NIETZSCHE AND MiS PHILOSOPHY.
-

A CRITICIRM.

By R. E. White.
ul

The Lilterest opponents of Nietssche must
&nud- hin a :iut- Hﬂl'ﬂl}hl of know-
e, n capacity for A

inal thought, und an almest umique po
of wivid ex ol
In his many books he rommed over the
whole workl of thought, and, let us admit,
made  nan interssting and  valuable
hilosophical discoveries. In these latter
aye, ton, when the SBtale is l!a-tﬂlly uE-
panding i« functions aud exeriing an in-
creasing despolism over  the individuaal ;
when mujority rule s exalied inte a fetish ;
whrn “banded unions  perscciie  opinions
and imluee o line when mngle thought is
a il emme, and  indivedoesl  reedom
miute,”  the fieree bdivideatism  of Niet-
meche has o wonderful ativaction (0 many
independent mingls.  He  hated mol rule,
Btaie tyrauny. amd Lhe ln'ulli::‘: tendency
s appurant to-day, and many us sre in
complete sympathy  with those senlimenta.
Cerlainly, oo, his crusade against Chris-
tianity hae  geined bim meny  followers,
who think, with hime, §f s an snachroniim
untd the virtue has zone o of if,
Nevertheless, | foel that the yvery fact
that so many of us will Aml e many poinks
of agresmient with him  renders
mary dangerous.  The process of time
already proved him greal smough lo ipl-m
err fulliwing amongst superior minds,

a tevol
therefore his philosophy demands and  de-
servis the wost erilwval wnalysis. There

never was such a iwarked penod of iran-
sitiny ue now, when all old things are pas-
wing wway, ol boliefs boary with age are
bheing flung into (he crucible. At this mo
mentous epoch, then, when dogmeis are dy-
ing, ane institutiong crombling, we should
be specially careful leet we desiroy the
whtﬁtﬂ: the tares, 1! maybe that when
we follow daring leaders ip ailacking ihe
extraneciis and (he false, we may be misled
into destroying the essentinl and the true

“Hold fast to Truth, prestrve 1t well
For fear divine Philopophy
May push bevoml hwr mark gnd be
Procuress Lo the lords of ImIT

The eardinal principles 1 have outlined an
conslilnting  the distinetive feapores of
Nielgsche's mosrage all have Lhoir raci in u
yurte mew amd revolulionary ethieal con-
cepiion, and it s on the ethics of Nictatche
I would coneentraire, for on them he stands
or falls, Fihies 1 will define ag the wience
which treils of tha distivetion  beiwesn
pigh! el wrong, and nf the moral senee hy
which they are discrimmated, Nictzrche
continuslly dewnnds a0 Aransvaimaton  of
moral values and a transformation of social
relations. In fact, he repudintes I'ﬂf T
manent hasts of moral yalue wt all, oy
ronduct = moral which tends to promode
his ideal superman,

And wimes Tha ool ke alei e e fa o«
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And winee lhe peal he slrivw fur ja g
woviely  bisecley] hy caste -a few  londl
riifeis nnd @ hoamble herde of the roled,

he  derides  the conception of o human
brotherhoad with egual rights for all, A
wepile gm The ponndabont was by which

Nature arfives al wix or seven greal men ”
And this gwendant iyvpe ix to be cvolved by
the praclics of harduess, epoem, ruthlss
ness ang an uiter dieregard for 1he “hard
anvual ” (He avdently mdmivel Napeleon,
Ly the way.}] The mu-;l of 1he peopls, in
a word, are merely the glepping stones
over which their nafmral rulers shull clinb
W therr proper high ploces

Ho cletins for 1his decirine (he sanction
of biology and histors, and of that claim
be substantinted then Niutrsche's plilos
ophy i8 indubitally sound - Foriunately
this hrings the goestion squarely to the
decision of physical facts and clear of the
mifta of melaphrsim,

Lot it ke ionlerstomsd hers that Nietzschie
had po biologiesl tramming, and he denied
the necessily of such tronimg to dogmatise
on Liclogy—Yie alwnyvs insisted that iotui-
tion was the final authority. Nor ean he
be romddercd a thoroaghly  eqguipped  his-
tormn for thongh he bl sbandiedd Distery deep-
I, it war mainly from the parrow philolegis
M] l.‘.l.l|l"|u]hr- -.”H wak n }‘lrrlfr*HUI‘ of
rhilnh Erl Regarding the intuitive basis

bin linlogweal argmment, | think mod
ern pavehology hea amply | demonsirated
the utter wnrelialulity of the mtmtion an
a philosophical facter. Nevartholess it is
a singnlar faet that Neitgeche, the bookish
reciuse, mmde an sstoumding disovery In
biclogy which had been overfocked by
greal rpecialiets like Darwin and Huxley,
anil on this diseovery he built:  The fal-
lowing quotation from his own works s
a conconiireted statement of that pregnant
teuth: “As ta the fsmows struggle for ex-
istencer, it seoma to me, for the prescnt,
te be more of an peumplicn than a fact,
it does ocoour, but g an exreplioy. The
genepal condition of life is nol one of want
cr foniie, bt rather of riehes, of lavish
luxurinee—where Lhera iz a #trugole. Qo
in & struggle for power.  Wa shoukl nol
confound malihius with Nature.”

Sinca he penned those lnes later re-
sparch ha=, 1 bolieve. conelnadvely disproved
the Darwinian thesry that the rtruggle for
existence it thnmpnm factor In evolution,

, a8 | will endeavour to show later,
siruggle for power is no meang the
true or only altermalive. concede this

o bt 10 eoncede the whole itiom, for
if what Nistzacha calls the will 1o power
were the fore which diferenuatel amd
improved the species it would vaturally
fo that, siges it achieved the making
of man. it ehould hereafier lead Bs ta the
Bupsrmen., Wuh reforetos to Lis dedue-
tions from bistory, thoungh bhe wag nol e
really great hisiorian, vel it may well be

that i wi related up to bis Lime
fully eanctio the conclusions he drew |
from it. The history of the sehoal becks

might justify & pessimist philosopher |
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might justify & pessimisi philosopher i |
| dpciding worfire and oppression were the
very wprings of condoct, and that social
| chaos eam only be averted through the us-

| urption of power by stern rulers

rg:.“ of hﬁ B bt and pleasant light
 baa been shed on bistory by patient re-
srarch isdo the daly life, the eusome Bmd

| institutions of bygons peoples.  History,
|28 now hmnlin{.undtrﬂmd, in something
than 1t

rander tramp of armed hosts,
Eh inbri and squabbles of tyrants,
snd I try to show presenily ibat it

doss mol sanction tbe copclusions at which
Nietssche arrived,

But besides the in y of his scien-
tifle equipment Lo fit o a leader of
mankind 1o heighty that are W by

;:rup and «dev paths, he ceriain
tal t mental limitations. A
umal of biography of Nistmsche, EI‘:

w
e ]

entrancing our sympathy with the mam
diminishis our respect {or the philoopher.
Frow childhood umtil the time, some
yeurs before his death whepn the darkness
of insanity clossd down upon him, be led
& lonaly, ﬁuhu lite. 1 know of no other
wan o completely cut off from soisl rels-
tions with has fellows.
Throughout hs whele journey through
life he made eingularly few friends, and
|even these few  friendships gescrally
terminatad in bittay quarrels,
| While yet & young man he resigned his
prd—onhmd?oan.ud spent bbe
rest of his lile h’hfuld;’nnmlﬂiﬂ w knder-
through Europs, mostly in Bwi

m:m taly, feverishly working at

Ha pever kunew the love of a4 womamn—
no ohkd was born o him. firwt,
ediiion of one of hig later books he in-
tended for private elrenlation amongst his
fricnds, wnd had omly forty copies printed
in that =wue.

It iz pathetie o wote that hs enly dm
tribuled seven. In shert it may be sald
that man, the socinl animal, the gregar-
otis bipedl, he kusw not ab all

In & messure lhis may explain lhin
intuitive belief in o rufulld state of

[ ]

aristocrati archy. e al
terest To'-d:]nthsgk hym-d hﬁ-:

imbo & guite unfounled but nrt-rr firm be-
Bof ihat he himse!ll wan of noble dercent.
This

a somewhat humwrous ides
I‘"’ﬂh g nd his

1 =hall

of the reliwbility wul his intuitions u
vemaradivn [uoi camto sl WU TULS
sow eonclude thiz ariadle, amd fn my nerl,

and last, 1 abiall erelewvour  wol anly o

ahow from Ui evidence of biological and

hislorical fact: tha! Nietmsohe's othics and

the philosophy [ Losel upon thein were

ibe  mmaouml I =hall furiher allempt
fn demonpstrile (Hal the mogabity which
Nistmsehe (apd all chnochrend claim o be
peculiarly Chirstiin and dependont an_su-

peculiarly Chisiiin and dependont on sie
ral decres, are infintely older than
kmown religion, obley even than man
himaall, and are cwnlifically unassailable,
txt in that sartwele will be mpinly
imes Kropoikin's monumenial work on
“mutunl aid s a4 biw of unlure and a
fsotor of exolinion




