illl’.‘l’llﬂlli AND HIS PHILOSOPHY.
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| (By R. E. White),
1.
| AN ANALYHIS. i
o
of Niotssch HMH by
an o o'y i
' g:m:'who had spent the lest thres
Yy *.t,ﬂu?dﬁn. i, and who was an wrdent
€ i} :
bad the honour lo be present, sod
found the occasbon § most im ive oOtie,
for it was evidemt that Ni ‘s doc-
trine has o vory stromg appeal to ihe ine
lellectnals, and promises o be a potent
factor in moulding the thought and imflu-
encing the actions of the fulure. Even
today, though hu lsachings sre intensely
revoluiiona~ry, and thnuﬂ they have pain-
el wide publiowy omly during the last few
years, it i difficult to exasgpgerate his in-
Auspcas.  Already he has been eaperly dis-
cussed m & thousand books and m leta
{and many of our popular an are
jmore or less swayed by him. We have
|lt~n elnce rend severnl uf tls very diffcult
bopoks. bhot since the meeting referred to,
I have diligemily somght (o gr the basie
| principles of th'% new philosophy aud to
form my own conolusions as 1o iis trull or
| faleonesa. There are others, 1
evern in this small ecommunity, who ars
(alen earnesily studying the mbject end
| finding diffleultr in forming their judpments,
| and such may be Interested in hearing my
tratimony.

fenl sure,

| Besides the » interest it may have
for philveophical and sociological students
o much wider sudience should be {nierested
owing 1o the fwet phat it has been widely
add warmly debated whether or pol Niete.
she wis a factor in causing this frighiful

war, With your visebon ] will Lhere-
fore cliemapt o brief analysis of Nietmsche's
docitine, [ find (his » very difficult task

owing to the srratic, unsympathetic, and
often contradictory naiure of his writings.

He was also very discursive, and utberiy
I:-uh_wd Iwh‘ Nevertheless. bohind the
T O asion of his e {here ure
coriain root weas which ﬁinmrlmh biiaiy
from all other writers, and mazk him us 2
radioal and revoluuonary thinker, amd it
is these root idess 1 will endeavour te
expose.

Him worbs throughoul are vidlemily =ne
fagonisite o our relighoos, mora), social
and political systems, but his mosi violent
antipathy was concentrated on Christianity,
which he considered the root evil of this
civ ilisation.

Back of all his coniradiclions amed eccen-
triciien was & dominent wes, and s con-
sislent viewpoinl, and the essence of It
wil be found in his theory of evolmion.

M oourse [ am nol suggesiing thore was
any novelty in the mere (et lie was
an evolutionist, for so are we all nowsdays;
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an evolutionist, for so are we all nowedays ;
no- even in thai he eviended t.htth-nrym‘
evolution o embrace the moral sphere, for
most philosgphers and’ paychologisls do that
alsa. It was in his definition of the dyna-
mic of progress that he broke new ground
and propounded his stariling dectrine,

He repudiated Darwin's doctrine of strug-
gle for evislence and natural selection and
proclaimed that of (he will io power in liew
of the will Lo live.

In all organisme, frem \he microecsm to
the nation he saw 1k utﬂi'alﬂ, nat  far
life. but for power, amd parallel with it
snd  constantly  thwarting i,  the
will to weakness, All veligions
and moral systems originated in ihese Lwo
forces, and hasis all are rilher 1naster
or slave moralities, Hy that lHghi he read
history, end msserted that whenever the
master mworality dominated, a5 in pagan
Rome, thire was progresa mnd expansion,
Wherever the slave moralily—ihe glorifiea
tion of weakness, humility, prevailed, aa in
Christian Reme there was retrogression
and degenerncy.

He detested altruinm and ell that the
term involves, and exaliad egoismi. “This
new command, ob my brethren, 1 give unte
you: Become hard! And ihe ideal

reached was the superman; never very
:aﬂnitely or clearly byt with intense poetir
fervaur,

Thin somewhai vague conceplion was (o0
be the very incarnsiion of the will te

wer, Birong end beaubiful in mind and

y. fearless and merciless: loving war
and danger: ruling leeser meén, who e
pawns for him tv play with  Niclecle was
nebalods and ambiguovs as (o the melhed
of prodocing the wuperman, bul  apper:
enily hi= 8 an ecsoterie doclrine  intendid
only for the natural aristocrats who shali
shall by sorme undefined meaps gvececd in
thoroughly enslaving the “herd animal.”

1 fancy thal cne weapom to be smploved
te Christianity, which is to be retained for
the use of the lower orders, to keep ihem
rmrrl; rubmissive, and to teach thera that
13
Cer

re  blessed Lo give than receive. !

" he forocaxied as the ideal a
human sociely of Iwo &venly balaneod
clamen: A vast inert religiove, moral slave
class, benesth a small alerd, iconoclastic,
immaral, pru-hru masler rlass.

These, then, appear to be the cuseniial
fostures in Nintmche's pintosephy, “The will
to power, masler, and slave moraluy, ego.
jem, @and the superoan. Fairevaegant
though it may seem at firsl glance u
does nol appear incompatible with the theary
of survival of the fittest. as proclaimed he
Huxley and other followers of Doarwin
may, add, too, thal shockingly oallous
though we may consider him in his hltter
tirndes against svmpathy many Liclogists
will agree with hlm in the mestction (hat
“Sympathy thwarts the law of development,
of evolution, of the eurvival of the fitfret,
Tt & hostile go 1ife!™ T firnly believe Lhat
this doctrine, confessed!y lmmaoral, and de-
riding worlity, will continue (o grow and

[ ] .
T bass ihat sniniom an the fact that eur
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tpread.

T bass ihat opinion on the fact that our
moral concents of todavy are thosa which
for two willeuniums past have hesn pro-
claimed ss poculisrly Christian, havine po
panelion and seeding nonn save the tesch-
ings of Chrigt., And wll the sione indicair
¢ breakup of Christianitye it is alvoady
practically  extinst amongst the culpured
clogser, though thev may make a formal
profession of it, Bo therr sermg a8 strong
peobability tha| as Christianity derays, g0
will the eihics taucht with b,

Thus far I have tried (o sinte Nicteehe-
lsm impartially and dispassionately, but I
now tostify that I helieve it to be in jts
vary cssenos @ periicious devirine, subser-

| sive of progress, and cpposed to Lhe lalest
conclumons of evolulionary science,

Your space will not permit an adequate
eriticiam in this article a0 I will erave

J‘ulil.l' permjssion o continue in seotbher ar-
ticle.




