEPBCHHTLIAGAEL 5, WERMNPES E A TR “heavenly
virtues” (EEDOAME) KA, £9THWVWEIATIE “mundane virtues” (A7 AL /ﬁﬂ_ﬂ‘ﬁ%
JE BT %, “Academic pedantry” (#r4#Ek) & “pavement slang” (FEDiERE) DI SE(ON/A
T Y IRV, B E YR ZAEITH - T [HKEZE > THWLW W2 AL 2254013 “intellectual”
® “egghead” (1 v 7V 523 AN) 13 A EAHTEITIKGET BF4E] TLOIE L,

Mok T LItk 505, “Highbrow,” “Lowbrow” @K (3 19 tHid D& F5» 5, “anti-
intellectualism” &WIHFEF 20 HALDORFEPSCHI DL ITh o7y Y2 —2X - T. THFLZXDWV
9 “business civilization” (€Y% 2 ) BEE L, BT, TAYVAHEEFEELICIATDH S,
B Y% 2035534 i, “Highbrow” IZ/@d 2 AU E R THOTFARSKWL, LMY w2726 TH
ZS8N] THB, ’@ﬁf‘% moaENE (b s LB WEMGREE] Th o, “Populism” (AR
FH) OHBCTH-TiF TR ) — FEFRE] TH 5,

e, YAV T L Ve AXDF T T =T 4 b, [HEEEZESGINICHES | &0 EK
TlE, H LW “neo-intellectualism” IZJ&@d 5 Z &1T78 %, “Intellectualism” & “anti-intellectualism”
OB UL - BAITB 75 “liberalism” & “anti-liberalism” DBIfRICITV, FHim® 7 1+ N4 b
ZEHALUTZILTAYVARETIE, THLFA T b I =% I BEEsiA dRHINTE
BEENHETTVSDITE L MY v 7 &2l 708 LWERNGA S, WLEHN, Loz 55N
oo ZTOTH, [HAHERL] F TEHEMCY NFv] Th-ofehiteowic [lEB o2 © TR
IFanl ] ZEdHEREB 7D TH %,

2009 I B9 5 [A /X< EHE | % “intellectual” &L, TNEFTO [ 7 v v 2 K] % “anti-
intellectual” &9 2 ENHLD, TN [ 7w Y2 Bl 2 [BEWNIC) XS V] TREED -7
1O ThHb, ANNTEMNET 2 RETEMENF T “intellectual” TIHFITEHEHED “anti-intellectual”
Thotz, EVHIDIFTREBV, BERIICE, [7y vaBiEl OE VX 2GERE SIS REE N 7
<78 “anti-intellectual” & SN7ZDTH %, 74 U AOFEEKIR, Eubuvi, HAEHBIER] %2
‘e VNSIBBUN] Ge&r A v XM [TREBHN] mOEDEHEVAREAL TS/, [Ty va
BHE] BRIET, TAN<EHE] 3 THEET 28N 2181, WIFnicb b oM LWREAZE T 5

— 122 —



ELTWw3,

21 2z, THER T OBHEFER | 25T [HIBk LoBRERNEPERRRNEEZRAIICE R T
W | TEMPIEEREOBR LI > TEI, A vy =%y bRTuo—N) I LE#MOESE & H 5, HH
PSR EZE S THIER] » [BIEEER] 28852 [KEHMEER] », thed, TomE
Rl EAA, H O LERFEAZEZ S “neo-intellectualism” CHEEITER) EMEINEZ DD ..
“pluralism” % “skepticism” %521t A1 % “intellectualism” &, Y= =L ZXPT Iy 7 2D FA
I b LOEIREMAFE L7 “neo-intellectualism” £75A 95 & LTWV5, [HERATESR]
d, ThETo FHEHTEER] 2 [HRTER] o— bz 2 2 0JHeENDH 5,

“Sensationalism” % “materialism” % “intellectualism” % “idealism” TolAiAd 5 &F 5%
BRiE, CPFHTTIREV, BURICE > TRITLWVLEAA LS LW, 7 X ) A DFEF-RME L
TRITIAFAEL TV, =3V vy —u—3, 19 ORI TEELRME T A 5 H AR
ERNMLTOS, [TEEF] i, IXTEESBV, A, £9°Lb, [TEF] ZHEELITV, H
B, A BB - RIE - B - R SAEEL R D1R 5, zx v vy —u -3, HA
DELEILCH->T, TNEEVIRATOVS, [TEF] 2#HA /L ] & THXR| OBfITH %,
[ 3 T 2 2B POt b HEAET 52 £ 9108 %5, “Neo-intellectualism” (3
“evangelism” (fEEEHR) ROV NS ) XA &AL [HWH 7S 7 <T7 4 R4 K3 hb L
N,
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