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Mark Twain's Philosophy,

Mark Twain's pusthumons book, which has
just been published by the Hationalisl Pross
Arsorvation, m exciting considerable comiro-
versy,  Tho book, which takes the form of
a dimlogue belween o young man and ap okl
vpe, s really an altempt to establish the
trath of the fullowmy passuge—laken from
ils pages:—

Weo (mankind)) he writes, have ticketed
ourselves with & number of qualitics to
which wo have given misleading names
Love, Tate, Charity, Compassion, Ava-
v, Benevolence, and s0 om. 1 mean
wa sitech inisleading meanings to Lhe
names, They are all furins of self-
coilenitment, self-gratificniion, buy the
names 8o disguimse them thagy they dis-
iract our atliention from the fact, Al
0 wé have smnggled a word mlo the

dictionary which ought not 1o be there
at wli—Selfsacrifice, It deseribes &
Lthing which docs not exist, Hut, worst

of all, we ignore and never mention the
Bola impuhu which dictates und compels
& man's every act—the/ imperions nuces-
sity of sccuring his own spproval, in
gviry emergency and st all costs,

Mark Twain cites many instances with ui
view Lo persuading his readers of the truth
of hix doctrine, by does & mother sacri-
fico herself for her child? Biuply because
ﬂ- in s _mltituﬂqu I.h]:.:;.hl fundn Emh:-‘re

iness in pro 1 iners of her
chﬂ than in H[Im“:t’n: to da“m.

Ehe =
gratifying her malernal instinels, Bhe
would not make the ssive sscrifiea for an-

other woman's child, Why? Hecause she
Wi pot find the samwe satisfaction in
dnuﬁ‘m. Every human being, according
to rk Twain, actg from selfish motives.
The difference belween ths man we eall
!I:d“d the man we call bad is not that

ons is unselfish and the other selfish.
They are bolh selfish, The differonce is

that, whila the seliishness of the man
takes the form of promoting the happiness
of others, the selfishnesa the bad man

bas generally an opposite effect,
The View of Blatchfond,

Mr. Robert Blstchford, who, in his book
entitled *“The Boliom Dog,” embraces the
fundamental principles of determinism,
has written an interesting eriticism of Mark

Twain's. book in an Enslish newinaner. Mr.
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has written an interesting oriticism of Mark
Twain's-book in an English newspaper. Mr.
Blatchiord mgrees with the A n hu-
morist in ing that we mre all the pre

duct of heredity and enviromment, in
denying the' existence of—to wse Hurley's
expressive phrase—“the liberiine ¢alled Free-
wiil,” Buoi ho boldly denies the doctrine of
solfishness, Heo ho thaet the mother's
love for her child is unselfish—ines-
much as her aim i, not the good of her-
self, but the good of ber child, her motive
is altruistie.

What's in & NameP

|
For my part, I think both the English
Bocinlist sud the Awerican howorist are
dispuling about & mere name, e ia
really mo differcnce beiween Lhem, HBoth
agree that tho men who promoles tht‘iuﬂ;
wiess of others s the wan who oughy
Eﬁ mnugcd. Both mgree thet the man
who does his best Lo promote Lhe misery
of his fellow-creatures ought o bo discour-
. Mark Twain says of the warm-heart-
, loving man: "Hg in selfieh, but his sel-
fishness 12 of the kind that vughi to be en-
couraged.”  Hoberi Blatchf says: “He
is unseifish; ho s an alirulst, and we wani
more like him.” Bolh agree in preferring
the good wman to Lhe man ; they only
dil;lrnwl; to ldhl words that ::j un be
em o defing goodness s,
With Mark Twain esg is & kind of
pelfishness: with Robert Blatchford selfish-
nees in u kind of goodness. Theoretically
they may dilﬂ, but when it comes to ac-
ti.nu-l-—’iu t-tl':mm g their ll"lul:ll'l._hutllhlﬁ *:
exac way, preferring, p
of th{ir , homest men {o ues,
kind men Lo boors, lovers of truth to liars,
and clean wen to filthy, A man gives up
his life Tor hin fellows—dies, it m& be, n
martyr to truth and liberiy, Both Mark
e —

Twsin and Robert Blatchford agree in bold-
ing that his action was the inevitable re-
sult of the forces that made him whai he
was. Mark Twam wonld add: “He wus
really gratifying his passion for Hberly and
truth—and was, m fact, baving & good
tima, according to his wiea of o Lile,"
Kobert Hlawchiord would add: "Hoe was & |
noble martyr, in whose greag beart glowed
the pure and holy love of truth, hberty, |
aod hamanity,”  But were they really to
wee such & oman facing such a mariyr down |
with unfaiering brow, forgetting their philo. |
sophical differences, they would both bow
beforo hin in the dust, shedding the s
lears of gratitude snd love, and feeling
thempe!yes equally in the august presence |
of & spoctacle before which even o plurs |
in the heavens wsink into mrigoificance. |
Glomdness 1s the greatest thing m the ans
wvoerse, Bkl s grestoess s pot allered by
ihe name we way give i or deny un,

What ia thse Bupspman ®

Holbrook Jackvon, the biographer of
George Bernard Bhaw contributes an en-
liehtening article to “T.P.'s Hmult!;"pn-n the
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lightening article to “T.P.'s Montlly™ on the
potorious superman of Nictesche. Perrou.
nly, 4 uo uol regand Niwelgscho an a great
vhilosopher. He s not of the onder of Des.
cartes, Bpinoga, Kant, Hume, ar Bpencer,
Ho can bo more fitiing Iy classed with men
of the type of Behopenhauer, Bmcrson, Car.
lyle, o Ruskin—inen mhn while PoERGES LT
greal powers of thought, and grealer power
of expression, are Loo gressively indivi-
dualistic apd personal to really ca Ia
of calm philosopliieal thinking, Btill

lc“h‘L by wrtnu of a l;l{t of .:rdh'llulull
n ity ve wtimn Fugpres-
Live, un:l mmu TEI' his ﬂulﬂh‘n produced
n prof impression on serious Lhinkers,
Certpiuly his superman has taken its place
B general sock in trade of

Vive philosophers. Before dealing with Mr.
Jackson's view of (be Buperman us hear
what Nietmscho himself says about it. Tn
"Thus Bpake Zaranthrasira” be says:—

I teach you the Buperrgan. Man is rome.
ing that is to be surpussed. What
have yo done to surpass manp

All hnmn mmm bavgy ereaied some-
thing boyond themselves; amd want
to be thuhhul.'tht,;nu tide, and
would rather go back to the beasi than
EUrpaiy mIAR,

What s the spe to manP A laughi
atock, 8 thing of shame, And jost t
samo ghall man be to the mu: .
laughing stock, & thing of

Ye have made your way [rom mrm 10
minn, and wmuch within you is il
worm, aml olice were Yo a lllll lnn
now MAN @ more &N Aps

the apes.
Even tho wisesl l.mn

o AT

sl toma P
Lo, 1 teach you the luper-l.ul

Wow_ that | very excellent wriling, but
who would mall it philosophy? Does it mpl
lack the philosophic temper , does
it mﬂhie!rl:‘l ﬂﬂnmuiur "ﬂltmhh.

n | Y 1 r ]
Eltﬁrtn.' myn lmtm:h “have erenied

ou ia only & dis

nﬂ indp-'lﬂ

something beyond themselves”—excepi man,
Thin of courss, refers (o the ewhl-mm
fact that msn is the hoad of the animal
kingdom. The lower animals have
od something thewmselver—man has |
not. Hut had icizelihe riven iha matier |
a littls serious thonghi he would have dis-
vovered that be was really talking non

penee. As & mriter of fact, thhﬂddlhﬂ

nﬂihﬂ be himself. Othetwise |
i: mIH ﬂh - Besides, it |
ran pever auy living species—al- |

though H!lt-ﬂlul dictum assumes Hu.i. it
ean—thet if bas produced s

itself. According e thn a.:m: of ,m.,
lution, each

termination of n hu[ rlJ. lina 'I'hl|

dist mction Nntmh mt- between mam
and the lower animals has mo foundation
in fact, and s due entirely to 3 confuwon
of lhnru;h\ of which great thinkerms hke
Hume or Epencer would mever have been
guilty. Man has not produced snythmg be-
vond hivasell Hut, then, neither has any
other wnimal. Neither has tho spe. Neither
has the worm, To sy utlwrwwm
ihat ihe higher living species are

from the lower living species—an  sfror
which, as Durwmn pointed owt 50 years ago,
betrays an abiurd misunderstanding of t

| evolutioniry process.

| th

The Geens of Trunh in the Doclrime.

Siill, as I readily admit, there s pome-
in the Buperman iden, nfter wll, Cer.
tamly, it would be in wtier eonflet with
the ides of evolmion {6 eontend thet man
cannot advance bevond his preseng statas,
It would, indeed, be daring to declars that
iha ﬂ-‘.l!:-ulmnnry process, & process which
hag gone om since Jife peared om our
planct, has ruddenly ﬂ.m.;ll to act with re-
gard (o man. The man of the future may
transeend the wan of the preseni, jusi s
thn man of the pﬂ'lth'l. has turpltm& tha

I.gh o of the past. Mr J says WIS
lo things mbout the Bupermumn:—

Nictesche has nop lold ws whai Buperman
would be hike, and doubtless the ressom
for the omission is that he did wob
know, He no more know what Buper-.
man would be like than Columbus know
what America would be like. One of the
limitations of man is that ha esnnob
imagine snythiug that is mot human ;
his every dream is & of him-
self  even though ﬂhﬂlﬂdﬂlmnf &
Jubberwock or & Gollywock or & mon-
ster like a Dragon or the Hlppqrtl'.
What we have to renlisg s thal Bu E'
man will be other than man, but w
wy have done so we can go no further
along that lime, for it is iupossible for
man to visualise Superuan as it wes
for ape to visualiss mwan.

In other words, nobedy knows what

animal kingdom can never havs produced |
were | 1he Buperman will be hht After all
::ﬁ:m::, he n-;l:mb‘:d{-dﬁ:l :Lh:.im1 it ilup:ml. really mecesm Lhat we

kingdom no longer.
man of today; “You have r-ndnmd nutlllcn-;
beyond mml.f " But he ts that were |
the Buperman o arrive to-morrn- he eould
address him in the very same language,

Nietgsche's Blunder.

The Bupermuan, in Ihuﬂ will be guill
ﬂu very sama crime s that mm-ﬂuﬂ' hr

man—ibe crime of ha
iumd :':;"h.l..
ha weemld msab

W himself. Dlhq,','h-

| be quite able o manage
[ t-l'nrthdnihlm

of Tak Tt

too much attention to the
tleman who will tun the world in & mil-
fon T o some_Vo sheuld vy b
compliznen su
oy r his own affairs.
y us to make an
very far future
concerns Ny than the very remote
-pﬁm to me that we mre only

And maybe it would

nterested that part of 1the past
which may guide us in our action in 1
prescnt -.n.-] that we ought u‘nl,r to be in-



v g o e
present  and that we ought only to be in-
terested in that part of LIIL future, the very
immedinte future, which is likely to be
made happier and freer by our conduce
here und now.




