[Start] [*03:16.370] [¥B][*10.294]Pla*nning/Outline*if*the XXX XIXIXlot*heXl
KI<XI<XIfethesessay*k : J-

¢Intro:*T<XProblem¢ (different¢* forms®*of*logic®*in®different®languages* /culture
s*),*Thesis*® (kX XNk Xotetenable, *logic®iseuniversal*) *, X *Qutline: *xX&-
*MainePart:** Xk Xfirsteparagraph:*position®ofethe®text, *second®paragraph: ¢X* X
ok ok ok ok ko [YB] [YB] k k0shimas<Xl* [YB] * ¥ *x ¥ ARqumEKI KK XKlrguments*against®**thisea
pproach, ¢thirdeparagrph&I<Xl<Xlragh:*a* *lternative®approach®ofeuniversal®logc,
&KIXlic, ¢fourtheparagraph: ®*consequences¢*foredifferent*acadmeXXemcXlicefields
-

*Conclusion:*®* * X kX Thesi XXX X XISummary*of*discusiXlsion, ¢final*defense*of*t
hesis[*13.265]¢&[*19.967]The®IndispenadXInXlbility*ofeUniversal®* kLgoXXlog
ickkkkkxk PP [*19.557]As®globalizatopXKI<XKlion®*becomes*®a®more*and®more*appe<X
arent®phenomenon, *the¢differenteculutX<Xltures®of*the®world®*are¢able®to®*commu
nicate*and®ex*<XIXl*kinteract®* *km¥ore*efXreely®*and®quickly.* keX X * *Cultur
*¥aleiXldifferences®cannXletXl<Xlnotebe¢denied, *th*us®an®interesting®question*f
or¢X Xeurocentric*®*philosopeXlhers&ls¢and*scienteistXXIXXlists®arises:®iset
&Kllogic, ** kwhichewas*always*®**thought®of®as®asuniversal Xk k*klyevalid®*scienc
eX,®also®a®merely®culture-

dependent®phenomenon?® Xk X X % X X XThere¢are®many®*schoaXllarsewho®argue, *for®exam
ple, *that®Aristotle*would*haveXle¢develoopXKlXlped®antentirely¢f<Xldifferent®for
meofelogiceifehadXI<Xle*hadn't*been®*Greck®but®Mexican.*[*27.162]Therefore, *one*
might¢askewhetherethe*questioX XK XX XK X * KXI<XI<XKlnot*onyl XI<Xlly®the¢langua
ges*k kdifferefromeeach®other® (they®*obviously®do), ¢but®also®the®underlying®log
ice*k<X],e*kIn®this®essay,*I*will®arguesthat®* k ktheeposi *k KX XI<X]* kx X <XI<XI<Xit
¢is*impossiv<{Ible¢to*haveta®* Xrelativistic, ¢culutreXKXIXlture-
ded<Xlpendent®account®of*log¥*ic*®and®that®logic, *in®contrary®to®* kthee®*implied
*position®above, *is¢®indeed®universal.*To*do®so, *T*willefirst®ofealle*introduce

¢the¢positi*on¢ofethiseXXXKlose®who®claim®*that®*k klogice®iserelative.®aftereth



at,**IewillewWwXlargue®againstethis*position®by*formulating®couint X<X<Xunt<X<X]
Knter-

arguments.¢In¢*aXlth&IXa¢**nextestep.X, *Iewille**k kX kpresent®a®promising, *+X<Xl,
¢alternative®approach®of®universal®logic®and®* fink XXXl * kpointetpXXpXlout
sthe¢*consequences®*for®otherefields®of®science*ifethis®*concepteis®* kdenied.*
ok ok ok ok ok ok ok Rk J Pk kkkAlice*Oshima®argues* ¢thatethe¢structure*ofedei ff XXX
&Xlifferent*®language*is®**signifacntXXXKIXicante®for®** * kdifferent®concepts*®of
¢logic.*As*an*English®sentence®*does®not®digress*k k kX Xk kXeandeise®linear®*in®tha
teisekkkkkkarguing®in®a®straightelineX* , ¢this®*changes®*in®*sentences®*of*oth
er*languages, *e.g.*Persionk Xl<Xlan®* Xwriting, ¢which % % % % % % % k ¢ X Xemphasise
s*the®*coordination®in®contrasteto®the®Englishesubordination®*<Xl.*Other*examp
les*wouldebe¢the®* kX X indeirXXIXlirectestyle®of*Asian®wrtiXIXliting, ¢* Xk Xth
e¢digressivee¢style®ofeSpanishewrtigi XIXKIXKXliting, *etc.** *Oshima®*kdrwXlawset
he¢concliusio X KKK XKusion, *thaX XX XI<Xl*that, *because*®of®these*fieXXXld
ifferences®in®* Xthee¢respectiveewritingestyle, ¢XI<Xls, ¢k Xk k Xk k X the¢* kXunderlyi
ng*r*h*etoric*and®the¢undel yX <X r KK KKK XXX Xleven*the*underlying®logic
¢X X isedependent®on®the®language®it®isewritten®in.** kX kXThiseultimately*leadse*t
o**ae¢relativization®ofeour®*concepts¢of®*philosophjXhy*XI<X<Xly¢and*®schienc
KK XKI<XKI<X]ience * * % % X %k * ¥  ¢adeDuf f ¥ Xlrenne X <K<K XK <K XXX <Xls, ¢ for*examp
lek oK, +dXldufXIXI<XIDufrenne®suggests. kX k X kX XOne¢should*alwayxXls*be*aware
sofetheseurceXlcentric*context*in®whicheone¢formululates®one's*ideas.JIHXKI*T
he¢c*ocXlncept*®of*Oshima*andeDufrette®seems®to®be®a®promising®way®out®ofeculut
KKltuarXKlXlral¢*imperialism**and®* *Xhegemony.*HoeXlwever, *it*is*®asdeeply*flaw
ede*k Xk Xk kgndeirrational®concept®as* kk kX kejiteblatantly®contradiceXlts*itsel
fXX:eiteuseset*k ¥ Xlways*of*®arguing®whiche* % *k X kX kgo®back®to®Aristotle®andeun
iversal,®logicaleprinciples®in®order®to®dismuss®* XX XIXliss¢*logic.*ThXI<XIn®ot
herewior&IXl<Xlords:*they®**refere*to®**something®they*®originally*wnat&X<X<Xlanted

*to*dismussXIXKIXKliss. k kkk kkkeIfetheyedidn'teuse®consistenteways®of®arguing,



¢theireentire®*system®ofe®*k kX kthinking®would*®collpaXlXlapse¢and*®they*wouldebe
*regarded®as®unjustified, *irrational®* Xthinkers* X kX X X X % kX X X ¢However, *they
¢sayes<Xlthat®consistency, *at* ¥ XI<Xl<Xlor*at®least®logical®consistency, *is®noten
ecessary®anymoreX* ;¢thus, *th¥Xeirk € ¢ € CCCEC KK Xk DHKITEODDDDDIDDD
>>Dexkk kX kXyayeofearguing®isecaughte®in®a®*kperformaticee XXXve¢contradicti
omn<XI<XIn. ¢ [*13.710] T*<XITo*cut®a®long®story®*short:*they*[*16.251]conte* XI<XI<X]
KKK Klir®content*isenot®*in®line*withe®theeway®of*arguing*they*employ. * k JJ [ *
54.500]After k% * k ¥ ¥ kX XK XXX <XHaving® *¥proven®the¢internal¢inconsitXlsten
cy*ofe*kDufrenne's®position, kkkk kXX *keiteisenecessary®toedevelop®antalternat
iveetoeculuXture-
dependent®logic.®[*11.624]I*would®argue®thatethere®are®some®*logical*®*presupp
o*sition®*<Xlse*that®* Xk kX Xcannot*be®*doubted®rationally*<Xl, ¢*c..Xlg.** %k kpPeoreno
n-

PX  eX X XAnyone®who¢doubts*®* Xthese®basic*logiceprinciples, *whichebasically*go
*backe®to®Aristotle, **kisek konehiseway* ¥k kX & & &K )k >Kler>>DDetosk k kg
sckXlself-

contradiction®and, *thus, ** kX kX to¢leaving*tXla®rational®discourse.** X%k k XRatio
nal*oir&lXlre¢ideal*discourses* *are¢thiseXXIXlose* k¢inewhiche*k kX ktheirepar
ticipants®communicate¢freely*and®without®strategice®* **kinterests, Xl; *one*could
¢say*that¢antideal®discourse*is*the¢free*negoatXXltiation®ofecompromises®on®t
he¢*bsXlasis¢ofeuniversal, ¢ loX XXX ¢+laws®of*logic* .*Habermas*<Xl's¢and*Apel's
*Xx k kXdiscourseX*-

ethics®* Xprovide®a®stable®basis®* for*the¢development®ofesuch®*anXleuniversal+d
iskcXkX kX *Xourse®which®*is¢independent®of®cultural®*boundaries®as*only®*the¢formal
*ways*ofearguingk k k keagreeregarded®as®universal kX kX k k Xk Xk kenoteany®contente
of*the*doscXKIXI<Xlicourse.*Thus, ¥*any*eurocentir&IXlrismeor®*culturuaXl<Xlaleu
KlimperaXlialismeaiXIXlis*avoidedaXl®asek Xk Xnoenormative®statementse®or®k ket
hical®*values*are*transportetXld¢into®another®culture, ** kbuXtekonly*a®formal

sway*ofefindin ¥k KKK XX Xlachieving®universally®valid* ¢ *compriXlomieseX <X



Klses.*This*solution®seems®*to®be*a®much®more[*16.119] ¢honest®alternative®that
XIne* X k Xbeing®*kover-

tolerant®and®* k k kX X kX kX X Xput®*universal®principles®of®**logic®into®doubte®in®a
neirrationaleway.***JFJF[*14.490] The®consequences*ofethesestwoefiddX KK Xdi
fferent®approaches®are¢obvious:*the®former®approach®makes®*it®impossible¢to*du
XKliscuss*any**serious®content, *be® X k ~ XIKIXKIXI<XIX], *be®it®normative®or®descri
ptiveX, ¢withespeakre&XXer'sXI<Xls¢*of®*another*®language®as®*not®only*the®languag
e*but®also®thee*k kX kbasic®*l*kXlprinciples®of®logicediffer.** k k kThius&XXlus,
¢this®seemingly®** *XtoleratnXI<XInt®position®*makes®*inter*ethnic®*andeunter<l
KK XKI<XKlintercul ¥ tural®*communication®impossible®or¢* kateelXl<Xllecast®reduces*
iteto*a®mere* X kX X X¢exchange®of** X Xmeaningless®*utterances®*which®are®not*abl
e¢toscarrytany*truX K XuntXXXlintersubjective*truth. kX kX eThe¢latter*approach
, *however, *makes®scientifcXlic¢and®*moral®discourse*between®cultures®*possible*
as*iteprovides®a¢solidebasis®*for®intereXlcultural®*communication.*The*minam<XI<Xl]
inm&I<Xlmal®* Xconditions*®for*a®rational®discourse®are*specified, *but®no®conten
teifXlseprematurely*sk X% X Xregarded®as*®*granted* * . ¢Thus, ¥ X XXX <XI<XlTherefo
re, ***khh&Xlonest*and®** X intersubjectively®valid®* kXcommunication®whiche¢iserele
vanteforebothesides®and®nitereducible*to®* kX Xaemere¢exchange*of** Xpersonal®op
inions*is*only*possiblee* k x % [V§]XKlo* * [] XKIKlewithin®theXKle¢latter®*framework
sof*Habermas*and*Apel.** ¥ kx JIThiseessay*has®*given®conclusivesevidencesthat+
t ¥k <Xl0oshimas<Xl's®position®*iseflawed®*and®should®be*replaced®by®* kaeuniversal
isteapproachein®formeof®a**theory®ofediscourse®as®provided®by, ¢for®example, *Ha
bermas.**k k k kIteiseimpossible®to®[*22.883]say*that®*logiceprinciples®are®cul
ture¢dependent®and®atethessame*time® k kusk XI<X*k *k k * kmakeeuse*iof XXlXlof*ths
esXIXKIXlese*principles*astXlethey®are¢preconditions®for®any** form®*of*arguing*
whiche*ise¢suppoeXlsed*to®be®rational.** * k¥ kThhusXI<X<Xlus, *the®*presuppositio
ns*of*argkuk kX kX king®in®asrational®discourse®are®[*47.493]indispensable* X X X

.*Logic, ** X Xone®can®conclude, *is®universal®ans*<X<Xl*demust®also*be®acceptede*



by*Dufrenne*®and® *Oshima* % . ¢ X %k kx X X Ark X|<X|A®Mexican®Aristotle*wo*uldehave*co
meeup*tiXIXlwitheexactly®*the¢same®logic®as®didethe**"oriiXlginal"*ineX<XI<Xlon
e*in*Ancei XKlient*g&Greece. [*16.902] [B] [*k16.199] [VB] such® >k Xk * * Xk [/F]
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