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TNTRODUGTION

A The desert is the homé of Géswalr.: ‘And des— .
" pair is’everywhere. -Let.Us not think- “that our in- -
terior solitude consists in the acceptapce of de-
feat. We cannot escape,anythﬂng by consentlng ' ‘
taoltly to be defeated. Despair . is an abyss with-
out bottom. Doinot think to close it by consent-
1ng to it and trying to forget you have consented.
o This, then, is our desert: to livefacing des— .
“'pair, but not to- consent To trample it down une-
der hope in the Cross. - To wage war against. des- .
. pair unceasgingly. That war is our wilderness. If
©we .wage. it couvageously, we will find Christ at
-our -side., If we cannot face it, we will never
flna Him.~ ~~Thomas Nerton~ '

II tomorrow you woke up to find outb ‘God 1s dead, how
woula vou react? lhlS cuestlon 1mplles that we have no con-
trol over the death of God. Someone else would- have killed
Him, Frledrlch Nletzsche makes a cultural announcement that
"God is dead! amd we have kllled lei" HlS athelsm becomes’
the active searohlng out for & n051t1ve meaning in our lives
{lwithout God Mamy have uttered the phrase "God. . is dead™ and
have not recogn;zed.lts import. . They have 11ut1e 1dea of
what they are sayiﬂg, and moreover tﬂev dow't seenm to, care.
The phrase %eoomes a. cvutoh for thelr nevatlon of 1life, or
thelr secular humanlsm.' " » _ _

- This paper Wlll attempt to sbow the aotlve mennlno of.
Eﬂ° death of God. through an ana1y81s of some of Nietzsche' s'
&hlloSOphlcal writings, By confrontlng the death‘of CGod eX-
pressed in Nietzsche our own conception of God bébomes RN

- N 3 . -_-I::.-. M .o
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Clearer, The excess, unlmportant perlpheral bellefs are

trimmed awav amd we. are 1eft with the question of the. ex—‘

1stence of God as Belnv.' The. reader Wlll hopefully find '

that he can pose a much- 61fferem; questlon than the one 8- -

bove. If you woke up 'tomorrow how woqu you :c*eac*b if you |
w:Llled ‘bhe death of Gogd? ' ‘




. \ CHAPTER T: .
. 4 CURSARY EXAMINATION OF NIETZSCHE'S'
LIFE, STYLE AND WRITINGS:

L PRELIMINAR Y INVESTIGATIONS . INTO HIS ATHEISM- A
DISTINCTION BEIWEEN ACTIVE AND PASSIVE NIHTL TSMT

- Frledrlch Wllnelm Nletzsche was borﬁ on October 15, 1844
in Rocken, Saxony, to Karl Lvdw1g Nletzsche and Fran21ska o
ﬂee Oehler He Was namea after Klng Frledrloh Wllhelm nwa of
Pru551a. On - July 10, 1846 his 81sber E71zabeth Was bOﬂﬂ,

and in 1848 a oronher was born, only to die in 1850 His~
father died in- 18é9 Wletzsche was born into . -a. famlly with
strong rellvlous tles, whose 1mmed1ate famlly oounted among
1ts members Lutheran mlnlsters' His fauher and two grandfa—u,
thers were all ordalnea o the Lutheran mlnlstry._ In his .
early childhood Nletzsche was reared in-a strlctly rellglous

fcor*, the llttle pasto because of his behav1or.i "Accord—w
qg to ‘his 51ster's testlmony, Nletzsche was a very p10u°i
child and gave much thought to rellﬂlous guestions, which,-
os she put it, he was always anxious to put 1pto practlcé."l
iiith the death of his father and brother Nletzsche S younﬁa
life became domlﬁated by women. " His mqﬁher, aunts,'and ‘8is—
|{lter were his only family in Naumbur . " This is mentloned

only as a mstter of historic fact and- 1ntends no conclu31ons

“|lte be drawm as ﬁo the effect ‘of women on his 78bef 1ife, 'As

H., A. Revburn says the young hletzscae,v"even at the age of

SlX, was Dreoccupled wlth the things. 1n51de his- own mlnd and -
|had no ready feellng for the demands. oz an’ env1ronment which-
|lhad not been made to- bls presorlptlon.ﬁ HlS early instincts
were to 1eaa not to follow* to create, not to’ conform "2
Tn 1858 at: the age of - fourteen, Nletzoohe was awarded a |

soholarshlp £0 The very pTeSﬁlglOUS Schulpforta, where he

s

househola. Hls young fflends even called hlm.’aer kline pas—.'
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attended scnool unulW 1864. Hls studles 1ed hlm to read
"Schlller Holderlln and Byroﬂ, -of whom he nreferred H6lder—~
lin, and under the 1nf1uence of his readwng, as also: that of
one 6r two of t e masters who expounaed hlohe? crltlclsm, he
began to move away fromAChrlstlanlty."B The plous and s0l+ -
emn chlla grew ‘into. a solemn and sedate youth not bother1ng
to involve hlmself in the ordinary follies of his fellows..
Re;burr comments that, "underneath there was the_ordlnary hu-
man need for.the QutpOuring of boyishﬁenthusiasm, but on the:
Surface.there'was'a restraint which he;&‘the'bcy back from
full participation in thé energies and follies of his fel-. .
VloWg;"4"Again5fWé,must be careful not to "réad into" this.:
One fémemberé‘that as the story goes, Albert Einstein flunk-
ed méfh as & child and’ as a. professor could not. remember to
tie his shoes. 'Yet no ome. looks LOT an exPlaratlon of the °
Theory of Relatlv1ty in the unconsolovs psyche of hlS Jouth
Nor is- thls dlgresswon meant to 1mp1y that ﬂletzsohe was to-
tally aware of his sense. of dlrectlop and goal For the
time Of youth is the time of. ex amlnlng the reallty of "who I
am?" and uncoverlnw ‘the answer to that questlon by making
exnllclt what was orlglnaljy 1mp11c1t in the chlld through
change and - maturlty. : T :

Fvom 1804 to 1865 Nletzsche attendea ‘Bonn. Unlver51ty
where he took two semesﬁers of bbeolowy and classical phll-
ology. In October 1805 follow1ng a dispute amOﬂg the facul-
Ity of the university, Nietzsche followed his favorlte pro—
fessor Friedrich wllhelm thschel to the Uq1ver51ty of Leip-
zig to pufsue further studles in ola881ca1 philology. Thére.
the final sten to- atheism occured throuoh the influence of )
', Arthur Schopenhauer. One day. whlle browswn@ ﬁhrough Rohn's
book shop, Nietzsche dlscovered Schopeﬁbaaer s book The ™ i
World as Will and Idesa, which he took home and read fervenﬁ{—:j

ly by the fire.. "Schopenhauer's picture of the WO?id as the
manifésﬁationﬁof'the blind will, together with the essen-




tial p081t10n acoorded to atheistic eyperlence in his pth—
osophy and the metanhy51ca1 81gn1flcance ascrlbed to music -
in partlcular, spoke to Nletzsche s soul in compelllng
tones.“5 ‘To,N;etzsche Schonenhauer opeﬂed the doors to

.selfafedemption.f Nietzsche nubllshed his flrst essay’ of ma||

jor 1mnortance,Ph11010g1ka,1n 1860. The- Work was a phllo- ,
'.1og10a1 -study whwch wa.s nresented to the ?blloloﬂlcal 8001et
.Wthh.NletaSChe had started at the university.’ o
After. reading Schbﬁenhauef, Nietzsche's atheism began:
,to express the need for the death of God. Godlhaé to die in
“order - uhat man should be bounded only by his Creatlve will.

(ihe beglnnlnﬂs of Nletzsche 's atheism are erressed here
with an eye to the 19 guage and terms cnafacterﬂ8ulc of his
later and more mature. nerlod ) o

He (Nietzsche) is the 5pokesmar for modern

. men 1n samlag that ‘he cannot endure that lelnltv'~
-should exis® -in its Christian meaning, for man
cannot live and work creatively if he endures
that such .a condescenalng witness of his existence.
shiould himself. be allve. This.was for Nietzsche
the grandeur of man's freedom in exercise even in
the midst of his ugliest misery, that he refuses

- to allow this God to face him, or face hlm with
the, task of- creatwng those new worlds man wlone- 6
wants to shoulde Man cannot be- whlle God 11ves.

| The earlv humanlst 1nfluenoes on. Wletzsohe from Schulnxorta
(Jasners wrltes that Pforta ‘was” reknovmed for 1%8 humanlsts)
have left tbelr mark on Nletzeche.7 He loves manklnd but .
only W1th a twwst that is charactewlstlc of Nletzsche, he
wrltes, "As Chamfort used to say, he who does not become a
mlsamthTOpe in forty years has never- 1oved mamklnd "o The
twist 1s explained in this fashions o o

Even the Salnt (in ZarathuSura) once 10ved
mankind but know loves God instead: "I do not love
man; to me he is too incomplete a - thing. Love for
man would be the death of me.'"’ Nletzsche, unlike
the Saint, wishes to remain in the world in order

. to serve man. He Dbelieves that the Saint's love
of the Godhead can be understood as-a consequence

of the same dlusatlsfactlon xﬂth ‘mankind that tor—

—
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‘gments blm. "But he finds it objectionable that-
‘saints "wished to flee into a beyond instead of
.building for the future." "Religiosity was- a. mig-
understanding on:the- part of those higher natures’

-~ who were tormented by the ugly image of mankind." .

“Hence. disgust with man is the-great danger.,-¥hen ,
,deepiy moved he . (Nletzsche) must repeatedly go

- through whole days afflicted by "a feellmg blacker
than jhe Dblackest melancholy, contempt Tor man." -

A‘fThlS copuempt is a ftrensition, for "the @reat des—
~ p1sers are the.great W@fshlnpers " :

. In 1868, at the age ofitwenty—Lou; Nletzsche Was mran—“
ted a Chalr in PhllOlOﬁy au Baséi University, eventhovvh he
hed not vet completed the requlrements for bls degree. In

' - |L870 the flrst book Nleuzsche Wrote 1s publlshed The Birth

exoected of & young Drofessor by hls faculty, it noneuheless '
<narks Nletusche s- eﬂtranoe 1nto the world of 11terature.
During this tlme he 11ved at. Trlbschen w1tﬂ Rlcnard Wagner ?f
nintil- 1872 only taklng tlme out, from his teacblnﬁ and week-‘
end v181ts w1th Wagner ho sevve as a voluateev nurse in the -
war from Auvust to Ocnober 1870. Hlé relationship with &ag .
jner slowly deterlorated durlng thls nerlod until 1t flnally

"_A broke up over the publlcatloﬂ of. Wagner s ?ar81fa1 in 1878.

Betweeﬂ 1873 and 1876 he wrote and publlshed tae Tour essays
which - comprlse the book Untlmely Ledltatloms.K“Dav1d Strauss"
‘ AUﬂust 1873, "Of nhe Advantage and Dlsadvantage of: HlStory :<

|For Llfe" February 187ﬂ ‘"Schonenhaver as Educator" 1874,. ﬁd"
,.%1chafd Wagner at Bayfeuth“ 1876 Fo1low1ng thls Nletzsche B

rrote human, All-moo—Human 1n May 1878.

Nietzsche was never' the picture’ of health. “AItev a éef%
Fous attaok of dysennery contraoted durlng the war,... stom~f
e.ch dlsorders occured at regulsr ﬂntervals rhereafter. Tbe

01sturbances began ﬂradually but, became LTGOHGﬁt form 1873 on
‘[Above all attacks of v1olent heaaaches together with- sen81~.
t1v1ty ﬁo 11ght vomltlng, a general paralysis- 11ke Ieellng,

vand condltlons such as those experlenced in, sea81ckness, more

and mome caused him. to be’ bedrldden. Several times he ‘was |

opil Trggedv. Althouoh At was not qulte “the Style of the Work*< :
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unconscious LOT prolonge& perlods."9 in'later'years th¢~miﬁ

ally months; uhls coupled Wlth any one or  the othér of his
medlcal nvoblems amounts o palﬂ that 1s almost unthlnkable.
In May 1879 he retlred ffom the Lacthy of Basel" due to 111
health and Ior the next ten years he -became the. fetlred pro=-
'fessor. As a "fuﬁltlvus errans" nhe travelled baok and forth,
.far and w1de, to such places as Slls Marla 6urlnv the Summer,
Venlce, Genoa, Naumburg, Nloe, and flnally Turln.} Durﬂng
this perlod of ten years Nletzsche pre%eﬂus hlS mature phll-
osophy in the L01low1n works' The Gay 801ence 1881 The Dawn
|n8s2, Thus Spake Zarathustra 1883, II 1883, IIL 1883, IV..
1892 Beyond Good and Evil 1886 Prefaces 188? Towafd a Gen—

graines Would be 50 severe they would last for weeks occasior

Tdols" 1889, The Antichrist 1902, Nietzsche: Gontra magner 1001

|Ecce Homo 1908 and Dionysus Djtbrambé.lo

- pf hlm@elf and - Work up Whatever might. be. in him..

‘The above works represent the third perlod of Nletzsche'
phllosophlcal development ‘One descrlptlon of his manner .-
durlnﬁ this time comes to us ;rom Dr. Paneth who visited Eiét
zsche. 'shortly after the. nubllcatlon of the flrst uhreé parts
of Zarathustwa. Says Dr: Paneth, "There is not a irace of

lifalse pauhoq of the nronhet's pose in him, as T had rather

Leazed after: hls Tatest vork (Z%razbustrao Instoad hls man-

ner is completeWy 1noFfen81ve and natural We began =2 very
banal conversatlon about cllmate, 11v1nv oondltlons and tne:‘
like, Lhen he told me, “but Wlthout the 1east affectation or
copcelt that he alwers Ielt hlmself to have a task Qnd that
now, as far as hlS eyes Hould perm'l‘t 11; he wanted to get out
‘ w1l The in-
‘ﬁrOSpectlve ch11d of six- had mqtured thfough acaaemla, Jouth
and young adulthood to the ultimate task. mahlnﬂ exp1101t the
|world as it mus® ex1qt apart from God. L

A%t the end of 1888 Nietzsche spent Carlstmas in Turln S
pnd was there for the new year. During this time his letters

Hito friends were alternately si ed "Dlon sus" of "The Cqul—.
¥ gﬁ ¥

llealogy of Morals 1887, The Wagner Case 1888 TW111ght of the |

0
L




fieds® 1ndlcatlons of the oncomlnﬂ madaess most Drobablg be-
gan to occur as early. as the late 1870'5, though no rav1ngs‘
1néwcat¢ve of. 1asan1ty occured prior ‘to December 27 1888."
The desease was a slow growth of Qeqeral nar81y51s. ﬁafly in
Tonuary of 1889 while walk1ng the streets of Turln, Nietzsche
‘“ollapsed on the pavement throw1ng his arms around the neok
bf a horse whlch had just beem whlpped by the driver. His
frlend Franz Overeeck arrlved shortly thereafter to take care
Jf Nletzscbe "The next day Overbeck found hlm 'conerlmg in
|the cormer of a sofa.’ ‘He rushes toward me, embraces me v1q
|Lently, and then sinks , ‘in twitches, baCﬁ'éF to -a so?e;‘ He||
launched LOrﬂh 1n 1oud songs, TaUlndS on the. nlano, scurril-
Lous aances ane leaps, and Ehen uttered 'in an 1ndescr1baoly
lgoft tone subllme, wonaerfully clalrvoyant and 1neXpre851b—
lv awesome thlngs about himself as the successov to the dead
Fod. ‘"1? &fbeg.0verbeck de01ded to take. Nletzsche to a clin#
ic at Basel for help; he. eveﬁtually took ‘Nietzscheé to the 8,
‘ Gylum at Jena. Nletzschefs mothev wenc to Jena to take her.
son home, were he.remained in her care until her death in: -
1897 .. Hls 31sber Wlwzabeth bhen took care of hlm at Weimar
hntil Augusz 20 1900 uhe day he died.. .
Tne life of thls man was unique and n01nts to a snyle of

qu l Jnlcueness the styﬁe of & craTtsman in poetlc touch -

7ith his too1s. It is "the, fu81on of serlousness and satlre,
athos and pun," that becomes the halearL the creatlve charq
otevlstlc 01 Nletzsche s style and part of’ hlS to»al message
Hletzeche p01nns hlS words, dlfeCulng them. 2t the distinctiod
pf man petty and weak {as ne sees hlm) and the Superman. . The
broblems encountered in translating and uﬂaerstaﬂd1n~ the pe-—
eullar style- develoned by Nletasche are numerous* the play on
mords,_and general tvbllatlng and creatlve use of poeblc 1an-
juage A- tyelca1 Hletzscbean trlck 18 to delete the coaclum

“gpilon Irom a long Chalﬂ of afﬂument ané to 1ndlcaue the conelu-‘
elon w1th a dash or “series. of aots examples pfyth;secanebet_




”Lound in aphorlsms 207 and: 209 of Bevond Goo& apd EVll

N mor does he intend for us "to- become his. dlSClnles, in fact,

‘all concealmept."' "Ir 1s sald of Zarathustra*-'Even the

standing. Sucoessz'"14 Thls can be apnlled to- Nletzsche. S
the scyle, snd by u31nn hls creatlve‘w111 come ro the con-—

'planted in that earlv relatlons“_p to‘Schopenmauer, and Schof

"Where Nletzsche does not. dellberately bvpass idioms in faw
vor .of c01naves, he makes fun of them —- now by teking them
11tera11y then agaln by varylnﬂ them sllgbtly. -Here t00 he
is a dedlcated enemy of all conveptlons intent on eap081ng
uhe Suubldlty and arbltrarlness of cusvom.“l3

Nietzsche's motive for wrltlnﬁ does now permlt us. to re-
1ai;as we read. he wants us to pursue his- thouvhts 1n “the-

same. manner he did. Nletzsche does not show us the "z

he desires the 0pp081te., "He grants. us no: peace, “torments -
us. ceaselessly, hunus us out of every retreat and fOfbldS

least llttle eva51on by meams of 311ence is completaly ener- ‘
vatlnv to blm.. He feelc that he has av01ded 2 thought... hell.

least reservatlom, the sllohtest omlswlon, nrevents any out—

Hig thought is. totally nvesemt in his work. The task is up

to uhe rea&er to, pursue those thouq ts, unoover them unrough '

ClUSlODS to be drawn from’ bbe text on‘hls ovn. »
The roots of Nietzsche! S athelsm,,apd phllosophy dre -

peﬂhauer S foundatlons be@ln w1th Immanuel Kamt “The. 10110w—-'

ing &1scu5510ﬁ nlll follow the outllnes set forth by. Aeybur

with some attention: to Coplescon..i f ,’
hant's metanhy°1cs began with the questlon. HOW ig it "

30531b1e to make statements about obﬂects a. prlorl which

must be true Whatever the obaect mlght be? qu answer was

that nhe statements about obgecbs are’ pOSSlble throuvh thef(‘

condltlons of experlenoe whlch exisdt 1n uhe know1ng sub—.uﬁi
Ject's mlnd That ﬂs,all obgectc of experlence must exist
in’ space and tlme. " The obgects must have a cause and: 1ssue 
in ef;ects.t Part of rhls first ar Gument Kant eypanﬁed by

saylng thau these condluvons are not blmalpg on the noumena




‘

(thith—in-théﬁsélvesjwan&'that fhe?ﬁiﬁé ié’iegisiatiﬁg and-
laying down fules (i .e.,‘cond1+10ns of. expeflence) teillng
ob;]ectq what thev must do in order to enter our” eAperlence,<
The. seco@é part of Kanﬁ' s argument draws the conc1u51on
that the oogects of our experleﬁce are not moumena, but ra~
ther, phenomena.~ Fo if the mind caﬁnot assert 1tself on
the objecté 'bheﬁ tboy ave are completely 1ndependant nouywi
ﬁeﬁa;: But uhrou gh his aﬂa1y81s of space, tlme, and causal—
1tj,.Kant shows that the mlnd ‘does not follow ob ects Just
the opp051te, he mln& requires obgects to conxorm to the

conditions of experlence else they will not be percelved

Thus the obaects of experlenoe cennot be thlnvs 1n—themselfﬂ
ves, but rather, they must oe nhemomena.. '
_Schopenhauef reflects a bit of Berlkeley (Wlth a tw1st)
when he says, "the World is mv ides, somethlng preseﬂted to
my cdﬁsciousﬁess and 1deas .and presentqtlons have ‘no exis—.
terce anart from the mlnd Uﬁtll the first mind appeared

there was no world of. exneflepee at all ing,a World.of

tblnﬁs 1n—themselvo . Frow Wthh it follows f— the world
as 1dea —-— 18 not ultimately real' it is not a thin —in~-it-.
selx The world of ex perleﬂce 1s a phenomenal world- which

means the phenomenal world exists as &an obgect LOT a per-

eelv1pg subgect g The rea11ty of the world con51sts in its
appearing to, or. being percelveu by, a subﬂect Jihls,realggf
1t;vmaﬁ1?e5us EWO s:w.es5 an 1nner and outer. Thé outer ‘is. .

the World as. 1dea° the inner. Teallty 1Q the thing-in- 1tself’
and unlike. Kant, Schonenhauer tells us what it is. _he 1n:€
ner reallty,(the thing-in-itself, is Will. The real is not.
fractured by the dleerence ‘which - tlme and space 1ntroduceA
1nto the phenomenal world, and . in a profoun& sense it is an
und1v1ded unlty. *Through the will, the:.immediate experience]
of oneself ‘the inner. reallty of the pature of things is re—
vealed. Bod11v action which is saWd uo follow ;;om volltlon
is not qomethlng &1Iferent from volltlon but ome and the
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same; bodily. actlon is 81mplv obgectlfled will, .
All thanS 1nward1y and ultlmately are w111. "Intrinéi—
Cally the will 1s blind, end ultlmately,‘even 1n the human
being, 1t is- nurnoseless.- "Thig conceptlon of the esseptlal
and 1ncurable blindness of tqe will prov1des the metaphy31ca13

trolled by Leason, feason ‘does- nor prov1ae the ends of -exis—-
tence, but only the means to ends whlch snrlnv from the w111
1tself And in the last. resort these ends are: only apdarent
land have no Valué."15 | , , o '

The n051t1ve 81de of Schopenhauer S nhllosonhy proclalms
the . autalnment of banplness throurhmthe percentlon of beany
end in the moral life. "It is here'that we must look for the
roots of'Nietzscﬁe 's attacks‘upon réligion, and’particuWarTy
hrlstlamluy, in walch he detected (or. thou =t he had detec-
%eﬁ) all the elements. of nihilism and. decadeﬂce."l6 The re-
Snonse to Kant (Schonenhauer con51dered hlmself Kant‘s true
svccessor) ea311y 1eaés to Nletzsche. Or, at the bare min- :
imun, a filial. klnshlp of 1deas and startln p01nts.
Nletzqcbe saw that Kant sought to establlsh the freedom
pf the will, God, 1mmorua11ty, and a moral world oréer, by as
: sumlng the noss1b111ty of synthetic a pr1or1 statements;

These a%sumptﬂors whlch Kant makes mask the questlonlng that
oughu to have preceeded them. "\1etzsché s atheism is a co—‘
rollayry. of his basic commltmenu to- questlon all premlses and |
to Tegect them unless they are for somé reason 1nescanable."l

Iﬂ uhe conclusion of Tthe Crlthue of Practical Reason Pant o

States' - Two thlngs remain forever Worthy of ?everence"the
sta“fy heavens above me and the moral law within me.  Niet-
sche said: "Dlgestlom is more venerable.™ Through this sen-
tence, Bvetzsche aptly states the dlreculon of hlS dlalectlc.
He is returnlng to man the resnon51b111ty man gave UD to a
transcendent belng.» And- too, this sentence must be rememberm
in the. context of Nletzsche S 111ness, suffering from dysen—
tery, chroglc gaStfltus, and.tremendogs'abdomlnal~pa1ns.

justification -for: Schonenhauer's pesswmlsm. Llfe is not con+




. 4 :12.

llschem

" |lism®?

"o AlW (Absoluu Splrlt) woula aTways brlnﬂ the old probTemc
with 1t’~— How 1s evil p0351b1e9 euo. There?ore"there is ng
all,~there is mo greet sensorlum of 1nventor1um or storehovse.
llof force." However, a 01st1metlon must be made, 1m fact a -
remarﬁably wlee dlstlnctlon, between bhe tfuth of - athelsm and
the truth of the .death 01 Goa MIn the first case, one mere-:
1y renorts thau among the 'furn1vure of the unlverse' is not
1ncluded ——.and never Was 1m01aded for that matter — the _

being of Cod In the second caee, the report 1e that ‘among -

the m ny items that noDuWate the, uﬂlverse there are many B

|land: on the orlenuatlon of our ex1stence towavd the divine

Ascheme of thlnne end that Goa is- no 1oneer 1noluded in, the
18 - : : ,

e"

. “The great ﬂeed the' "one needful thlﬂg" “was to

.. overcome the ﬂlﬂlllS sic. devaluation of 11fe and

. .man which had followed. the desﬁructloﬂ of the
V'metanhySWCal world 1O
‘Zarathuetra sags that God 1s aead and 1f he is: correet

and God lS 1dentlf1ed Wlth tfuth then- truth must e dead a7l

‘ naps no truth, no obgectlve order noﬁhlnw whlch we must ac-
knowled@e_as flxed - eternal :and unchanﬂlngQ Whlch is klhll—'
o 20, Fredfﬂck Conlestoq draws a dlstlnctlon between ae~v
tive apd paSSlVG nlhlllsm Where the” 1atter is a "pessimistic
ecculescence in ﬁhe absenoe of values and the. purposelessnese?
of ex1sﬁenee."7 In the former, however; there is aﬁ ‘active
seeking eur,, estroyln@ that 1n Whlch ome no 1onger believes.||
"And Nletzsche pfopbe81es tne advent of an actlve nlﬂlllsm.w
To Nletzsche, nihilism: represented a pathologlcal ﬁran51tlon—'
al. stage, tbe nathology belng that there-is. a tremendous genH|
erallzatlon, the 1n1erence that there 15 no. meanlng at all. A
He . sbeaks agalﬂst tho pathology 01 paselve ﬂlhlllsm.es Weak

and selx—refereaﬁlally 1ncon51stent The problem Wlth pame

sive nlhlllsm is’ 1ts own presuppoeltlon ‘ "There~1s no bruthé

whose foree, an@ 81gn1flcanoe, denend of the- ex1stence of Coé“

so. Mg thls ﬂot another way of Suatlnﬁ that there ig per-gfw-
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there is no absolute pa%u're “'of things, no 'thing-in-itself.'"
Nietzsche. calls pa531ve ﬂlh111sm a- "pessimism of weaknesg
in that.man no- WOnwer needs a "gustl;lcatlon of 1113.“_ For
Justlzlcatlon of angtnlnc 1s DTSClS@lV what man:abhors Man
begins to engoy 1118 nur cru,:“lm the raw;" and he be sins to
seée senseless 1118 - the most 1nterest1ng. If he formerlg had".

disorder, g meanlngless chaos w1uboub God. - This is "...the
most extreme nWhlllsm.; It nlace% the value of tnlmgs pre~-
cwsely 1m the lack of any reallty correSpopdwng to these val-—
ues. and 1n thelr belng merely a svmptom of strenath on the
paft of the value noswtors, 3‘51mp11110at10n for the sake of .

nel Nﬂeczsche'“ w111 is dlametrloellv opposed to uhlS

llIe
type oI 1h1118m,‘no matter that hlS thlnklng should appear
to the- reader to be a "sel?—destfuctlve process” even if the
end is always nothlngness.zz, Nietzsche proposes ‘and practl-
ces active nihilism.. . , . :
Ag%ive nlhlllsm becomes the "pe531mlsm of strennthﬂ' It
comes from .the creatlve W111 of the 1nd1v1du81 Zarathustra
says, "Noth1ng is true, all is nermltbed ~and thws ‘becomes

a deeper ‘truth than any which has ever been known, 81nce from

be done, what is true. It is the creatlve strenoth Whlch is
'self creatlng, man becomes himself. The meanlnglessness of
God -1s overcome bj glvmag man the supremeCJ of hlS;CfeaElVe‘
will. o ‘ o h ; | , ,i
It appea?s thét‘qomé writers and commeﬂtators on Nleuzsok
attemvt to explaln his athelsm ald its roots through psycho—,
loglcal’or rellglpus origins. This in .a sense betrays the
philosophical origing .of his dialectic. Some look to the-
childhood patterns of piety and say that: the attack on the '
God of rellglon was S0 v1o?ent because Nletzsche Was trying.

which he 'S0 arduousWy cultlvate& .kletzsc@e was violent ac—

meed for a God he now takes oreat pleasure in the mass world

the . depths of the: 1nd1v1dual's creatlve will comes ‘what is to

to COﬂv1nce hlm elf of the errors. of thaz chlldhood re11g10n~v
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‘eraued, andxltAmag well,beAthat Nletzsche'q later ferocious {
{lattack éﬁichristiaﬂity masked 2 feeling, half-formed and con-

"Only one who does not belleve in Yletvsche s task and his

_cuestloﬁ would e drole.n Nletzscne S polemlo follows phllo—

oordlnw to thls v1ew, ‘because he was affald he had been mls—
takep ‘and nislead. "Barly 1n11uepoes oamnot be ea81lJ oblit

sténtly represséd that he was belnﬂ unjust to -the rellﬁlon
of his upbringing, perhaps even that 1t was he himself, and
nottheChrlstlap, who was mistaken and mislead, n23 As.a co~-
rollary to this hyﬁothe81s, others malntaln that Nvetzqche'
true bond: bOaChT;Sblaﬂlty(lS masked by ﬁhe violence of his _
polemicy thatjhexreally'idQés Chrisﬁiénity, and the lou&er_?i
hi's pfotesta orow the greater his Wavé for Christianity. Thg
usual ounportlve evidence for thls p081tlon is Nletzqche s
letter -to Peter Gast 1n 1881: Whatever I _may happen to say
of ChrlstlanltJ, I cannodt forget thet I'owe: to lu the best
xperiences of my spiritual 11fe"aa6 I hope ﬁever to be un-
grateful to it at the bottom of my bearb n- JaSpers says '

awafeness of thls ‘task cen accepu such a - psycholOglcal dls-
ou551on of Wletzsche "24 o L , ,
" One must  be careful 1n lelng ps«chologlcal exlecatlons
of phllosophlcal p051t10ns. Fof a- case. ain- n01nt~y sunpose
that the psychological eXpllcatlon of phllosophlcal positions
became generally -and - urcrltlcally acceptable.ﬁ -One’ theovy of
psydholOGy (whlch now opens the problem of the plethora of
methods and apnroaches, and the, 1nterpretatlons o; those me—””
thods and anproaches' and - the decmslon of - ﬁbe best interpre-
tation based on psycholo ical date) holds that ovef eating
is a sign of - aax1etv and that the more neurotlc ﬁhe 1nd1v1dum
al apd the more anxious he becomes, the" more he eats to. sat-
isfy feellngs of - 1nadequacy and placate. a 1ow selF-wmaﬂe.'.,
To applv this. theowy to St. Thomas Aqulnas and ~therefore to
call his dlﬁtﬂpctlon between essence and eXWSuemce into

sophlcally from. a phllosophlcal pos1tlon,f One nust admit _

that there is something strange going on in the extremeness
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of the v1olepce,_but 1% cannot be explalned purely on a nsg—

olog1ca1 1eve1 Nletzscne S p01nt1ng of the condemnatory
flnmer does pot wssue nrom the psyche of - his early chllahood
buu rather, Irom sthe ri orous phllOSOphlcal consequences of
the world ex1st1nb ap&rt from a god. ‘

In anobher excuse of | hletzsche s athelsm, Coplestom draws
sn 1nterest1n con01u81on.A"”he tolerent scorr of ‘the cynic:
and'ukeprlc is conSpicuouSlyAabsent from Bletzsehe s wrﬂtlngg
he - deﬂounces and ‘hates what he knows. to'. be =) reallby and }fi;
whlch;he fear5~—jveven if he.will-: not" admlu it even to hlm—
self —~~maJ be the ealﬂty "25 It dis: CUflouq that because"
the tones of. the" cynlc and skentlc are’ m1851ng that Copleston
|wov1a draw that conclu81oq. Eventhough cvnlclsm and skep—f
ticism are not key nremlses tbev are svpnoced no be stronﬁ"
sunportlve ev1dence to the conc?u31on aoout the" orlgvms of
Vletzsone S athelsm and Flhlllsm.. Upon examlpanloﬁ for the -
"tOﬂes of the cynlc amd skeptlc“ e’ flnd them %0 be ‘most. con-
sy10uous by thelr absenoe, not because of aﬂy psvchologlcelly‘
1nSn1red mentval 1nf1dellnd, but cu1ue to the “contrary,. be—_;'
cause - the phllosohpy of bls p051t10m leaves no room for a’
cynlcal stance 01 verba1 bad—mouuhln for the achlevement of
UrldeTu] revence. Nor was . any room’ permltted for the" nasswve
nihilistic Staﬁoe of sk eptlcwsm, Wletzsche was Speaklpg S
gainst the two.‘ He says of th fvrsﬁ that nrevlsely that .
sort Qf‘“ioye;: tvrped 1nto the 1ust for revenge througﬂ a
“1ovihg":God is the outcome of- Cnrlstlanlr - And the. use of
the- second is avoided because Nletzsche aoes not a&vocate
passive. Plhlllsm, bt aust ﬁhe op3081te, an actlve nlh11lsm.
Nietzsche maWQtalned an 1nte11ectual honesxy in his ph110~
_sonhlcal p051t10n, even £0: the nownt of aoceptlng his theorJ
of Wternal Becurrence which he .did W1Eh some dlIflcultV.'

The cynic and skeptic, of course, camnot afford to be true
to themselves else their p081t10n will au once become exposeé
as.unﬁeanable. Let us not. confuse Nletzsche Wlth the intel-

LN




:16;,‘

lectual dishomesty of thoée‘fervent*ioonodiéé%éuof reality..

'isThié'chaﬁtér has attempted to provide therreader with thel
necessary background in order to understand the following
three- chaptoré. It hes’ presentea highlights of his life and

xamined the. fOOtS of ﬂlS atheism and nhllosophloal thought.
||The athelsm presepted in this . cnapﬁer will be explalned fur-
ther in tbe next three - chapters. In- Ohavter IT we shall deal|
wlth the total Context of the neaqlnlg ‘of - the death of Cod
the complebe athelsm .Chapter III Wlll work Wlth the Spe01im“
ic bearlnﬂ the death of God has upon’ moraIltv, an@ Chanter
IV will foous upor %he death of God-in Chrlstlanlcj,




CqAPTER IT-'

: IETZSCHE‘S ATHEISM AND THE DEATH OP ‘GOD
: . Ao A wrHOLE .
FOUND THROUGH AN ANALYSIS or
THUS oOPAKK ZAHATHUSTRA:

Thus Spake Zarathustra COﬂtalnS the flrst comnrehen51ve
staﬁement of hletzsche s mature phllosophy and, in fact, rep-

resents his complete thouﬁht Vletzsche s other works sup=.:
-port and develon the ideas put. forth With attentlon to detail
and ramlflcatlon,'usually speaklng to a Spec1flc topic raiseéd
in Zarathustra. ‘Because of its fictional prose and poetlc

style, Zarathustra 1acks a true&y sustalned phllosophloal ar—
gument unlike hlS other works. In an exaggerabea tribute to
the talent style, and empha81s of Zarathustva one of Niet~

zsche S early commentators, Flggls, sald “Untll his coming
no one knew what was heﬂght or depth aﬁd stlll less about -
what was truth There is not a slpgle passage 1n this revel-
Alation  of -truth whlch had already been antlclnated and lelned'
by .even the greatest of men. “1 Thls may be a strong state-
ment not backed by strictly obgectlve reference amd 1ndeed
Eefleots the author s own bias for- Vletzsche's DhllOSODhy._
But a contemporary commentator no less 1n love w1th Nlet—:.
zsche than P?ggls, wrlﬁes, ?...there are few Works o match
(zarathustra’ s) wealth of ideas, ‘the ‘abundance of p rofound

suggestlons, the eplﬁrams, the wit, - What alstlnﬂulshes L

sarathustra 1s the profu51on of 'sapphlres in. the mud’'. “2

Even S0, he reCOﬁnlzes that the book should be blue-pen011ed
and perhaps not so dramatlcally presented through its poetic
stylus, - This later remark is. somevhat more, acceptable to the
critical mind, yet one- flﬂal ¢itation w111 help bring the im-
portsnce of Zarathustfa to a crltlcal level and zZero in on
the topic of the ‘next chapter. MThere have been, he (Niet—

zsche) says, a thousqnﬁ goals But S0 far manklnd as such

has had no single goal or unlversal morallty... Zarathustra :

-17-
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is to redeem ﬁhls moval 1acuna and prov1de thls unltafy hu—
man goal "3 ' S . '." e .
Zarathustra exposes the meanlng of. the death of God ‘not

parulcularlv Iocu81ng on the moral or: rellglous ramlfloatlons
but'a total context ﬁo the meanlng of. ‘the death of God. The
broaa snectfum of aaa1y51s reveals that Zarathustra is svmply

a. series of hom111es delwvered by Zarathustra to crow&s
1r1eﬂds, and- %o ‘a snec1es of ‘man that does not yet eklsﬁ the
: "masters of the earth “' Nletzsche hlmself called 1t the’ most
profoupd book - of world lluerature anﬁ reﬁarded 1t as his mag—”
num opus, exnressed throuch a dramatlc and poetlc medlum 4

Zarathustra w1th 1ts 1deas 01 Superman and the transvalua_w

tloﬁ of values, expresses the third phase of Nletzsche s
tbought But 1ts poetlo and . pr0phetlca1 stjle glve it the
appearence. of belng the work of a v151onary. ) C
There is an. aphorlstlo and. pefhaps aﬂecdotal style to the
?1rst three parts with part ?our belng a departufe from that
' tcne. We see’ Zarathustra in a number of dlfferent 81tuat10ns
Jlend act1v1t1es. Paft four- was erglnaily intended as an in-—.
: termezzo and not -as the end of the . oook _ Perhaps Nﬂeﬁzsche S|
1ntent10n Was - %o follow this part by flow1ng 1nto the aphorisy
tic style of hls 1ater works in order to eYUWaln and deflne
the 1deas offered ‘in. the Ffirst. three par"tq w1th greater attenr
.ﬁlon to detall and Consequences 2 for. the 11fe of the: 1nd1-{
_ v1dus1 - whatever hls 1ptertlons, the. style of . the flrst
' three narts is abandonea and - the fourth paft plcks up a uﬂﬂty
01 uhouwht held tovether by a 81nglé nlot and suhtle senseée. of
huor., .. -

The sense “of bumsr feund 1n Zarathustra runs counter to-

the nopula images of Nletzsche as a oold and sober thlnker.'
Zarathustra prefers a poer Joke to no goke at all-: and sees

1aughter as the test of "hig gher mem "The' rank of-a phwlos—'
opher’ 1s determlmed by the rank of hlS 1aughter. Consequent-
1y one can ggy; "The commopnsss o? a person who roars w1th
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laughter surpasses that of: any béast,i.apd (ofﬁﬁéxathustré)é
'A man transformed, tranSfigured who laughed! Never in the
world has anyone laughed as he dla"“s Nletzsche -says,

.*“Learn to laugh at yourseTf the wav one must laugh.” oy my— |

ized my Waughter " "The ﬁransformed Nletzsche of the Zara—
thustra nerlod experlenced and presented new states of a mys-—
tical union of belng and utte red. them in somg... The JGS, '

which has absorbed all thati-is, is experlenced It is the ° ||
love of being 1n 1ts 1p;1p1tude." '
In order to examlne the meaning 01 the book as a Whole

the. hlstorlcal orlglms of* Zarathustra hlmself peed be placed
in pevsnectlve.v -Danto wrltes*‘ '

~The hlStorlcal Zarathustra (Zoroaster) be
lieved the world to be the scene of a vast conflict
. between two. ‘cosmic 1orces,yone of 'good and the otn~
ér-of evil. In this warfare it is our duty. he. -
- taught, to side with the forces of 1light (g ooﬂ)
. 'Because Nietgsche was: 'beyomd good and ev11' he
"did not believe in the cosmology. of the Zend—&vesta.
But since Zarathustra ‘was the first to have: made
-the error of sun0051ﬂg moral values to be objective
. features of the universe, he- should be the first -
to rectify the mistake for the new philosophy.
Thus Nietzsche chose him as his ‘'*son', and the 1it-
erary Eersopna through which hlS phllOﬂopby was To
"~ be spoken. : C .

-Thus, Zarathustra, w1t ’1ts 81ngularlJ prOphetlc and poetlc

|lstyle becomes Nletasche s mouthpleoe for his ana1y51s and .-

letters uoward the end of the neventles Nlebzsche wrltes-
"The loss of falth 1s potorlus...and now fellows the cessa-
tlon oT fear, 01 authorlty, and of trust " Nothing remains
but "11v1nﬁ accordlna to the moment for: the ‘coarsest of
aims!"™ "The. w1ther1nﬂ Wlll (the &ylng God) is Fragmentlzed

Its s%r1v1n is always towa?d 108u unlty, its telos is a1waJ°
toward quther decay 9 . This is the cultural ﬂnnouncement of

attitudes resembllng 11p—serv10e,, Beller in & god is no .

1onoer sustained by ‘social 1mp1ementatloﬂ of Obrlstlan

seld placad the crown: upon my own head I personnally cannon—';'

Heriticism of 8001etv and existential man In a counle of hisg
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' idéology.i God was seen by peOple to be someone %o apneal to
in the face’ of & crisis 81tuatlon, a mum—ball machlne. Ybui'
pay in to the machlne and get somethlmg 1n return, with no
sustained commltment to a 11¢e of Chrlst 11keness. It s
~N1etzsche, by 1ook1ng at thls cuftural s1tuatlon as 1t 1s f‘
disposed toward God, ‘who infuses the meaning of-the aeath of
IGod end the ultlmate ramlflcatlons of holdlng such a p051t10ﬂ

while 1mp1ylng ﬁhat God was once alive, iGod is deao, we
have‘ki11ed ‘himg®  and thls tremenéous event..{ has not yet
reached the ears of man' -— that is an attempt at a dlagn081q

of - contemporary C“VlllzatlQn not & metanby81cal speculatlon
“llabout ‘ultimate realltj "10 One must 1ook at the death of Ged
in this first context and unoevstand Nleuzsche s cultu?al
‘nfegn051s ‘in order to pvoceed to ﬁhe metaphy81031 examlﬁatlon_
of" the World eXleng enart from God - For behlnd “the cultur
al reality OL the deatn of fod lies its metaphy81ca1 JuStlfl—.:
catlon. ﬁrom the cultural side, . Nwetzsohe very vehementlg,
and emotlomally ¢ondemms those thirgs which, in the ‘words
of Danto,_“llke the Pfa&matlc Theory of ruth are. taken with-
out- demur by Ireshmen in phllosophy."~ Nletvsche ‘exposes the
1ncon51sten01es and evroneous presupposmtlons wblch are IaTSe
in the bellefs of men, ' ’
‘The will— to~power of man is sacrlflced to a bellel in God.
and - \1etzsche conaemns These beliefs of weakneas and "nay--
saflmg' ihe mQSSWﬁe of Zaratbustra 1s£,"Aii the'beauty'aﬁﬁ”
magesty which we ‘have loaned to. real andvimagined things, ail
,ﬁbls I want returned to. the pvonerty and prbdvct of‘mén "

ves to all that. strenﬁthens, that stores up. strenébh that

11

Clljustifies the feellne of streﬂgth...".. hletzsche " summons

mankind beyond gOOd and evil, but he &oes so, not in order
Alto- fegect 2ll valuvation, but +o ST bstltute a new valuation, -
the distinction ﬂob1e~bad lﬂ place‘of bhe moral letlnCthn.

12

good-evil."~ Nletzsche must. be taken ser10uslg at. what he -

" Teach no 40 all. that makes weak e ‘that exhausts I teach||-




‘~,What ‘makes tﬂe death of God an active nlhlllSm.‘ ”I amn teach—

S |jin all r811g10us cultufes with: the poss1ble exoeptlon of pre~

. hlstor10a1 or. eytremelv brlmltwve theologles. This bond . is .

|lthat belg died he was no aod . There is no polnt belaborlmg

says- and not shrugged off as merely 8’ Screamlqw manlac."Ha
is not trylng to be nearﬂ apd Eﬂeﬂ Saylng someth1ng eTSe once

he has our at*eﬂu1om. The eﬂerwy Dehlnd kletzsche S - message
is too strong to accept thig. v1ewP01nty as. the motto of Book

v of The Gay 801ence (Die FTOthCﬂe Wlssenshaft someblmes

tu tremblefals blen davantaﬂe, si tu- savals ol ge te mene.ﬂ

1(Ca1cess, you- tremble, you ‘would tremble muoh more, 11 you 5
knew where'I 1ead you). "It is hafd 4o suppose that he uhen
had in’ m1nd somethlng S0 comiovtln@ as truth ex1sts and God
ening and’ lﬂtOLlcatlln@ ";3 L f: f;» « “'_”3“ e
Whls ultlmate .message of Nletzsche as expressed through
uhe Words of Zarathustra,"?@od is Deaa" have. become a. tlred
cllche with “those’ who sought to establlsh a meaulngless -
thelsm.- There 1s a second half to" the message ana this- lS

ing youAthe Superman.? In Zarauhustra s life'as. We11 as
Nietzsche's uhe flrst 1s rldlculous and makes- no. seﬁse what—
soever WTthOUt the second. : Yeu stlll -upon furuher exam1n8~
1ltion,- the meanlnr of Ihe Words "God 1s Dead" remain amblguous
On the surface tﬂey uell us that a cerualn belng, Goa, has’
merely'ceased to oxlso., But we. 1@ent1fy God as an immortal |
belnb,, This 11nk ‘between.- lelnlty an@ 1ﬂmortall*" 1S found -

) so ulght that apy thought of a Goé dylng becomes unreasonablevf
nIf there ever Were a Go& there must stlll be - one, for if

that Truism, excent that too many. people content themselves

with reneatlmg oertaln slogans without Tea1151ng that in |

fact, they. are devold of meaning ";4 Nletzsche is seeklnﬂ

its exaltatlon of_meekness, in order Lo‘substltute,for 1t‘a-

tfanslated as Jovful Vlsdom) sugg ests"”Carcasse, tu- trembWGQ~‘

is truth The destructlon of thls 1dea was what was frlﬂht~ﬂ o

" the ellmlnatlon of the Judeo—Chrlstlan 1deal of humlllty and o
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glorlflcatlon of power, o1C force, 1h shorn an«. eyaJ%ation of"
men at their hlﬁheet levels il lhe death of God means' that
the. individual must now accent full feSpODSlbllltV for his.
actions and the horizon of hlq sell—creatlng. L

- For Nleuzsche God was never a God ' The oid gods have -
dled ‘and now the one God mvst be destroyed |

Wlth the o0ld gods, they have TOng since met thelr
end.-— truly they had a flne,.merrJ, leﬁne
ending!

They did not fade away in tmlllcht*—— ‘that is a
lie! 'On the contrary: they once—-—: laughed

- . themselves to death! :

" That happened. when the most godless saV1ng pro—
ceeded, from a god himself, thé saying: "There
- is one' God! You shall. have no other noas be-
for mel"

An old-wrathbeard of a god a Jealous o'od thus

, forgot himself:

Anq a1l the ‘gods . laughed theh and rocked .in their

‘ _chairs and cried: "Is not precisely this
godliness, that there are gods but no God?"

,He who has ears let him hear.l6 :

' Sartre in hlS pTay Huis Clos WT1tes "11 faut v1vre les Jeux ’
ouverts," traqslated to meah we'lve . got to 11ve w1th our eJesu
open.”" To peraphraee Sartre to serve Nletzsche- "il faut.
Avivre ‘les orellles ouvertes." '"We ve, got to. Tlvefwith our -
ears open." Our “third ear.... The. prOphetlc Zarathvstra,

by making the procWalmatlon "God is dead" realizes he may M
have come too. soon, since the hlgher men may not yet exist -
even in potency. The world may not be feadv for. thls announ—
cemen% “When he meebs the ola Salnt 1n the . forest Zarathus—
| tra reacts to h1m in the same’ way the madmen reacted to the

crowd in the market pTace in Joyfu1 Wlsdom (Dle Frohllche:.
mlSSGPSbaLF) : ‘ ' .

"And what does the Salnt do in the forest¢"
asked Zarathustra.
The Saint answered: "I make songs and sing them,-
: and when I make songs, I 1augh weep-and
4 mutters: thus I praise God. o
"With 51n01ng, weeping, laughing,. ‘and mvtterlng
I praise the God who is my God. But what do

~you bring-us as g gift?"
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When Zarathustra heard these Wwords he saluted the
Saint and sald: "What should I have Lo give you?
But let me go guickly, that T may. take nothing
from youl" And thus they parted, laughing as two
. boys laugh. But when Zarathustra was alone he
- ‘spoke Fhus to his heart: : o
"Could it be n0551ble. ihlS Salnt has not

yet heard in hls Torest that God-is dead.17

lhls is a’ CuflOUS passawe in that Zarathustlp would rathcr‘i
1eave the old man alone than confroat hlm with ‘the WOfl& =
shatterlng reporﬁ that God is- desd Why9"mhe answer lies
within the message of nihilism: Zara%hustra will place no
one in the realm of nothlmgness vio. does not reallze'*he Su~
perm%n, will- to-power amd eternal reourrence.k If he were td
report the death ‘of Goé to those: 11ke the Saint ‘who  Go not -
undefstand these three altevnatlves theﬂ Zafathustra would
condemn- some peonWe to a exlsvenoe in pa581ve nlhlllsm, ‘whicH
he abhors. Betuer they rsmaln..t_>“The great nged, the 'ohe
' needful thﬂng, was to overcome the mihiliétio deﬁalustioh of
life and man- whleh had Iollowe& the’ destructlen of the meta— |
) phg51cal world. "“81 R ' ' ‘
“Nietzsche did not ston Wlth the root fact of God' déath
We indguired into: why He dled Nietzsche flnus his answer in
the Chrlstlan “nay—saV1nc"‘att1tude LO 11fe, the commitment
it makes to meekness, kumlllty, plty, and compa881on.

" Woe to all Jlovers who cannot surmount pity!
.Thus spoke. the Devil. to me once: . "Even God has
his Hell: it is his pity for man?.

And T lately heard him say these words:
‘> "God has dlea of hlS pity for man." 18

Nletzsche s response to nhe self-negatlon of God through'
Ohrlstlanlty?<1s to retufa to nan what was glven to Cod.

Why would man Surrender his power ard creatlve Wlll to'a seli
‘negatlng God? T ‘ B

He (the Lasn P01e) who 1oved and’ possease@ hlm
: most, le has now lost him the most alsos -
behold am I not the more godless of us
« two now‘> But who -could rejoice in that?t
-"You served him to the last " Asked Zarathusira
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after a profound u11ence,i"do you kmow how
he died? Is it true what they sav tbat
. pity choked him;
"That he saw how MAN hung Oﬂ the orosc'and could "
not endure it, that love for man became his,
Bell and at 1ast his death." 20 "

;The psyohologlcal 10@10 of the last pGpe and others who sur-

ovefwhelmlnely suxfused w1th ﬁhe feelln of power —— and this
is what happens w1th all c»“Jc'ea:l: affects —— 1t ralses in hlm a |
doubt abovt hig. own perqon'~ he aoes not dare +to thlnk hlmn
self the cause o? thls astonlsblnv feelﬂng -—-and 80 he PO~ :
81Ls a stfoaver nerson, a. 01v1n1ty, to accounu for 1t “21
|lcsa nevated hlmself and the solutlon "o the death 01 God i8
_rthrouvh the 1nd1v1dvels seTf—yea~saylng to 11fe. . fe oannot~
’hsve a god because ‘we must aveld brlnglng all events under -
the aegls of a- supreme belng who Teels aﬂd knows but nelther
eznresses _nor exer01ses the Wllﬂ—to-powev Man alone by hlS
self—affzrmatloﬂ to life ‘expresses the- W11i—to—power. ,
Be11ev1nﬂ in the ex1stenoe of God is "naj saylng.“eilt“i;'>
a defamatlon Ov the world ana masks 1tse1f. Obelsance to a
god masks an escaplsm 1rom.the demands ‘and - afduous tasvs that;
11Te in the world wmposes.'>We are called upon by Nietzsche
to reallze and to do all that is poss1b1e here and now.- ‘"The
p0881b1e has its. source and its. 11m1ts in ﬁhe creatlve will
alone. " Zarathustra demands that all- 1mag1n1ng Sﬂould stop s
Within these 11m1t8° 1o further than your cveatlve Wlll..)”zz'

God is a supp031t10n"bvb T want your supposing
" %o reach no further than your creating will.

Could yous create a God?-- .80~ Be silent about all
gods!t=. But you- could surely oreate the Su—
perman...

...God is a- supp051t10n' but I want your suppos1no
. to be ‘bounded by -conceivability, the. humanlj-'
ev1dent the human1V—panab1e" You should
follow your own senses to the end!” 23

Becauae of these llmwts, Cod had to dﬁe. Zarathuetra says
"It there Were gods, then how could I bear noﬁ ﬁo be a god?
hroo, there are 1o go&s.?. He ‘dnnourices the death oF God .and

render uhemselves to God "18 thls° When a man is- sudaenlj andwd‘f
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‘Wlﬁhln bls actlve nlhlllsm proclawms the Sujermaﬂ. he faltm
in God is dead as a matter of cultural fact to Nletzsche, ‘and
any meanlnv OP 11fe in the sense of a supernatural purposé igl -
gone’y dead, Now it is. up "to man to glve hlS 1life meaning by
TalSln* blmself above the ﬂnlmals and the all too-huma“, the
“much—too—many.".ﬂ ' , . .
Once God is:dead the horizon of 11fe is opened. "In the
wordc of Fyodor Dosﬁoyevskv, "If God ‘does not exist, every—
tﬂﬂng is permltted v oIn paranhfase, Nletzsche, who admired
DostoyevQ Ly greatly wrote° "Nothing is true, all is permlﬁ_.
ted." (Nicts is Wahr, alles ist erlaubt ) In The Genealogv

of Morals, he says, that) "thls 1s Ireedom of the Splvlt Thg
belwef 1n truth has beem notwce. Has ever a Fur0peam or .
Chrlstlaa wandered in *he 1abyr1nt 1ine . comsequeﬁces of this ||
pTOpOSlﬁlon. _ The phllosomhers;and ’free 9p1r1ts"‘are now
open to a knew hérizon w1ub the news that God is dead. '"Our
Shlps>caﬂ now~embark.aga1n, and go . forﬁh to every danger.
Every hazard .is again be?mitted the 1nqu1rer,‘ Perhans there
nefer-waq S0 OpeD a sea." Thls rererence from: Jovlul Wlsdomg

throws into relief. the fact that Nletzsche dld not advocate’
a8 passive nlhlllsm. The horlvon benomes 11m1ted only. ty our
creative wills. buﬁ we must. be careful "this canﬁot be read‘
as an’ apneal to return to ﬁhe 1nst1notua1 swamplands of the -
prlmltlve Esyche.‘ It is a2 call to creat1v1tg to. new ‘struc—
tures and to fresh ideaTS; in the‘liﬁﬁt of which we might
make ourselves over in an image of our owiIL, Co& Eéing dead,
: there ‘is no reason to crlnge 1p the corner bL an unreal gullﬁ'
And 1et not somethlag else - take- ohe olace of thls super-annuu'
ated god, to make us feel humble and 1n51gn1110ant The -
guilt is unreal, but 80 1is everjthln@.v Let us will our owm ..
Waj "24 - | " |
&t“the’same ﬁime,'wifhiﬁ Zarathustra, Uietvsche maintaing
a respect for what Gathollcs heve traditionally called the _‘.

human nature™ of Christ. Vletzsche allows the. human nature

of Jesus to be Jesus' mature message. uhe po»entlalltv of
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‘Jesus w111-t0—power.«'

—_ erulv too early dled that Hebrew whom the
- preachers of slow dezth homor: .and that he died
't00 early has since been a fatallty for many.
As yet he knew only tears .and the melancholy
of the Hebrews together with the hatred of the T
good and Just! Perhaps he would:have ‘learned to.
~ love the earth —- and laughter -as well!
'~ Believe i% my brothers! He died too early, .
‘he himself would have recanted his teaching had
- he 11ved to my - age. He was noble enough to re-
cant! ‘
But he was etlll 1mmature.j The youth 1oves
'1mmature1y and immaturely’ too he hates man and
. the earth.  His heart and the wings of his spirit
- . are: st111 pound and heaVy; 25

S _With the death of Ged new ovesz10ms open themselves.'_
Are new ‘gods :[:rosszﬂz)le‘P and could not Superman be oon81dered
tme new god?. Iﬂ answer to-the seeond questlon, No! Nlet- v
|lzsche ealTS on tbe "1nest1mab1e authorlty" of Zarathustra 0

epswer ube fwrst Zerathustra goes so fer as to.- confess "I

Hold athelsu that he 1s seys he Would belleve in a new god*

|
i

It is not w1mh a kanTy Iarewell copclLsion'%hat Zarathus

out Zafa thustra wills

alm.

tra 1eaves us, but rather with a chaTlenge that the sea is o=
pen to us, we- must become ourselves, everyuhlno~ is un to us.
Zarathustra 1eaves hls dlSClpleS v1bh these wordss. ﬂCo'awag

Vfrom,me>and be on your guafd 8gelqst Zafathustra o WietzSohe
is’beinw somewhat indireet., The message 11es in, a hermenutl-
eal: ana1y51e or 1nternolatloa,'a reedlng between the lines.

The statement means"“I am only 1aw to those. who - belovg o me

I am not a law’ to evervome*” but 1t also. 31gm1f1es the resis-
tence which enables uﬂe other who- really belongs +to Nietzsche
to find himselfs "I shall not give the other the rights that-

them —— as I did -- by forcel... If 1t is necessary for me to
4 promulvate a 1aw, as ﬁhougb all were to oe made in’ my image,

would belleve only 1n a god who' coqu dapoe.——“ Za athustra,|

not - to bellefe and do not mlsunderstand -

B have won- for myself' on the contrery, he shall have to take||,
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it can only be 1or ﬁbe purpose of epabllng the 1nd1v1dua1.to
discover. and: streavtheﬂ himself by cortradlczlpg it.

the Klerke”aa?dlan pos51b111tﬂes

sea with - creatlns waves.

- This chanuer:has Sho“n the total or overall meanlpﬁ of
_the'deathiof God‘ The*neﬁt cuestlon becomes the praotlcal

conseqvepces of thls nosntlon. A 1":Lnal dlstlﬁoﬁlor that is

mecescarJ bexore further readlng

atheism from a postulator; athelsm e.b.,’Jean—Paul awtre.v

In a postulatovy athelsJ uhe no

ed that is, there is no seeklng
1steace. In.mleﬁzcche 's athelsm
willed,’it is an actlve negatlop

n&ant. The proofs behind both.

theWess swmﬂlar. Each hol@e the

the bellef of the . exlsuence of Cod “the 1mposq1b11Lt; of ovem
ation, ‘and a genealogy of the ides OF.God Nletzqche s athem
ism i858 not postulator' atﬂelsm and, 'a fortlorl we can. valse

the questlons of nraotvan conseouences Pfaotlcal not- ;Q .
thefnraﬂmauwo sense but. in the sen%e oz 11fe—affect1no, S

Therefore the nekt cha ter will
1 P

mediate consequences the deanh of Cod haﬁnupop MoralltV.

the non—ex1stence of God is |

w26 Oh

of " contraélotlon. An opeh

is to seperate Wietzsché's

exlstence of God 15 aocept-
of a broof of " Cod s non—ex-

of tHe ex1snence of a trans-
oF these p031tlons are, none-

1nur1n81c contraalctlon 1n

ex amlﬂe the- 1mmedlate and

Y
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CHAPTER III:

PKAMIN%TIOW OF THE DEATH OF GOD :
AS IT APPLIES TO MORALITY THROUGH
: BEYOND GOOD AND AVIL

Beyond Good and bv11 1q a commentary on Thus Sbake Zara—~

thustra. A commemtary on the relatlonshlp between Belng and
being; bean must now come to possese the Wlll to—power
Belng (God) must now dle.. The book deta11s and reflpes tbe
death of Belng through a moral perspectlve. Nlotzsche hlm—el4
self sags in a letter.to Franz Overbeck Avguqt 5, 1886, "Per|
|aps- it (Beyoné) will have the effect of sheddlng a few rays
of llght on my éarathustrar.." ﬁnd ag aln in a letter to

Jakob Burkherdt he writes,: "Please reaa this book (eventhough
it saJq the . Same thlmc as my Zarethustra — onWV 1n a way

that is dlfferent--u very different) 'y "With Beyond we .do:.
not: have tor vely on«thet stylleilo pecullarltles of. Zarathus—:"
tra° ‘2tiis the- First book he pub11she& (after Zaratbvstra)‘"

T
to- explaln its often-odbscuren suggestloﬂs "”uf‘.SQLF”'
As opposed to Zarathustra, w1th 1ts poetic style and use

of metaphor and analogy, Bezopd presemuQ an aphcrlstlc, home—}
letic style w1th nonetheless, a contlnulty of thought -The
style does remaln difficult to a devree, because of its usage
lof the 00110301al and its pr0p etwc eye %o the future of mor—
allty.'e"(You see I do my best ro be understood w1th dlIIlCul-‘
ty). One should be heart11y frateful for at least. the attenH o
tion to-some. decree of subt?ety in 1nternretat10n."?e His <
tool is the queeblon, probing: ‘and searchlnDr out the - reader s
thoughts. Eventhough the apborlstlc lelSlon Of the book sugy
gests 2 sort o? short 1mperat1ve homeleblc, Nietzsche does in
Tact Lormulate more que8u10ns than answers, but even these
queSulons are- always suggestlve of the answer, Y;etzsche
never says '"thou -shalt"™ or "thou. shalt: notg" rather, the boék

- -28-
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is lelded into. "artlcles" that formulate his questlonlvg of
what it means to have 11ved our- entlre llves with the moral
"ought ' oour owm as well as- 8001euy 8. ,

"~ The crltlclsm of Bevond strikes on this p01nt saylng that
Nletzsche s destructlom of morality. represents a paselve.;,“
nlhlllstlc %tance. We know however, Lrom our dlSCHSSlon in
' the last Chapter, that Mletzsche is not 1eav1n¢ us in pa551ve "
nlhlllsm.: The . clue in Beyond is the style 1tse1f the phys~
ical manlfestatlon of the author s intent. The searching
that the reader must do, - pursulng Nletzsche s thoughns even
as they trall off to a dash or. series 01 dots. Beyond is
fllled wlth aphorlslm after aphorlsm,where ‘his typ1c31 quesml
tioning tool is to delete the c0n01u81on_at the end of a long

L%

{lenain of arrument and té”indicate it with a. Series of“dots ox
a dash. The reader must come to his ovm conclu81ons and sc—
tlvely 1nvolve hlmself in” bhe search for the new. meanwng of
morality. Wletzsche wants us to formulaue our owm answers t(
the:quéstions he poses. It is the attltude_of Zarathustra.
that, "I shall not'givejthe’other'thé‘righté T have won for
myself; on the bontrary héﬁshall‘have,tO'taﬁe them...?‘ In
a-description of two writers, Nie%éSChelpoints out the dif-:
ference betweem the passive nihilistic writer and his own ac+
tive nlhlllsm. The former "drlpwed hls words he81tantlg and
cold..;“ Whlle, "the other was. Han&llng hlS 1anguage 11ke a’
Tlexible fovl - feeling fromAhls arm,rlght dowm to his toes
the dangerous bllss of the q01ver1nﬂ razor~sharpe blade,
which is eager to bite, hlss,_cuﬁ:..."‘%,i One must read and.
listen to Nietzsche with what he calls the "Whlrd Far""”He'
st plcy up the tempo aad nuance of the book n11 1avt vivre
les oreilles. ouveites " , ‘ - _
-~ Before exposing the meaning of uhe hook a prellmlnary »
élstlnctlon nust be eSUabllshed mot only for this chapter bur
for " the remalnder of the the81s. In the last chanter, Zara—
thustra. was _able to malmtaln reSpect for the human Jesus,
eventhough for the most part Nletzsche was antl-Chrlstlan.‘
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<“that the notlon of God is hostlle to’ llfe... acoordlqg to -

Yet thewe are tlmes when he seems very close to Chvlstlan
otlon and- feellng. It is 1mnortapt to clarle this- prob—
1ematlc, because his’ oultural announoemen+ that Goa is dead
cap be oalTed 1nto questlon along w1th the resultlng pbllos—
ophy of that p081t10n.: The death of God comes from ‘his re-
flection on: the: behav1br ot tne Ghrlstlans ‘in relatlop to
thelr Cod “Nletzsohe employs the word 'Chrlstlanlty almost
1nalfferently to: denote three distinct. thlngs' ~the mode of
belng mapliesteg,ln the practlce of Chflst the’ rellglon
_named azter hlm, and the Goheme of bellefs approprlated by
uhws rellﬁ10ﬂ."4‘ It:is- the scbeme of bellefs that his oul—
tvral anﬂounuement flows from.,‘ﬂletwsche saw arourd him, o
people Who were- esp0081ﬂg bellef 1n a traﬂscendant a traps-
cendant which was the deszrvctlon of 11fe, ‘but not- oarrywng
out the- praotlce of. thlst no» actlng as though God estteé
-Whe dlsruntlon between bellef and 1lfe, Nle%zscae thought
was - created by the bellef in a’ God So now thls God 1s dead
fle riow have the bellel in® 11fe. f' . R

— “Nletzgche s root obJeutlon to God 1s, as we, mlﬂht expect -

.‘Wletzsche then, The Ohrlstlan concept of God is'a conoept of '
e God who becomes the contra dlouoa of 11fe no. BJ announcing

the dewth of . God,. 1eLascbe 1s statlng a cultural facts dlag—é’

_God ".nor did he profess hlS dlsbellef 1n God. Bezond an~'
werg'rhe questlop of Wnaﬁ really happens now "that every-

thlﬂg reels tbat the whole eafth 1s shakwng.”' The answer

results Lrom that oultufal facﬁ whloh Nletzsche “11v1pg 1n~
his. qulesoent ase of bovrgeouls éomplavency, .says’ w1th venu-ﬁ
~1ne horror —- no: one has . yet notlced' Irom the faot that 'Ged '
Jis Gead'"6 ' s ‘ _
Eventhough Co& is truly dead, Nié%zsche"Qééston“fo say:
“Men S nature belng what it 1s,_there probablv w111 be.caves
' LOT thousamds of years to come in Whlca HlS shadom w117 be';j

13

LU

n031nﬁ a presepﬁ reantJ. He dld not merelv say "Theve is mnoll - -
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shovwn. And Wwe —— we still have to tanquish even his shad-

OW'"7: By annonncincr this, it imposes ‘the inexorahle task u-
pon 1nd1v1duals of making .an active: neﬁaulon of’ that Whieh ‘
does not eA1st God ' Once again CopleutOD makes 2 dlstlnc-l_‘
tion between two types of aestﬂoyers of mora11ty. On the ond|
hand he oescrlbes those whose sole motlvatlon for assertlncA
the decadence and absurdlty of morallty is "1hsn1red" by an -
11eg1ance to a hatreo or cynicism or: hedonlsm. “In contrast
the agent who is motlvated by an "1dea1 which transcends himh-
|lse1z™ (rlghtly or Wronﬂly)"ls an idealist in the pragmatic

sense. Not to ‘be confused with the nhllosopnv-of Pragmatlsm,
It 1s 1n the" secoqd sense that we see hletzsche S des ruction
of moralltj as pTaCbWCal to. hls transvaluaulon of values
The present order nust be presented as chaos in order to

brlnﬂ about the transvaluatlon.
Beyond Good and Bvil is aimed dlrectly at the present

value SJstem and those ad'\erentc of uhe;Catasqueal Impera—
t1ve and its .codlflers The 0ld morality is dead,»and we
- must now find rnew.values beyond the ola ones NietZSChe ex—
plains the n01nt of view of the new moralluv ‘as all acts
"done for-love are beyo nd gooa and evil. The book, then,
appears somewhat~s1m11ar, 1n an analogous fashlon, to Chrls—
tian thouth (1ndeed the analogv must be taken only in 1ts
||widest sense: a relabedness with the words of Sltuation Eth—
wcs) LA T must be pornted out, -that hls polemlc against
conventional moralltj is less Chrlstlan than he suepose and
[[that his error sprlngs from the faTlacy frequent in Germany
of 1dent1fy1ng Cnrlsulan morallt with systems of some- Dhll—
osophers who are elther not Chrlstlan at all, or else very
ypartwally S0. "9 The systems or these. nhllosonhers €.8,,
Kant coa11y morallty 1nto an order'of slave moralltf, orie
bent on seeking revenge oﬂ the oppressors. But Chr1St1an1ty
"pur eru,J is notv a code, rather, 1t is a snlrlt in which

love of God- and:- of.one s nerghhor is phe prlnerple.‘ In
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Christianity the ordinafy-fﬁles of-morelity "areﬂﬁerely-for_
mulae; which express the appllcatlon OI this prlnolole under
mormal condltlons."lo Surely there’ are boderllne cases where
sPe01al rules, 11ke the blanket. rule. Nletzsche offers must
apply. Yet a theory such as-all acts’ done for love awe ‘bey-
,ond sood and ev11 suffers because At traﬂsfers what is meanc
to be an exceptlon of the ruTe, to the. state of normaloy

That,ls to say, that all common acts ere removed from the-

for those grey. "whst 1f“ arels of . moralltj) becomes common. :
But for- Nletzsohe, to- be excepulonal is-what he hopes would
_beCOme.horma14:  , " » o .
If the book is wsimilar" to Christian thought, why then
does Nletzsche nttqck Chr 1stlan+ty9 Beyopd nttempts'a claf—
ification of the value system which Nletzsche 1moarts to us

in Zarathu5ufe. " He commends to us a pos1t1ve valuatlon of -

the world One needs to see that, Nletzsche s polemlo is di-
rected towards the “hrwstlanlty of the thlrd sense, the schemn
of beliefs appropriated by. the fellclon,' The 51m11ar1tv of
thought is aop11cab1e only. in the Chrlstlanlty of .the second-
sensey the fellvlom named -after Christ. The Chrlstﬂaﬂlty'
.&1etzsche sees " is' the Chrlstlanltv of the third sense, belief
The belief in eternal'lllells.the devaluation Nietzsche seeks
to destroy in FéVbr'of 1ife. "Christianity is not, indeed,
Telcvant and man must set his own values; for efter all God
is dead, wll Wleuzsche estab11shes the gustlflcatlon of. 1life,
the "jea—sajlnv f throueh "Dlonys1aﬂ}ﬁ "A curse .on that blﬁf
oted freedom: good and evil. _'.}.this my Dlony51aﬂ world
-of the eternally self- creatln . the euefna11y,self aestroying
this mystery worl@ of the.two—fold Voluptuous delight? my
| *beyond good and,evil,"'without-goal,funless.the.joy of a-
|lcircle is itself~e.goal;-without wiil,-unlessfejring feels
good will'toward.itself‘—— you.wanf‘a name for this world?

A solution for all its riddles? A light for you; too, you

contekf'Of normal: “judgement end uhe eyceptlonal act’ (reserved
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'.suF ering unaer %he concentrablon of . other—worldWlness. "A~

EeSt“céﬁcealéd stron@est most 1ntren1d most mldnlgbtly

How does’ the death of God beaﬂ upon thig’ worl& of the ,
will-— ﬁo—nower, ‘the will- to-pure—thls—worlallpessQ Molina -
captures the splrlt motlvatlon, and anl of Begond when he
|writes: - "There is, as Dostoyevsky so beautlfullj por® rajed 
in The . urothers Ka”amazov, a freedom to. choose between good-

and evil, But there is not a Ireadom to go bevond good and .
evil.  This" freedom can be achleved onlg upon uhe death of .
|God, the amnlhllatloﬂ of the conatrlctlng foroe of “all
schemes of values, egpecwally the Chrlstlam ones. wl3 Cod is
||dead and the ~atrophy: of bellef allows man to - develop nls new
fOUﬁd creatlve energles to: the fullest Man is no longer

round the hero, all things turn into tfageay, around the demz

god 1nto a. satyr—play? -and around God all tbwngs “turn 1nto
|[F-"did you - sav, Tworld ‘?“1& 4 B .
Nletzsche fegavds Chrlstvaﬂltv as the perfect examnle of

the great ladder of rellﬁlous ofuelty,' He attempts to feduee

sacrifice of meh‘to uhelr God the v1r01n sacrlllces eto.,
{[the sacr1|1oe of thelv StTOﬁFeSt 1nst1pcts to thelf God, = ..
. CﬂrlstlSﬂTty, an@ the Ultlmate sacrifice, of everytblng in=:
.clualng God., Goé hlmseli oecomes sacrlfwced when nothlnn
llelse is 1eft to be SaCflflced j f'f “f’ ”hff*

, Rellﬁlous Moralltv. —_ Affect greau d681re,
the pa881onufor power, 1ove,‘revenﬁe possessions——:
- moralists. want to extinguish and unroot them, to
CWourify® the soul of. then. :
A The" 10@1@ is: the. desires, oftep Droauce mls—[
~forture -= consequen%ly they are evil, reprehen-,
sible. A msn must free himself from tqem°'other—
w1se he cannot be a.gzood man. ‘
| - This, is, the same logic as: "1f thlne eye offend
nhee, pluck it out.” In the partlcular case ‘in .~
" which that dangerous "innocent from the country,™
the founder. of Cbrwstlanlty, recommended this prae- . |
tlce to hls a1901p1es ~the case of sexual excitation

men¢vw~ This world is the leﬁmbo—rorer angd nothlﬁg b931des'“.

Christighity to. its absur@ conc1U81ons by hig analysis of the_7

L2
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|lsay, ’ov"herd’ as I say,»aas been v1ctor1us in the field of -

-the consequence is, unfortunately, not iny,thé
~loss of an-. organ But” the emasculation of a man's
‘character. -- And the same applies to the moral-
-1st's madness that ‘demands, instead . .of retaining.
-the passions, their e: tlrpatlon. -Its conclusion
is always: oply the castrated man is.a good man. .-
- Instead of taking into service the great sour~—
"ces of strength, those impetuous torrents of the
soul that are so often dangerous and overwhelming,
and economizing then, this most Shortsighted’ and
pernlcwou@ mode. of thought, the moral. mode of
- thought, wants ﬁo make uhem dry - up 1;- B

e can ea81ly see .now: why W:etzsohe desnlsed the mora11tv of
Christianity and offered the Ua851on—exa1ﬁlng World of D10ﬂy—_t
sus insfeéé, To.Nietzsche the propovatlon of the- above moral
thought was ce rrlﬁd on by the philosophical guSﬁlflcatlon of
faitﬁ uhrough reason. Plato seﬁ out to nrove that instinet.
and Teason had the same. telos, that of™ “the gooa, God. “And
all theolovlans ‘sinee Plato have been on the same 3rac .
Whlch is to, say that 1pst1ncb or *falth’ as the Chrwstiams
moralLuJ nl6
Nletzsche says that "modefn men wwtb thewr bluﬂted sepse
for all Christian termwnoWOgy, no Top@er feel the gruesome
superlative. qualloy that lay Fbr anthue basno in the para-
doxical formula*-‘ﬁod on the Cross"" IL we accent the tranc
cendant ﬂmmutable Be1ﬂ9 there results a devaluatlor of the.
bemnoral aphere, the worlﬂ we 1live in, nanure. ‘Being createg
a destructlve &1chotomv Qetweep What "merely appe%rs" and
what ”trulv is™, ‘The transvaluation of values{N1etzsche pré—

4il this unrealistic 1o aWty to a uvaasceraant order, God, if
suppressed. ”It is- the Coa of the tradltvomal ChflStlan view
point. Whom Nletzsche seeks to &estvoy Wlth the hammer blows
of his dialectic. nlT ' ‘
Nvetzsche asks uhe Cuestlon‘ "Whv atheism todayﬁ" His

answer is that God is uaoTear* the "Fathe?ﬂ in God has been

CWalms must take. place, can’ never be'cdmbletely fulfilled und| .
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indubitably refuted és,well as tﬁé‘“jhdge“ and "rewarﬁer
God caﬂndfheaf s today, whlle even 1f7he ooqu ‘he cannot
help us becauqe it is cTear t 12t he seems 1noapable of.éom—f

municating olearly "Thls is What g have “found - out from ny

questlons and conversatloqs as to. the cause of the decline. of

-Europeqn thelsm.‘ It seems to me thqt the rellﬁlouq 1n5u1ﬂct

is growing nowerfully buu is ;egectlno nhelstlc,graﬁ1flcatlon”’

with deep dlstrust "18

The &eath of God brings aaout the transvaluatlon, the -
movenment to oeyond good~and.evll. '"Jesus said to ‘his Jews~
'The Law was made for ‘servants. Love ‘God, as T do, love him

. 1
as a’ son does What do we: sons of God care about morallty'“

The law was. maae by The masters forvthe slaveq,_the dlStlan.
tion between Slave-morallty and master'mofality.L The siave
morallﬁv nreaohes equality of all’ souls, all people, master
moralluJ is as Nietzsche says above,\“Whao do . we sons of God
care about moralluy'“ Nletzsche Was in. oomplet agreememt
with Jecvs though hé fels that Jesus too? 51des against
those who 1udge and uhat Lhrist wished to- be a destroyer of
morallpy.’ Through the §roces of delilcwtlon Jesus becane’
misunderstood.. But updelfjed ‘as Nletzsche saw hlm, Jesus
expressed what Nletzsche nlmself desired .to bej he Wanted To
exist beyond good and<ev11.' "Goa, concelved as’ the state of

being liberated ffom morali%y compfe881ng within himself all‘

he feellngs of llfe s contrasts redeeming and Justlfv ng .
them in divine: aﬁomy' God as bevond good and evil, "20 “..,I
should not doubt that there are maqy klnds of gods. —— There
are some one. cannot imagine without a ce“talr Jalcyon and
Lf7V010uS qual1ty in their make—up.—— Eerhaps'llght feet ave
even an 1ntegral pa t of +the conoept fgéd' -- Is lb necessarg
{lto elaborate that a’ god prefers to stay beyond evervtblnﬂ
bovrg601s and faﬁlonal9 ant,. between ourselves, aluo beyond
good and evil. n2l Zaratnustra says God is like a snake shed-

ding his old skin, and he shall be back beyond good and evil

L

\..O




36

- of the Jews and the Chrlsﬁlans.

The" hlnhe: man Who traveWS beyOﬁd 0ood and ev11 "beyond

|The callange of Zarathustf s ewtenaed in Beyond Gocd and .

Evill, Those who "are-to be the higher men must forsale the

. uﬂLOld their crowns to tbe open air, dlsnlav1ng thelr bllss

Be caré'ul’ Do not Levla to Think. that Nletzsche nerhaps N
belleves 1n Coa. Hls polemlc and. v1oleﬁce toward God grow il
the &ntlchrlst and Ecce Homo almost 1nto a- pathologlcal con—

&1t10p.‘ "The nop serv1anlsm of” Nletzsche 1s a feVﬂpdlcatlon,'

to the bepp¢1t of man,Vof the pr1v1leges usurped oy the God -
w22 .

' N1eu450he gleaned to Whau extenﬁ bhe stron ger. type of max

would have to conoelve and accept a faQ1ca1 shlft in uhe di-

fectlon of morallty LOT ~the elevatlon ena enhapcement of man .

thooe values Wﬂlch cannot deny their ’ orlgln in the Sphere of

suflerln ' the herd and the magorlty — I sought in history.

the begwnaﬂnﬁs of. the constwuctwon of revefqe 1deals...’23

shackleu ~of" the old moralltg, a. Slave morality . that is based

uDon fesentment We must. rise %o the new dawn —-.“llke thOSE" ;

sun—seek1n~ olwmblnw pTants in Java,’ calWed Sipo }ata&or,J»w

hwca CllnD to an oak so 1ong and S0 oTte until fwnallv they

hlgﬂ ‘above the oalk but’ Supgorte& by it. "24

In a sense this chapter; as well as. Bevond Good and . Ev11;'

nr0v1des a bvldge between Zarathust%a and The AﬁththSu.,

This chaptev has tsken the meanlng of - the aeath of God. estﬁbw'
1lsbed in chapter I end eXplalqed that meanlng in termq of _
the new shift in’ morallty, pflmarllv Christian morallty. Thél
last chepter will deal with' the death of God ds it ampl;eq |
to. the qual cozdemnatloﬂ of zhe Chrlstlan bellef Jin God

ordaf to estaolloh “the. uransvalqulon o? valves..~x

3



http:bel�ieves,.in

CHAPTER Ive

THE FINAL-COWFIRMATION OF

| NIDTZSCHE'S ACTIVE NIHILISM

~ POURD_IK THE CONCEPT OF .GOD IN
"THE ANTICHRIST:

Wlth the ertlnﬁ of- The Antlcarwct "yt 1s as thouﬂh the

work of dﬂagn081s were over, the tlme hav1ng nom come 0 com-
vat."t Nietzsche in & letter to Franz Overbeck ddted October|

18, 1808 sayé, "Thig time <=ras an old artillery man —— I
bring out my heavy ﬂuns." Indeed, the violence begun in. the
works prlor to Antichrist 1s cerrxed to its ultimate bla~~n

phemy. O:1~1na17v The Antlchrlst was to be the' flvst of four

books comprlsﬂng the volune The mransvaluWUlon of Values

‘ Antlchrlst was the flrst booa to be completed but the remaln—u

Hlder of,the\volumes were mever wvltten due to hls illness and

due ﬁb»%he,faou that he abandonnea the Work in favor of com-‘

piling his notes to wrlte hlS magmum opus - The lel—to~Power,

also never complefed,

The content. of Antlohrlst is so vehemept that it wovlé

: Souﬁd hopelessly 1nsane werel. it. not fo the facz that the

stfuobure and. style of. the radical: Dolemlc found 1ﬂ Aﬂtlohr1=

are found in kis other works, e. g. Ecce: Homo.; Thlﬁ and the
Tact that the themes of religion and morallty are. worked out
elsewhere make AntlchrWSt easier to oomnrebend Nletzsche

||does not have to, Splll a large amount of ink to {make.thosg’

preliminaries his other works have establlshed Now he has
only to launch. the arrow - of CrlthlSE4 Hls SPear is thrust
|lat the bveliefs many people hola about. the bellefs held by
theologlans and rellglous "snake- 011"men and nhllosopher

The beliefs they hold about: thelr own bellexs too.. His anaiy
sis probes at. those who ea11y no longer belleve in God (culd]
tural diagnosiq) but nonetheless ally themselves stronglv to

the dignify of man es»abllshﬂ& through, the Chrlstlaﬂ movalltg'v

-
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‘ ] A , _
These moral values uhﬂy put 1nto the mouth of a God they do
ot believe in,. "”hey are rid of . tle Christian.God and now
believe all the-more flrmWy “that theéy must cling to the Chrisf
itian morality. . Tbat is an English oon51stency...?2 Nletzsché‘
doeS‘not preadh uhe humar“tarlﬂn v1em n01nt of nmankind, but
rather the advenu of the Superman. '

The style of‘Antlchrlst is .mich the same as Beyon@ Good

and Evil with 1ts aphorvsms, but somewhat more uneven. For
frequently the rherorlc, violence, . and blasphemy get out of'_
hand. $he style of the book renreseptg the actlon of the Li~,.>f
bobk- 1t is meﬂpt to be shocllﬂgly bTaSphemouS. "lee Niet— |

{zschets first essay, The Birth- om Tvagedv, The Antichrist lS

unschoWarTg and’ so fvlﬁ of L&Ulbq only a pedant could have -
lany wlsh to catalogue them."3 Again,- he does not need to es-
babllsh scholasblc renvtatlon' hlq other Works have dope"
that. ~What becomes stvllstlcally s1ﬁ31 capt is the amount
of vwoleﬂce dlrected towards God uhrough Chrlstlanlty and howl

Nletzscheis atheiém.furniShes és sffucturé;‘aAmodel Fdr
|existentialists who wish to live a life enulrely apart from:
God. "And in his,dwntwofds' "The errors of - Great men are. moref|
fruitful than-the”truths of little men." S “ucburally the-
oookifjdws towafd the aﬁstipction betweeh coptemporary Chrls;“~
tianity and +the Oflclnal gOSDel between Judalsm apd Chrlstl_
Vanity, and by comnarvnﬁ and - contrﬂstlng the person% of Jesus
and Saﬁl} Antichrist establlsheq the compTGte athelsm, the

rilling of atheism. as a means of obualnlng nure thls wor1d11~

ness, with the a&vent of Supefmop. To deljnlate thls further
Eiefzsdhe ma&es;clear the dlst;nctWOﬁ oetween Jesus of- Paza-4
reth and the Christ of the Cfeeds' an. eXPan51on on the earlleg
theme of Zafabhvstre, ¥too0. early died that Hebrew,..ﬁ‘ It is

throuﬁh thn use of comparison ‘and contrast that Nietzsche
hakes clear the svstematlc exposition of his v1ews,'no matuer
now muddled uqev may apneaw thvough the fheﬁorlc. '




‘_Nletzschean proﬁn081s is that Cnflstlaﬂ morallbj is declared

_Wie%zéche:thTUst‘hiﬁSeif fﬁllmforoe a1 uhe numaﬂlst s
Proerustian COECGDTlOﬂ (creation along ‘the’ 11mes of the myth
of ?rocrvstus) of God- yet at the sarie time he always dis~ .
couraﬂoa conv1nced Chrlstlans from Teadlﬁg hlS books, ‘he main
talns a. requct for genuine: Ohrlstlan5.4f
1lof zZarathustra’ s'refusal to tell the Saint about the death off|.

God. ‘Nietzsche w111 abanGOﬁ no one in - the NeanlnglGSSness of

ths is the meanlnr

pa881ve nlthlwm;* Tnls resoect for genulne hrlqtlanlty not-
w1thstana1mg, Yletvso he's bold attack upon Chflstevdom con~-.
tained much that is bﬁasnhemous aﬂd most remugnaqt to the
Chrlotlap reeder. For examnle- "To make a he?o of Jesus'
And even move What a’ mlsunderstandlnw of the word genluS"
Our whole concent, our cultural coacepu, of 'splrlt' has .no
meanlnv whatever in thls worla 1m VblCh Jesus 11ves Spoken
wlth the meCWSlon of a. phySloloﬁls t, even an entlrely dlffel
ent wordqwoula ‘be more fitting here =- “the word idiot. w2 he

a cetastrophe. DlOnJSUS is ravsed agalﬁst IaTse humlthj and
deceit.. The huaanlst consecratlon of the God of man is p“0~
claimed enemou and 1n1m10a1 to 11fe.'="DwonyQos gegen dem
Gehreuztlgbben. Dlo ysus agalpst the - Cruolzled'" To bvlng
the analoﬂy (or perhaps - to Chanﬂe the metap O theveby clarl—
fying the original metanhor) to the physwologﬂcal plane°‘"
"1nva“fight with an anlmal the only of Aeklng it weak may
be to make it sick.' nb 1etzsche must weaken Chvlstlanltv in
order to brlng about the transvaluatloﬂ of values. I; be,f;L
fails to do this,: bls volemlc falls and dleﬁ., Therefore, thel
thrust of Nietzsche is’ to darive the, p01nt home abour the
'bhrlstlan Church;llt ruined man, 1t made hwmAweak,but 1aid .
cleim.to having ”improved hiﬁ“ Lbe 1n1mlca1 cry. of Nletzsch
s against tnose who do not- "11sten" Who:creabe_thelf God.
They are the "nay-sayers" to-life! ‘ A

~ In the face of thls there remaind fantastlc clln@lng tol|
anythlng, reallty’uran511gu1es into what they Call "an eXper—“

i
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1mental 1ab0fatory"'—~ determinism, naturallsm -— "and . oﬁcé
these are unmasked and intensified n1h11lsm nl" They afev"nay~
sayers" to 11fe because they v allov in the U&SS;VQ“nlhlllsm
which- hwetzscae warns. acalnst falllng 1nto.,'1ngpassive‘hiﬁ11.
|lism.unity crumbles to chance which becomes for modern men the|
final. authority;. Wothingness becomes the t:ué reality. As'to
the Christian Church, pity’ represents? in Niétésﬁhe'é eyes;:
the nractlce-OEApa581ve mithlsm.' Plty Qtands in'direct oPPO
sition to those instincts of presefvutlo -of 1life, and at The
enhancement of 1Ls values, "Plty persuades men . +0. nothlng~‘“

mess‘ of cou?se, one does not say 'nothlngmess'~ but 'beyond"
of ‘God’, cr 'true ll?e',,or nirvana, salvaulo_,olesseaness.

Inlshort,uthe temnorary‘er permanent escapes froﬁ[the‘confron
tations of life. It is the abolishment of the teaching that
the son. of man- is the "Son of Gody" that filial relatloﬂshlp
of everymaﬂ to God,. even bhe 1owllcst that Nietzsche seeks.

he foveg01nﬂ has been a dlscu881om of the content of V

Antichrisy as auwhole; and apnears very 51m119v to the Ouker

two books v1ewed above, though more violent. The remalnder
of this chapter will be a discussion. of the death of God

tnrough Chr13t1an1$y.' By way 6f a nrellmlnafJ, in® this chap-
ter, the pefsonAbfﬂJesus will be used onlj as he pertawns to
ietzsche's dialechic: ageinst God. S .
| Nietzsche perceives Jesus in W0 Way H i) $he Historical
|man whom Nletzsche writes abouu analyulcall éﬁ& with~some

[tint -of regret as - to what Jesus was made " ‘into’ thfough delflca-
tion, dnd 2) the "Jesus" of the ChV1s%1an rellrlon, the "Son

" the good:god made man. It is to the secon& inter—'

of Got .
pretation that I shall 11m1t any use 0£ JGSLS, 10or he is the
object of Nletzsche 8 crlﬂlcueg hletzsche writes in Anti-
Cﬂrlozzz"deus, quaTem Paulus creavitdt, del negatio, God as
Paul created blm,lﬂs the neﬂatlon of . God ' The:éeddnd intér—<
pretatﬂon is the'“crea ed” Chrle, the belﬂefs of the Christs

ian fellglon wthﬂ Nleuzgche attacks.
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The critigue is a critique of the Christion: conception of

lowical perspective %o the. summary'that God once represented
the stren gth in the soul of a eople. Nietzsche's conclusien
is that there is- only one alternatlve xor ﬂo&S°’"e1tnev thevt
are‘the 111~to—powe , and they remaln a. neople s god or the
1ncapa01ty-for-nowcr, ana then they necessarllj ‘become good.’

"o o all +that makes weak and "yes“ torall that Strenﬂthens
With the Chrlstlan God virtue came to be taug hh the modifi-
catlon of self, plty, even "nay -saying" to 11fe-‘uhe ks
ureablonnChrlsulanluy preaohes the weakness of God. Chris—
tlanity preaches the vaTueQ of the eYhaustaa. '"Umder the
holiest of names I pulled un destrvctlve tenden01es- one'has
calied God’what‘weakens toeches Weakness, infects with wealkd

ness, “10

"God. the Supreme Power — that Sufflces.. bvery_
thlnw follows Erom it, ‘the world! folWOWS from it.

As in Zarathustra, Nletzsche does not stoa w1th the bagic
fact of Cod."svdeath‘'T He asked: Why has God»dleQQ "The an-—

swer of Antichrist is Chvistianﬁt“‘ Chrlsulaq1ty is a reduc—

kion of the divine, "when he degenerates step by step into a
mere. symbol, & staff for. uhe weary, a sheeu—anchor for the
Arowning; when he becomes the ‘god of: the poor, ‘sinners, and
the sick par excellance, and. the. attrlbute 'Sav1or' o7 'Re-
1eemer' remains 1nAuhe end as ﬁbe one essentwal.uttrlbube of

ilVlalty —— gust what aees sucﬂ a® tvansfo*matlon Slvanv9

what, . such a reductﬂoﬁ of the élVlne9"11

. A criftique of. the Chrlqtlan concentlon ‘ot God
forces us to the same conclusiod. A people that
- 8till believes in itself retains its own god, "In
him it reveres the conditions which let it prevail,
its virtues, its Drogacts, its pleasure in. itself,
its feeling of power, into a being whom one nay’
offer thamks. Whoever is rich wants to give of his
riches; a«proud people needs a god: it wants to
sacrifice, Under such condluwons, religion is a
Torm of thankfulness. Being thankful for himself.
men needs such a god. Such a god must be able to

They- become the crea thP of the people. Nletzsche is teachln

God. Niétzsche's*analysisfflows'through a hié%oricalépsycho—"

Uty



http:thalfl..ks
http:reVer.es

‘help and to harm; to be friend and enemy —- he is.
admired whéther good or destructive.. The anti-
ﬁnatural casnratﬂonAof 2 god, to make him a god of
. the good alone, would- Here. be contrary to. every-
thing desirable: The evil god is- eeded no- Tess
. than the good gody after -all, we do not owe our -
© OWTL ex1scence to tolerance and humanltarlanlsm. .
‘ What would be the point of & god who knew - - -
.nothing of: wrath ,. Tevenge, ‘'scorn, cunning, ‘and vio= .-
"lence? . Who had perhams never experierced. the de-.
'111ﬁhtful ardeurs .ol v1ctovy .and: annihilation? HNo )
one would’ unaeretaaa such . a ﬂoa'~¥hy have him then?
To be qu?e, when a - ‘people 1is perlsnlng, ‘when it
" feels how its-f8ith in ‘the future and its hope of.
. freedom are Wanlng lrrevocably, when. submission
begins to appear to . .as the prime necessity and i%:
‘becomes aware of the virtues of the subjugated as .
the conditions of self—preservatlon, then its god
~.has To change too. - Now he becomes a sneak, Ctimid B
and modest: he’ counsels "peace of goul", hate—no—~
more, forbearance, evenr "love"..of frlen& and -enemy .
He ‘moralizes’ conﬂtamtly, he crawls into the cave of
'Jevery nlﬂvate v1rtue, he becomes ﬂod for: every man,
he becomes -a private’ person, a” cosmonolltan
Formerly he representec a2 people, the sﬁrength
of a people, everything aggressive and power—thlr-v
. 8ty in the. soul of -a people' now he is merely the
- good god, . .
- .Indeed, there is;no other alternat;ve‘for gods:
either they are the will- ~to-power, and they remain
- a peoples god, or the incapacity for power, and
then they mecessarlly become good. 12 S

Chrlstlanlty erectea their God in order that man mlght
achieve complete unworthiness. . Cbrlstlaﬁlty prevented ascent
to 2 higher form of ex1Qtence~ Chrlstlanlty is the curse of
suffering and, \as an 1deology,'of dehumanlzatlon; teachlnﬂ
the low estate of man. 3 , . '
The ‘belief 1n a resurrecmlon creaned uhe feellngs of re—
venge and retrlbutlon, the ?ey 81gns 01 .a slave morallty
This-allowed mai - to behave in the mosb unchrlstlan mannef, bv’
1ndul¢1ng nlmgelf in the lust for revenge through his all -
mefc1qu 306 And how dia this. come . about? In the Same mar»'
ner that ChrlstlapltJ created ﬁhe "Redeemef and "11fe—(
eternal|" and suffering, end pity, and all other virtues of
weakness, . It put them in God's mouth; 1t created its own .
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God. ”Whén'ﬁhe fi¥ét éommﬁﬁity.ﬁéédéé'é judéih@‘ qvafvél;:'
ling, aﬁgry, 1nd1ﬂnantly sopnlstloaT theolovlap against .
theologiéﬁé, it created its 'God! aocordlng to 1ts needas. nld
What could be'eésier than to.create &-.god %o _1$_one s needsv
end then to put words and actions into him? -Hbié remains
pure sophistry,.and 1°ﬂ't thls what the secular ‘Thumenists,
haVeiinfected'us with, a god of Their ovm oreaulonQ‘ They arq
sophists. hey are the "haves”" thau 1s they a]ready have
and'want,more,~tpey are never satlsfled they- comtlnue to
need "to havé“"~ They must have Theirp God 3he way they want
him; thls pathology calls 1bse11 Talth Thev close their
ejes s0. +hs they mlﬂﬂt not see they are Wronﬁ ‘ If they Wers
wronb, them they would be w1thout sometblng, thev‘would havéf
not- somethlng. - 'And. this grinds the bourve01s mlnd into pu-
trid gealously,' I we do not -agree w1th thelr‘“falth we
are bvanded and castlgabed and "no other per@neotlve is con-
ceeded any Iurther value - once one's own has been. maoe saero—
sanct with the.nemes of 'Cod' 'redemntlop' .and ‘emernl— '
tj"’15 Such is sophistry! Such-is Bad Faith!

Thelr God “cannot be demonstrated to us: Fplstomologlcal
'SKGPUWCTSN - You.are 2ll afraid of the~conclusmonﬁ 'from the
world we know a very clfferent God would be aemoastratcd Qne
Alwho at any rate is not humanltarlan"a- ano,A1m Short you. -
hold fast to your Po@ end cevwse fOT him a WOfla we do not
know.’IS' Aooord1n~ to Bletzsche, the death of Cod is the
eartheshaklng even' of two thousaad years.  It is & frlﬂhtful
event, but he wills this death nonetheless,. "To him this is
not a mattef of one ba81c pr1n01n1e among others~ 1t 15 his
governing pr0p8ﬂ§1t3° it is,. as it were, the pr1n01p1e of . -

principles =- the-one to whlch all othefs are subserv1ent.

- "God deterlorateo 1nzo the. contradiction of 11fe, 1nstead
of oelnv its - trapsxormamtlon and eternal: Yes' God as the ‘
declaxatlon of war agalnst 11fe, agalnst-nabure; égainst",m;
'fhisjworld',:for,everyfiié;aboutithev{beyoﬁ&'!~’God“—e the -
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delflC&*lon of notﬂlabwess; the Nlll to nothlngness pronoun-
llced hoTy'"18, God has detevlofated 1nto thez“thlng—1m~1tself"
Ard Nletzscbe'anﬁounces the advent of"the pagan faith, thelf
living in a dismoralized world; not ﬁgtﬁéraligéd;‘but dig-
moralized. Nietzsceh is not aﬁtemptiﬁg fo undermine morality
nor cbrfupt,it.“He'es%ablishémv4he‘béyamd—moréTity, man be-
comes apa“t,froﬁ‘m0relitj”~ "We. belleve in Olvmpus —= and noi
in tﬂe Crucifiedl" A"aﬂa, from the surface?‘lt«appearQ as
ﬁhough Nleuzsche will leave’ us in nasslve ﬂlﬂlllsm' to 1;Ve
|as before with no.meaning. Co L

.o

Ag gain a chopped'ofz'eﬂding, because The Transvaluation

of. Values was never completed, could také‘an‘unSuspectiﬁg’
reader. by surprise and suggest nothlnﬂness."36f5to say . fhat
Nietzsche 1eaves us in passive ﬂlhﬂllsm is the . Opp031te of
hiS'?OléﬁlC, for" according to Nletzsche, ChV1stlan1tv has a1+
|lready done that . - "The eﬂtlre burden,ls placed on the indi="
vidual... to follow the insecure snd thus dangerous new path
Ylof The. inc‘nividua“i‘ who is® IlO't vet sustalned wi bhll’l a s'{;ratl—'“
fied SOCleuj and who mUSb flqd the source oT hig- tles within
himself. " 19 S R e T )

7




. CONCLUSION: = .-

Thié thGSié has'atbemnted to show the meanlng OI tne

Geath of God in $he philosophy of Friedrich Nietzsche. We |
have lookéad only to.mﬁree of‘hls,wgrks purposefglly, thereby'
EVOldlng fe@undancy-of‘material‘ahd' in &0 &oin‘  getting %o-
the root of hlS atheism. The thesis has mraced the develon~“
ment of his auhelsm from Joug aaultbooa ﬂfougq his relauloﬂ
o chopenhauer» and endlnﬁ flnally in his mature phvlosohny

AS expr ressed .in ihus Spake Zaratbustra, Beyond Good and Ev11

ond -The” Antlchrlst.

Ghanter ‘one- prov1&e@ the necessary hlstorwcal and Dh110~
sonhloal baokgvounaneedeato umderSuand tﬂe concept and co~A

herenoe of Nletzsche s atﬂelsm. Chapters two, tbree, and.

1ts oonseque 1ces:” on morallty and Chrlstlaalty.; The conclu=" :
81on of chapter two oan ba eXpressed as "God 1é dead, ": Ve

are now left completely free to exerc1se our creatlve WlllS’
the burden of TeSponSlbllluy lies with the 1nd1v1&ual

Cha pter ‘three. keys into- the meaning of- the death; of God ex— -
posed’ in chapter  two w1th ap eye to the'“amlflcatlo@o His
death has upon morallt We are no. lonaen necessavllv boupé
by the chains - of nhe old slave moralﬂtj° rather, we are ﬂO” g
confronted w1th the uﬂllnltln" Ireedom OL existing "beyond |
good and evil. Chapuer four utilizes: chanters two and .threg
to make clear the oultural-moral crlthue dlrected against-
Cﬂflstlpﬂlt The 1n01v1dual no longer neeﬁs GthS$lanlty

to grant him secvr1t of ex 1stenoe and moraﬁlty' be bas him-
self. . f" ‘ S ' - , ‘
Ferﬂapslthls th681s has answered the ouestlon of what fﬁe

death of Cod means lﬂ ‘Niétzsche's VTlEngS.

"jia5;'ij'

T

four were deveIOpmental eyn081t10as of the botal athelsm ané~'
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- The thesis attempted to show that mletzsche 8 announce-— ..
ment of the cultural fact of God's ceath stems from his ad-
herence to a basic- phllosonhlcal p081t10v of atheism. We
have killed God by. bestowing on Him humanlty,ivﬂMan could not
endure the God who beheld him.- So'maﬁ took"fevence'on this
‘withess'!, and became the murderer of God who sets and besets
him in ﬂlS ez 1stence. 12 ~W1etz che announces the death of God
Decause he 1ooke around at’ 8001ety 8nd saw meﬂ ex1s ing in
the world a8 bhOugh there were no God § TheJ mereWy b611eved
or ﬁhoughﬁ they belleved in Bls eilstence. Plato s anaTOgy

of ube cave and the shadow Watchers c:ervefa us welT here.

Tpe fheologlaas and . rellglous'"snake 011“ are the ones who
hold +the beliefs. through reason,,ﬁhe "hera oelleved in thes<
beliefs.v God'bec%me~a "sacred" 1o ithe. people (1n the sense
that sex, money, and tecanologv are “sa ?eds“ to - neOple uof
day) » " Nietzsche atzomnbed to 1mpart to man the 11m1to im=

posed. on hlm 0ﬂ1y bv his creative Wlll At 1eaﬁt We should
not-become 11m1ted belngs mefely because of belﬂexs 1n some

tvarocendant ~We should swear off any. 1oyalty to a trans-~ 
cendanb reality, a sacred, hlon does not exist. thn us. It
is necessary to uﬂdefstaﬂd fhaﬁ bﬂetzshe s cul%ural announce-
|ment flows from the hla&en th981w, whﬂch CabrleT Vahamlun
points out, that "Coé dﬂes as soon as he Decomes.a cult uraWﬂ
accessory of the human idesal. n3  The death of Gdd,*thereforen
reléaseS‘m&n'ffdm the bond of being “1ooked;afﬁer" by a
transcendant'beibg; the hurdem of TeSpOnSWb111tY of ”yéa—'
sayﬁpé*y is. placed on-.the 1na1v1dva1.

) The oue‘stlcn of doubt ‘s»{hlr‘«b c_«,rj_seb,' ﬂowever,‘ 18‘ Was
Nietzsche really gn- atheist 01 the heart or merely ap ﬂntel—
lectual, editorial athelst, Seeklﬂa +0 clarify the true
{lmeaning of exﬁSﬁence in relation to God; to dellver the
fféédom to man whlch is.s0 necessary fer h;m to be held res-
posible to God? A problematic! :“ A o ' '

Ernst Benz...comes to a rather Strapga conclu—




’<v1pced Chrlstlan to read hlm. His autack-»s 1evp1ed at thé

: °?om...uhls theologlan Ilﬁallj con81ders Nletzsche S
© ‘picture of Jesus and its 81gn1flcamoe Yin the sense
- of 'a positive contribution to the reallzatlon of
‘Christian life and thoughts, '...The -antichrist turns
cinto...the teacher of an imitation of Christ which
7the Ohurch ‘in its indolence and weakness, haS sup-
pressed. Lhe eriemy of the Church turns.inte the-
, prOpheu of & possible new Christianity, which'-the
“Church itself, afraid of its relentless and uncom—

. fortable consequences, has preferred to conceal;
‘he (Nietzsche) becomes.the herald of .a new, evan-

_ ggellcal order which . would ‘unite & communlty of his
-~ kind for a new imitation of Christ, and by acting
cout a life in His manner would Sﬁflke the paper
-creeds from the hands of mere Christian believers!™
I included the above. passage in oréerlto élarify,the specifig
ouestlon I am éeallnv with in this conclu81on. T Would'avfée
with tae above, but the ouestLOﬁ_we are deallng with is Nletm
‘zsohe hlmse11 2nd not the’ posthumous 1ntermretatlon@ of his
thought as it relaﬁeS‘bo the "meaning" of our “lives. ‘

' In order. for Nietzsche's message to have any meablng in
our lives we must understand and overcome the death o; God.
|Nietzsche is. at ‘one amd'thé‘Same time, violent in Eis gtheisn
to the point of blasPhemeus crueluj and w1sh1ﬂg no truly con-

fellvlous Cod of the "mere bellevers.g For them God has be-
come the aocessory to the buman 1de¢1‘ and a god. conceived iy
thls form does not ex1st there 1s no reallty velhind him.
Cod had become for Nletzsche the representatlon of the
bumanltarlan ideals of the Enllﬂhtment A God made plural- -
|listic enough so that the encompassment of all'human goals
could be found w1th1ﬂ His gospel mesmave. - The message .of
morality was weduoed to weak slave-mlnded humanitairanismg
and the,human ideal wa's personlflﬂﬂ 1nd delfled ;NietZSoheT
saw this end said that God is dead. . We do not need a Cod for
the human 1deal to be reached, we can ao it ourselves. But
the human ideal of Nietzsche. should not be conlused Wluh the

ideal of the humanltarlans., The human-ldeal of N;etzsche is

Supermaﬂ. The call is to Nletzgche'S‘ideal of_Sﬁ@erman,'and
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this: plaoes as many requ1rements of hOnGSuV and reSpon81bll—
ity on the 1nd1v1dua1 as. dld the example of God Lound 1n,_\‘

for. efamnle, Klerkegaard : }
Tor lletzsohe tle doals of the "human" rellvlons were

very plurallstlc, yes Bui each 1nterpretatlon of God'
A'messare feund eome new nece381ty to place on the 1na1v1dua1
The 1nuevpfeters place God in - a bOA and say that such - and
euch must be 0, . cwith “the- usval 1ustlfleatlon of scrlptural
examples in the Blble. God Nnow becomes too much necessity-
aﬂd,we ca nﬂot vrow .even to the many 1deaWS of tne Go&—human—
iete;l anh point, of view usually pfesupposed the freedom of
its adherents.’ Yet they do not allow for the valldlty of
an?vbtﬁef interpretatloa‘buc thelrs, because thelr 1puernre~A
' tatlop hes been made. saerosanot with "Cod ' "Redemntlon,"_ﬁfn
and’ "etern¢ty.w“‘go one, Q¢,course, would dare:to: stand op—j'
'posed to these'ln%erpretafﬁene '@oer all "1n wy father s
house there are.many man51ops. No one eents Fo be in the
wrono"those noov saeep, they woula become "have~nots“

(and God Iorbld thau'1m the Amefloap Dream that we mleht
possibly. be umable o*"have" everythlng) ' There is no free-
dom but to accenu thelr bellefs eltﬂouwh 1nd1v1dual freedom
is p”eeupposed» This poeltlon has an odor of belmg sell—
reLeventlalﬁv 1ncon51stept ' T ‘

God does not JUStlfy our actlons, our - actlons Jqulfyn'
the bellef in Go& and Nietzsche saw they did not God's X~
1stence became depeﬁdeﬁt on Hls guslewcatloa of our aotlons,
and we do not need a God to 1ustlfy humen ex1steﬁce. ‘ h
Nleﬁzsche olfers our be11efs o us aﬂd save, "God is dead”";
It is ue to taoee o; us MhO-WlSh-tO,‘bO v1ndlcate the est—’.
tence of God. Not by 81mp1v restatln@ hls ez 1stence nor by
01rcumvent1ﬁg Nletzsche. Puu by overcomlng Nletzsche 1n our
_ex1stenﬁ1a1 awerenees of‘tqe need to relate toje transcen~3'
dent God ‘ not om ﬁhe superflcall terme of the humanlsts, but
on uhe terms of a tfue reellty-’God muet not become the

T




accessory to the human ideal. He is the human ideal. It

is not the dens ex machina We have’ created Whera we plug
into God and He reSpOﬂdS to the weak masses, We must become
men in order to respond to God with the £gi; measure of our "
freedom and resn0ﬁ81b311ty. The 1ovo of'God amd ‘sacrifice
of our w*lW to HlS beoomes the qunreme "human aot oz love
Wwe can ach:t_efve.j And in oraer to do tﬂls we must be totally

frée.§§ man, and we nust w111 tho bellef in “od
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Conclusion:
: . o . -
1TL15 ingertion of ﬂerpaus "Jead me into a long thought
about fiction and the self—renezentvaTIty of writing. This
le2d me to the thought of one of my professors Dr. SEephen

Pl

. t

. Scheer who deals with meta- 11,%’0 and %e]i—ve¢eremt1111t“
in almost 21l of his courses. . In his view of meta-fiction
the work of art exposes the process of fiction-making which
in turn exposes the process of FiCtiOﬁ—making whereby wWe 1irie
terpret reality. This i more than the normal meaning of
meta-fictior which is just the work of art about itselfl.
That I am suggesting 1s that an analysis of Nietzsche's works
is highly possible from the Structuralist point of view in
literature with regard to the Scheerean concept of meta-fic-
tion.

“Vananian, The Death of God. p.xvii. .

Jaspers, Christienity, p.26, from the footnote.
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