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' ‘ .This parer is firat a criticiam of SchOpenhauar's
FthiCB (specificully of his explanation of compassion),
_ - and’'secondly, sn Aattempt to remove the inadequnciea ‘ -
o _ vhich were found in his theory by substituting’ an- - -
‘alternate. explanation fer compassion. . I begin by
o rointing out what - SchOpenhnuer'a iden of an ethical ~
Ty  theory is, f.e., what he thinks an ethical - theory. is
IR surposed. to" gechieve. .Then, by criticising various .
. aspects of his theory I indicate that ‘his own theory ’
nas failed to .achieve this idenl.. Finally, I attemdt

'.." " to alter Schopenhauer's theory in such a way that 1tes "
Lo shortcomings are removed, and it comes closar to doins _
; F‘_» ‘Ihnt Schooenhnuer meant it to do. . S
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- ST m'r.nonuc'rmn o o

Scﬂbpenhauer begins his ethical theory witn a critician '-;l Lo

‘of Kantian ethics. Hla n31n.n01nt narﬁ—tn tnnt nunt nes—— ’
 prov1ded no 1q{entiVe for- -ornl action--he has reduced
-morality to the nere f°1105K,5 of "hair-snlitting maxims™.
‘buch artificial concept-conhinationa can nerer,_tor Schopeg—

hﬂ“Pr» PPOVidG any hﬂsis for mornl conduct. Fe Woiate ot S

"'z thnt 'e expreaa our norality oug such principles Bg’ were
'lntrodpced bv Kant but not bacause of thau. .. #hat bchopen—‘
hauer propoaas to do, tﬁcn. ﬁ\ point out. tho true basis ot .
“ no;alitv nnd 1n doing’ Bo, to rav&al tho anly kosnibla noral

~_1nceﬂiive. In On Th& Baais othoraligz he rirnt decldoa that

" tnie tasis is. “connnawinn“ nnd than goen on to oxplain how’

"such\ﬁ_“h-nnaonon ts poasihlc hy bns*ng it on A netnphyaical

. * . [y . T T '__;_ :
syﬂtou.' lt ;a in couﬂnnnion-ﬂnat onn-soes through ‘the 1llusicn LA,

! N TR §
“j of 1nﬂividuationl the ve1l of Hayn‘ nnd conon to tna ronli:ntion

“ % Ce
thnt thc thole 7or1d 1n itaalf, in. oga. ‘and thnt thcro i =

un;tv of boiag underlying thﬁ iany individuain Ihifh one . ox- sl

f'
" ?

:paﬂicncos dnily.-

s
»a
&

In evnluattng Schopanhnmqr'n cnntributxon tJ\{Chlcu,. N Cf'
T do not wian to ccnnldcr hta quoat:nnnble rri%ic sns ot T &

e e L i
Lot FiLd b .

. .
L

s tr. ﬂ.f.ﬂ'..f

s+ laetmar Schnpenhanor. Cn Tho nnd&a of noral't

,Fayno. (10: !orx* Bnbhn-ncrrxll Co.-.nt.. (96 Y, pe 120
N . ‘n . . \ . | » e S " | . » .
- i'/_ ‘ . ) .. o
~ | . 4 !
- .ﬂ': - ] .
o ” . '? - . t - LA ‘ ‘
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Kant, nor do 1 tish to criticise hia hnsic noti‘n of what

LY

- comp on is, viz.. a8 ‘deperiding on an identificat&on with

/

’ oralitx and 1n ﬂhu iorld ag Will and Qoﬁrcaantntion*-thon
J

j"f a.‘n venrnncou sﬁvea rino to dlfficuition in nis -nrn. thdory T

another being, or this has been aqeqpately done by otbars.

b3

(X J

Althouyh 1 shall retain this basic’notfbn. I ahall criticiau

the way in which Schopenhauer supﬂq—tv his concoptiOn of ‘j' Lot
/ \ S ‘
compussion. 1 e.. tne way he exvlains tne poss&bility of - , T
. i-.l' . . - ’
comwabsxon, for it 15 here thnt hia ethical thqory rnils to

4CRL&VF Whﬁ 1t set out tO"ﬂChiOVG.- Thiu papwr. then, lill
ba an attoupt to criticiae Schopenhsuer a thcory “from within“
by firﬁt looking at his outiine or 'hnt an othicnl thaorv should

P

. do--aq axplnnation vhich he;gives both in On Tho Bnais of e  '“

evalurting hin thoary to naa thothe. or nct it naets th&a

/
criturion tnich hc hau givun.. =y vlew. 1t aueun thnt tt

nau aot lived up to. tnLn cﬁiturlon. a ahor:coaing uhxch -
- .v ‘ iv
bvcouea gvideat thcn one nppliea hia nntanhyaical cxnlauatian
Bl - S
.tc the already antnblishnd han&s of uoralit:.‘ In atdiglon.;

o tnlc a;oculntion aq/{; & anity(gt bclng underly.ag tue norld

Theuf

“““ HE P -—-;_

CCgriticisme -1lf t on bo nup;faltn&mﬁ by as nttnupt torRe -

‘,”'.nbliu a dxftoront axplanat on of tnia hnaia ar nnrn{'ty o }

. rﬂﬁvrpncn. S B

thlth uhald q}i-xnato thw lnadtqunc‘nn 1n Schbpenhnuﬁr [

: ,
:‘ . . . . s . .

.
-1
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an dmiSaion in the paper.. Although I. ahall refer. at tines,

One finai point should be mada hare, however, regarding

-'to Schopenhauer' principle Iork TheiWorld as Rill ‘and’

Representation, I shall not conaider the will as, aucn and- -

R R 7 .
its relation to bcHopanhauer ® ethics., mhia nay nresent ‘

some dirricultios, however, 1 ag using as =y main source

‘ R
On The‘%aais or Horalitl and 1n this tork Schopgqnauor-;

5h1msalf omits conaiderwtion of the wiik‘
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.. Sec. IJ CRITICISH OF SCHOPLNHAUPH'S ETHICS.

v i

?ne might heat rind an indication of schopenhauer 8 '

viea ag to the role af an ethical thoory bv first con-

ﬁiderinr hia conments ﬁegarding the nature and role of . nhil-

on0phy 1n genern 3 Iu the firat aections of hin four~n book

(,

of The Aorld ap: Will and Heprcaentation he ﬂresents hla views _ -

A

concQrﬁ;gg—z;IEHEF“T‘iiawir"- Y :

. . —‘f~__““““;4aaﬁﬁ;‘5q L
P ' .i.all philoaophy is always - TR T
- S - ‘theoretical, since it .is esaential e e T — T
to it always to maintain a S . ' :
puraly contemplative attitude, :
"whatever be the icmediate S,
obiject of investightion;;to > '):

'1nqu1re not. to preacrihh. e S

-

- Phi;oaophy can nuvor do nora L N
[ than interpret and oxplnin what. .
. 48 present and ‘hand; it can . - . D
R " never do more’ thnn bring to the - R
ST . distinet, abstract kndwledge of -~ ..~ - .
.. *...the fnculty of rcn:gni&he ‘‘nber T
" nature of the world which expresses o

4tueif Yo .everyone in the concretc,

0. | that 1s, s feeling. - A
de "olnts out ln thia boak thnt hia cnnaideratxon or lan'a
-'.‘:l S ’
/ randuct will pracoad xn tnc nauo -Annar. ﬂo 1ntondl only to -
,L,Antcrp;sz :nd.cxﬁlaia -pn's actioEannd doesn uol -nnt to AR -
X " ﬂ;n'..'-'.‘_ L : K
- \

o Artnu- Schopaﬂhnuer. The ¥orld as 11;'Ana“ityrobediation,  :
tr. E.¥.J. Bayne (Not toru- Bover hlicttiaua ch 19
v. ‘.?!" B ’ - ’ : ‘ “a ) . . L .. . ‘ .".-

s

Ny . A . . . T
T Ih:do'pw ?77 o : ’ N - ) ﬂ " . u : L “ v .



lﬂf down - rulea as to how mam ought . to act ﬂe will only o

',c0n ern. himselr with the question as to- why man acts ag he.

-

N in fadt: does act.

. In On Tbe Baais of Moralipx ho bocomes more Bpecific

) mresenting his 1ntentioné. He criticises the vier that -
. p
: etnics is the acience of hou peoplﬁ cugh‘ to act and thad '
.

1t 10 not uerclv cbncerned with hov tbuy 1n fact act. *

Lw

.1uou5ht“ “he pcinta out (thn 1nporativo form or othica) ba-
1on5“ only to theology. wherena ethics, ho rgaasarts. 1@

concernod only _...to indicu.o,_axplaix ‘and trncc to itn

ultinate ground the oxtremely var 1ed bnhavinarwof zmen .from.

A morn- po;nt of 110!."“ ‘Thuas, in ordar to roxaulato such

] L

j"n ano*y, onn nust bohin titn eupirical invoutigatian and | ‘
find out’ vhothcr or: not thoru indoed nrn,nctiana of gou- '

/ - ﬁ.‘.- -

*uiae':ornl-warth thon.:inﬁ tho xrounw or auch actiona. 1.0.,‘
/ /
-rlnd the nd%i?:/to poral cunduct. In thiu wnv th thnory will

‘to 1n}n no’ auch aloneata a8’ “...abuol;te 1051n¢ation for arL

r L]

"n 1ona1 hningn in abatracto.ﬁ’_ Thiu,_tor Schopanhauer,"

'15 tae v1r~u¢ on,nin thoorr. Other thtor:vs overyrhorc con=-

Lrn‘ic:'cxparianca-aad—bu aJting; »hn,hgliﬂra Q[ auchmf,,“"'”J

. b g
3 thuoriau to loot nrennn tno- at :ho; von or awn.

o quaptnhaaor, Qn Thu Ennxa o! Hornligx, p. 1;0.“
. .b d'i P- 150 S / i f - :

-1 ‘ﬁ



~ - . - -

a . y ! +
h .

SchOpenhauer, then, saea ethics as describing and ex-

nlalning h“ma“ action only, ‘hot as prescribing certain kindq g

R

&

_of,actions.’ In op"oaition to ﬂant he-wants_only to find

_hq an behave and to try to explain this. ﬂb«will not o °o .

concorn hinsolr witn bhow men ought to beha?e aR Knnt had done.
- In tnis way hia theory resezblea a‘"scientiric thoory" which "' o

_tries moroly to nake our many vuried exgeriancea accowsible

to reaann hy put 1ng tnen in a compmon framolork. ’ o ,.\

By point ns out here that %chopenhauer favors a de- -t iy

'btriptiva theory rathdr Ihan a prescript1Vo one, I do not

*

mean “to dmply tnntfhe does not tunx to change people'r bc-‘

haviour. Although he 15 a determxniat ‘“choponhauer has no

) N

objection to t—ying to chnnge person s=bohnviour~-a neraon-ﬂ

cnn have :hu anne chn*actur nnd yet chansa his nction" an a

Cresult of a. chnnge in knouledgo.. Thua, thwra I‘ll ba-nonn

v - =

: aftiona ror bchopenhauar rhich are rlgnt and sthers :ntcn SR /

nro urcus. 1.0.. ‘some’ nctionu one ousht tc do and othuru
" wnigh .one. ougnt not’ to do. choponhnuur. thna. dotn pro- ey
o CFth certnln kinﬂu of nctionn-—pQOplc, 1n ordnr o bo - f . 5’4

L :ofnz; :ust b&hﬂ?n 1& a ue?tain way, and to thin cxtont; .

"acnopenhnucr'm thoory ie pr.acryptlvc._ It lﬁ dexcrlptxva. “ oL e

nowcvnr. 1o taat-ht -111 want to ‘explaln "...thu nxtrennly e
: a o /

L 5vwr1«d benav*our of aon...".' hat Ln. ho uxll try o exn&ain e

";“ ] ‘ V ‘ ' . . . . "ul_ . - “



\' i : M J . : ’
- .. , . o o * o ' ' L ‘ .
. P ‘ ' o l.' . , ’ s . - ! ..
why, 1n ‘some c:fea, people‘are moral and in other caoes they UL OO
) i o ‘ : -
aF'* not The % in aemnhnnis then, Eﬂemﬁ tD be on m"'ellf ﬁx‘, .

1nining nunah nctions in genernl f  -: S -;F-: , P
Barora bcsinning the oxplanation ?t his theory, Schop— "

'.enhnucr doscribes two typeq of apnrOaches to ethical tneqxies,

the "unnlytic" nnd the "synthetic“ The iormo- apprcach

"be sins rith an established nmtaphynical ayatem and derives

= 4

ethicn from 1t. . This seems to be thn ap*rqacn which he hmd

*tnnon in The WOrlG ns- w*ll and’ QGPresontatioﬁ._ rhe }attur

. approach (the syntnotic) i5 tho mcthod usod in On The Sazin

-.,of Horalitv and conalsts 1n tracing thc facta of our ux-':

“

14 perience buc& o an ultinata qourco wnich 15 thc humaz

¥

mind. Tne humun aind. tnan becomon an u;tinntu fﬂct and the. -

theorj 13 tnua o nnycholosical hncry.‘ Thare a"o, thon, tgb'{
”Lypﬁa or thoorlan the zetapnyuica’ tnaory thirh uacu tho R
¢ +B N .

'nnnly.ic nnnrcnch and tne waycho;og*cal thoorw wr ch char—
-;n»toriutica y ndopts tho nynthotic ap roach. Thv psycne--'
'lohical thuory is am esplric;l theory, or to nut lt 1n j_’=

) chopcnhauer'u tepaa, xt in bound up 1n the prlnCipl! ar

;n fficient r-a&on. _*z aav try to'oxrlain tho p#npticn ot ,fg

.

tﬁ- huunn mind, bnt 1t can do no oaly by anoviag ai'faroﬁt

onvac*zunu bet:.-n Vurioun phnno-nnn. it r-aaxna cnyiralr

unp:flc#i uwd caanc' €0 bO?and tao phenoleal. :Tn"’ﬁtf i

N



L

aphysicél theory, on the othar*hand aees through the ?rin-”

ciole of surficient raason and axplains ‘the hunan qind by :
( a -.ﬂ.
basinb 1ta explanation on.a- netaphysical syatom. In On Thé .
—_—."

Hosis of Morality, Schopenhnuar, aa mentioned usea the syn-s o i

‘. & R \ v _J--‘" 5.

tnutic apnroacn howevnr. he goes beyond thé" ultimate fqet T 4

0.
o

=of tne duman mind and ‘baseg nis explanntion of humnn actiun

on ¢<metapqyblcal syptem.: ”he result " then, 15 tnat no o

-

r'ivos ab esaentinlly the same metaphysica; thoory as ho . » {

"h dig ln The. Worlu ‘a8 Will nnd qurcaen ation, '.w,f“li;i‘ - Voo

SchonenhUUvr ia looking ror the moral 1ncant1Vo 1a man, 'x';f .

k]

nhd.pq fxpd'{pgq_incentive ho nust first docida what ands T
- : ! B ' '.‘.‘ EEE I, -

‘f ﬂttidna nrefmorally-prniaa:drtm:;' Onco thie 18 docidcd

“ne can proceed to tind tao motive to a ch actiann. E:p‘rtcal a

anentirntionfncnan to bo Schépnnhau Ttrs method for dgciding

g wbich'nutionb nre moral.:. hvaryonu prnisen nctio 18 thxcheara e "i b

~ \

} done ualrléﬂﬁly 'nctlonu tnich ﬁf’ dgnc only for :he bouozi’ .

of uﬁﬁuOnu ulne and -ith na c0vaidurntion for onu'n ouﬁ ,

- 1n»¢roula.f\’*ne porﬁon rho purfOYzﬁ uucﬁ ac:iann 1a Plllvd 5;

/: @ goodovmﬂhea by all Thc o An :hm prablen, .uuevu? V/n. o D
) lnc ogolutn hava p«intod out) tant thhro a*w nﬂ nuch nctlon5~- jf‘

;';f..f u«h-oafﬂ'&uo untc ® gernwn'u :iad aad t*nd hin uo

- < LER Y
fc' 54ca "nngnn,xnoun"'gctturou, nc 'Luld Iind !hat all ar;uv L

cut of egu;na. Th- oniy ronacn thoy au«: to be 5¢nuzuﬁ s T T

. that wo caanat pre A‘pdrﬂqp'l ;ot.'ozf Thiqyﬁw?'§#_?h§133”" cm

. . D | | . ‘i

| . : 4 ‘ .
» % Lo 4
Tn ] T N ‘



I ) : o \__
~legi wctiona, Schopenhﬁuer f ra; proceedc to f*&d th@—blulc

-

b

-f tn ﬂobmea' "tar or nll asmiﬁs: ;ll“ 1p -nich .ve"y nan is_

¢

L

in most aucn actions, Schopenhauer points out hut'ue would

“

be rooiins oursolvea ir ‘we were to assert that all nabnana“ 

b
L

1mous actions ariae rrom egoian. Sinply by lookino to tho
: 8

&

ract of oxpﬂrience, we can ‘sea hhnt senuine selflaas nctionn,'

ol

though rarelx. are p;rfqrnuq by aono»s

thot . gonuinu uelfless'&ﬂtiqna do geeur and that. it 4o thesoll
. .. N k— .
e T LN S
N :

which ara mornlj ‘f‘ SR _ ‘_" i

% . e - .
Y LR - L

\Beforo 1nqui“ing°into that is thu 1ncanzive for sulf?‘
A . :

5. )
tiwaorad xncentlves. Th«ro arq two fuudamontal anti-:orai

s

ncontlven, thﬂtfirﬂ’ nnd the mt*ungont 0{ thich is ...thu

-

...cravlng I&r nxis;oncp anf tell %ulng" or "onolna“ ?” It

‘ia «boiom pbich onph&ni;ea tha Agpn*ont separat:on of nan

~ -9

'r'o- uan and’ tno -nxin of esolnm 1a “uva*yth11x for me ‘and ;

Dﬂlu;ﬂ? tar th¢ others.“l II nnchockod, osoinu tll‘ lond

cqncorugé’/itﬁ %La own tell be&ns aﬁonc. . The eé;-cthva auann

. 1

c' prwvastXng ¢ucn u cilantion ia to upvoal to aaa'z ""'L

'rzwctiva" or "rst.op&. cgalna:;'n ﬁotsv- -si:h Chﬂp#ah‘nﬁr

n 2
i N

.n_
-,

_-:ai;ﬁ""uﬁlrvintcrc-t"'- Kltaouan«e;oina ;u tn- ntrongant antz-'f

- 1’ ¢ .
L] . -

' nuftlfrncimt;vq, a5 frndﬂ )Gt aantu#r‘bnn.c ancntivu in

7 184, p_'ll,fb?,_ o SRR v S L
7 - e . . . o )
!bid-l p'_lj?* - R S Sa .o
. e o : °
-. L] ¥ . ru 1
‘ I e
o = g . . L
. “ . . Y.
: e

is docided than, R

0

ob




"malice" or "...the deaire to- harn. othprs and to find - Joy
ncenbitg ia/"xn-‘

a
/The maxim ror tnia anti-morai

in thia."

lb . -_
Jure everyone aa much as yoa cnn."
bchonenhauer believes, then. that theae éra thenant*

moral incentiVes and points out that the mornl 1ncantive

must be Very atr@nk 1ndeed Af it is’ goinr to OVercome such
It uuat produce actions or genuinc moral worth:
!

-’

- 4

tha exclu&ion otsthnt clnss of uotives wheroby all huzan
aftions arn Gthuruxao prompted nanely tholo of nelr—*ntereat

s~ tefdencien.
}nq 9 actions 'nicn thc as ‘their cha"éctrriatic nark M

i

Piacovnring a. notiv. of

Ln the widest sense or the torn."
sdlf-intureﬂt inaan nct;on completaly dnstroyn 1:5 aoral
ror an action of morul vnrth ln

3 sorth. ahua- the critorion
. the absenca of all osaiatic aotivation. .he loral incontivo‘ ‘
b
ﬁild bu cnnt 1ncont1Ve 'hich lowos n psrnon ta perrora nuch
. nctiona. ' MT' . o - f'a_. L
-_;; : SN
_i Ir preparation Jor nhoq}us that Ln thin 1ucon:1ve, ) .
_ ) o | |
_ cnoponunuer nronenta nint pronints for hAn suaueqnnnt -
L .&mptnt:.‘.- '”_. . ' ' _‘,; . . ks
-~ - ! B ' . 'l DR ] . ' C : ‘.\ /_/_n
O a0 1), Ro'action can lake place B
ST -4 0+ sitbout a sufficient motiva, . SRR
s . .Z. An sction anaot fail to- SR P o
77 take place when Lhere La pre= : ce
- ‘sent & motive that 18 gufrictent.
for. thg_chargrtnr af tne aoor,'
QI

.
. o . LT
" . ’,‘Q,.__
- . " ‘ ., ‘/
R




unlesa a stronger counter-notive
, renders inevitable its non- : '
o nerrormnnce.- L R oo

‘3. ﬂhat moves the '111 13 simply - -
. T - weal and woe in. generdl, and is . W
’ L ST taken in- the xidest sense of. the _ f
: - term; just as, conversely, weal o
and woe oignify "in agreemont with ' v

‘or cantrary to a will." = Hence - .-

3. .7 every motive must “have a rcrerence : ,
: to Ieal and tpe. . . S e

e oo- Toohe Consequentiy, wvorf-accr—ﬁ'i
E%ia"-‘ ' ‘r=fers to, and has as its a

' Lo ultimate object, » being- auscﬁr—
.- tible to weal and’ woe,

2

i ~.._.._._'

Se- This deing. la qi:ﬁefftub 3oer 'f Yo e
himsel{ or-another, who-then - - . '
i takess & passive part in the action, -
T ,;9since 1t is dome to :hig detriment er
e advuntage and henerit '
6. ﬂwary-action_rhich haa.aﬁ‘itd;f
ultizate object the wxeal and woe ,
or-tna doar 15-osoia:1c; S ST

?. All that 13 aaid here nbout
" agtions np;lien equally.to the.
non-performance of such nétions
for waich not*Vo and: ccuater-
aotiYe exlats ' . ,
S . . L
P o 8. ...%:ola* and tHe moral worih' T
: E l - of an action .baclutoiy oxcluao
’ eacn athar.,’

39.-...tha moral-aigaificance of an, -
-sttion can lie only in 1to. ' 9 S C .
..ruferoncu to othuru. B DR S e -

-

’ iy ' P :
woa. and u*a, tu-n. an nlt:aati ok{:ct: or all nc*lona nrc , T

‘\‘

¥ ibid., p. 351, 2.




eithor,(a)%xhosé‘of thg,doe}‘himqelr in which cnsq'it.is.' ?{

“sn egoietic'ﬁotivation, br (b) thoée”of andthér, é‘mo{i-

'Vation rhicn in charnct*riatic of actions of mornl «orth.

Cwith hiz and feel hia IDO as if it wore my own and dsaire
“lout, is a deacription of the uysterious, but everyday

';ndopondent of all ultorior considorationa priaa-ily in thn .

o . e
In. o%der for me to perform an action or moral worth, 1 must

act merelj ﬁﬁ?‘tne bentflt of another. ‘The other panOn B

wenl and woe must be directlz my motive and tnis nrasupposea oo

tha. I somehaw 1dent1t1 with him. 1 murt aufrer directly

s

hia weal as 1r 1t wera-my own. xnia, Schope hauer polnts
’ H

- pnenomenon of "conpaaaionn. ‘ ...thc 1nmodintc purtlcipation,

curfer¢ngn of unother, and th&n 1n the prevantion or olkn—
10 ’ :

nntinn or 1t " ,’-

9

| Cbupaauion, thbn, 15 thothuo :ornl'iﬂcontlvé'an&»iu'

‘-thu anxy aneative thlch can, ovorcb:o tbe strcn- anti-noznl

 '1ncan¢1vua. Jﬁpondins on hor ahrunsly it aotivntau, 1t'

gzvaa ‘rize to the t'c cardinnl rir.uon..“!uutlcu" ana "phil-

4

‘antnropy" 53 o "lovxns-kindgesum S la Lhu rirst dvgroq, 1: A ts

. ,‘ -

1%

‘n a n: 5atlve ray hy ,rqv«n’ing the 1nflict ng ofxlgjury on

o.nera tnua exnibiting 'hé vkrtua of Juaticc. In :he

) secend dﬁénﬂn 1i-1s a aoaitito-nntiv«tion ona rlvos ria-
T A ! .

i .. . SRS . B ‘ o - e g

xbxd.;';; Ik, ';

BN
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»

*  to the virtue of lovingakindqess by motivating one ’to help

others. Thus, the univeraai maxim of all mornl action ia

"inaure no one and help ovcryoue as uucn a5 you can."‘l ‘ .c'”

S

R "Justice", as used here 1n On The Baais of- Forality,

differ slightly in itn neaning from when & chop@uhauer dxs-r

_cusbed it in The World ag Wiii and Repreaentntion.;a In -

the 1utter work he distinguishad two tynaa of justice--

. ﬁtumnorql" an: "nte-nal" Justica. Tnnporal *ustica nwuiies_'

. L

._Oﬁlj to. tho world or represent;xion. 1.0.. tnat which ia wi:hin

”uhe bounds of the princinle of Burficien» FGBHOG.. It is
r

. pimilar to ﬂonbpa' notion of Juética o that it 18 one

o

tirely bﬂbﬁd on *elr—interest; Tﬁe only renuon ‘that I truat '
another nernon justl) 1n becanae 1t may bunerit zo 1n tha

long run. Lt#rnal ’untlcc, on the other bnnc, goaa boyond _}
: tne principla nr nuf'iciept r?nwon and roncorna thé torld ' g | .f

in 1tualf . In 1t$01f. the 'erd ia till and ‘the wcrld 15 as

n LY
PP

,.3hk*a&ﬂ bvcaubﬁ the Iill tiiln as 1t‘dona.l whpt nurreqingu

téeru is 1u the worid thun. xu duc to the -111, ?hua.

R

tno torld aur{wrw Jun~ly bﬁCthC 1‘ hrlngo tnc suf!o"ins

' up&n 1tanf. An unalogy aay hclp to cla"trv i&ut 1 tain;

. L. o ST
; 55ha§cnb&upf im@za Bore. . Considor tne nitun:lan 1n thich T

< .

. Ib&a.‘ P- 1" . . . . " . ; i " . . . l‘\ ] . . [ :‘
,‘1f gchnpenhauor, The &orld as ®1l1 8nd Kepremeatitlos, . I3,

.
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a purson ls faced with the decision‘\hethbr to inveht his l\\

4 . S b
lifo'c savinss 1n a risky buaines& prOposition or/;o deposit " -&\-
1t in the bank and be. ansurad ‘of a small, but certain incoze. . SR

' ; He decidea to invest in the businesr deal and tho businena i

fnils and he ia Teft with nothing. - This psrson is sufr

_furing, but it 15 a jubt sufrarlng for he haa brough'
[ : ‘ ‘ o
upon nimself—-hé can blame no one elae becv.'e it ‘'was his - - B

cown voluntary nction W 1ch brousnt about this aufferin;. ce T

~

Similarly, the 'I'O!‘ld 1'1 1tsult‘ is wi l 'I'ho ns't-u-r

of tho will 1U'to constantly deaire nore nnd mo;e;” Aé 5o§n
tnLre ‘s desire, bnare xn tha-vosﬂibif;t# of buf'vria |
-bucnu ie tho doslro may\ho~ b mat. anstnnt dun*r*ng, thon,

:cnn¢ tho ﬂnssibili 3 of constun~-nuffur1ng, 1 thire ﬁer&’

L]
S

" no gen*r¢3£, tnurc ucald be no ,ufre iux.._Ab hu nill Ye

f

5o ”ﬂ thu wonxa ﬁﬂ_ bLCHUU9 t“a nat urc @f th: xi‘i i aA < i

T

;c sn nt uuuirinb, the worla is opon to aut’rriug. It 13‘_
"'“ ﬂﬁlf-Cﬂ“b@u but’ering. horvvcr,,nnd onl the world it—J" _
. .
Gel f can b@hf the rauponaibl ity fo* xt in tn« nagy wny thnt
tnu‘inVLntor cau,d blaﬂy e onu bu. hi*naif r his.auf-

-ft;zng ) Tho wor ld “@-ry omﬂﬁbiw rcr Ltn own zisdfj’bgf;‘“

i ' ‘{ : |-"'|';.‘- o e . ° .‘" -- .
cange th¢ wi 11 g1llu‘aa it doea*unh al ﬂnffk?lng 1n.}u;h.i_fg . .
. EF Y : . o

T

vtgrnal guatlcc and :mépornl -uatlce d*frc,. thua.j‘::

Setnude of an,n pqin:a ef Yivw. I* ﬂe ’Lug !hraugh the e
L AR -_'_-‘-7. -“7' . f L . " T
princtple of sufriciesnt reascn,. we ﬁya‘auangﬁb;.@ 53!-:

s . . . 3

- - ~



N R s P T e
-furinb and- oth.f peojle who scem always to be hanpy. ‘Accord-
/ o v
inb to tcmnoral Jurtice, thio iu unjunt evéryone bhauld have ™
. \ - -r B .
an-equnl vhnre'of hanpiness. Looking at thi§ situa tion rrovf- '

. 2 b
thu B int of view of ettrnal Jus tice, houever we- rcait*u

tn_t by alanyu doairing plcaauro and embr cing it whun "oa- . PR ‘ ;

'
i

sib*p peo LL[FibK the surfering of miorortune. Allrp: ongas , ,f

'J 4
|

de'itcﬁ kru r%rclj nat, If tuey are no~, th.h ﬁs'suﬁfdrihé; L
. 1f they drgh/life bucazes boginb. :The-ﬂolution-iu to enﬁ' Ty

i"ins altogrther, but this 15 a mtu:u ndontad by VL“Y -
j c

“few. The t nciv duals aufrer 13 unju it f“om thf wint o.,'

®

viow of temp ul iuntica, buv rrom thv p-int of viuw Qf
1

_.eturhul-Juuticc eVeryxh,ng 1u‘Juat. . poral ;usticﬂ‘rulqa;-g!

-~

.theluxdtel Oternal Juctice rul»n thu wor ld‘_' o h‘_r s

Coapurin dﬂjuslicc".au 1t 16 unad 1n»oa The Baaku or

orsli iy, te texporal and ctornn; ,uutice, it ueoms that'

,' o R
chopenhmuwr has comb11¢d botb nctLOna under one’ hﬁa:ing. - o

. uat*ce iu bast on conpaauipn, and it. r&uultu rrc- & xno'- 5 . .

1w dgc of th? tu*ld in 1tself in.ch glvou rlce tn AR 1%-

b crvﬂred nia*ﬂnﬁns ot the nu!!nring of. 1ndivl danlz and A

g -

ﬂnuzro not to’ anraaa»-xt. ?huc, 1ook1ns ay thﬂxsorld from - :.' LR

.

‘the psint of vLu: or otarnul 4n5t1cn (laomiqg ooyand tna. B o
principiu of aurt‘cxent rcaaon) intluanccu A gnrneq naL/

v"’ : - M

[y i

Lo ¢ ntributq to teiporn} 183n=ti¢¢. ST ‘f o N

v ?nese,_tacn, hr:crly atatea.,mrﬂ the t*ra‘ atnpa ' _"

¢

T
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t ' . " la "
'or Schopenhauar's ethics as it,is atﬂted in On The Baéiu of

: Horalitx. CompadgiOn, aa 1t 18 explained tnus far remnins
'"ﬁyd&erious“' It is -the nrimary and oribinal phenonvnon of

ethﬂcs and ‘only metaphjsichl speculation can venture buyond :

-’

"tng_explanﬂtlon alreqdy given,- ﬁyhopenhnuer accordiasly

i
e 1 N

continuealdnd proceada"to(give such an explahation of - comm .
+  passicn, but bafore conalderinc this part df ﬁis diucussion”
. v*here is one pe int in his’ oxnlanatisn of Juntice wnich shou‘d

,ﬁg entioned anﬂ crtticised he.e. . R _."‘ .

The"o are tio vays in which 1- -can. 1n1uro aonaonu. ettner o

- o .

-by violenca or by cunnlns. Juat a8 I can ki1l aoneono

) tnrou5h physical violenco or rob soaoonc of bin posaoasionn

-

thvaqqh violonce, so 1. cnn do theco samm tn,nrn ‘h4ough cun-

nin % -.e.. by ralaely notivﬁtin& noa«onea-by -ying. To_

-reLort to q}ther 15 to coanit an 1n3ustxce for 1} violntua‘

-~

x> - .
the ntxlm of Juntice,."injurc ne ono” , However, gchoponhauor S e

! -
4

‘indicntaa thnt thaue are not aoucluta vronsﬂ. thvre aro sit-'
unt ons in rhich can age violencc nr cnnﬂl*g n a rnt not
A LY ;jpa ncting unjnatly. For oxnnple. 1! violwnc- 1n-lbuut ts

-
I L4
¥

bc d,ne ta Ro, I can uac viole1cc to prtvant injury to n:-
g ael . 41-115r¢Y, AT ﬂOﬂeOHi adkn -o Y quuntlon rnich 1 60

not want to _Answer: truturul y bocnnsc doxd; 80 sanXd harn
" - ,
;i. I can 11& taua wro!octzna -:ﬂtl Schuweﬁhnurr anyl

) - - i ' : - t Y
P ' ! c o



' regarding thia pofﬁt- : AT R

_ ) ...I can protect my garden wall
. . with sharp.spikes, turn . savage
dogs ‘loose in py yard at night,
. ,And even, according to the cir—
. ’cumstances, set mantrapé and
g - -spring guns,. .l ‘also have the
. right to keep setret by every:
"means that which, 1S known, would

lay me open to tha attack of - 13
. others. S . -“

e

Thus, I an conplotoly Justified in nrotectinr myself "by
overv means"  This Justification of Belr-defenca QChOP‘

anhauer baaoa on the a priori principle ot the pure under-

"btnnding that "the cauao-or a causa in a-ua tha cause’ of its . .-
o 14 y

uffedt" _ Acrording to Schopenhauor. then. it sonoona uttacka‘;f

my neraon and I 1nrl1ct injury on him 1n order to protictk

. nyself ay attackor hAJ brmugnt t&iu injury updn. hi:aolr nnd

I ‘am 5uilty or no 1njustico._ By%Ittnca‘ng un. tno p raan

ha& cnnsed ay ratnliation nad nnJ 1njnry #hich he receives

from thia rntuliaticn 13 hic oen doing.. ‘ o
From thc oxnnpltu lhlch Schcponhnuur citua. talu soens

tc'bo A vury oxtraso vievw, ﬁc snau- to 15nora tnc vcry cou-i

:  zon aorul attitude thﬁt iu aolr-dnrencu. one. auct ‘lnlt the -

annunt of violenCe whtch ono uaum to thu loaat aahznt noa;uaary'

12 sétcpcnhauvr. on The Bnnil of Horalit; p. 1&?,
s 1nid., pe 154, -

P
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L

amount of violence herel ‘but Schopenhauer's licat;on,.'

secms to be that any . means is per le 1f I-&m-undhr

-‘nttnck. l-‘o::'r' ﬁxample pickpock t were reachjng for my.

“wallet andf%’EHught him in the act, I could produca a gun,- >

e
. "~

‘enoot and kill hiu and go on my lay not torrying about

havinr conmittﬂd an'injustice The-attacker, uccording to- -

‘\choponhnuer, has caused nis own death. Thia‘extréne'viow'n

. of what iu perniaaible 1n selr-dofenca contradicts our ordln-l

ary moral notiona- Schopenhnuer. it geems, has not taken

.aufricitnt care 1n his enpirical invastisntlons.. wuch X~

j treves in self—datarco are rarely conaidered Just

It appenrn rron 5chonenhnuar 8 exauplas 1n Qn ;né Bagis
I !

or ?oral;;z that 1* xs thic’ extrume vieu r aelf—detence

Ku is Bore. oxplicit 1n nia junt-'“

: uhich he tishen to PPOlDtC.n
- I
1ficauion of 8 lr—dcfoncn 1n The Iorld ap ¥ill nnd ﬂopreaon-

. | ' .
tntxon,’and aae 5 to offer a loas aztroua vicw ot rhu‘ he [

cgnaidTrc to bo neruinniblt. ﬁ,r;

-| ST ...I bave & rxght to don: tnut
[ . . < __other person's denial with what
f /"--forca is necesasry 0 Suppregss
4ty and it 18 easy to ‘sow that ’ )

l thied may extend even to the kil- ‘¢

i - _ling of the other parzon whose - ,,!‘ .
) K encroachment a4 pressing external S

| " violumce can be warded off with
! " .- & cousteraction somewhat wironger o

L e .




g

>trary to the exf&eme view evidencod 1n his exnmplea 1n On

.than

but vhan :hat poroon ﬂcnios ny till 1he ro'co -hich I un-

lJ 19 - ) ¢
1 ' ,- o |
Y 75 -than this, without anyrwfoﬂg;.l
B .'pﬁ; ‘ consequently with right.. 2

J

- To deny someone else'a will 13 Jrong,_honger, in self—dafance

this denial hecomes the deniai ‘of a denial. and hence, is not

wrong . in’ the some way:that if thera had - bepu ﬁo attack by

;another porson. Here, howevar, Schopenhauer indlraraa thaL

the force which one mny use in defending oneselr ugainat an

-attack is only the torcc "necesqary to snpnreab it" and con-

_.‘—.~

l

The Baais-of Hornli;y, thc force nuy only be “souarnat" strongar

=

”

than that -hicq one'a nttackor is using. Schopenhnuar, then,
LR .

seeﬁa tq agroe that thero ls a linit to the auount of furcafﬁ"

which one may use in aelr-dﬂfonca—-the rorco zust be ntronger

,thut rhich the. nttacker ‘is uaing,,but onLy that amount.

R uhicn is naces#ary to supprcnn thu nttack.

. ' - J

‘ Thero uro two rissona offered by Schopoqhauer aa to

'rhj thiu i pe*alaathlc. Ntither.rel;bn horavor, saeun to

. aupnort hia vial.' In Tho !orld an #111 and Roprnaqntntion

W

ne points out that :hca one uses. rurco to dorcnd cnoaolr 1t o

”15 a denlal ot 2 denial. ro dany lonnone olao'a -111 is t"cng,;

kS

1n dafchln; ayuolt -aroly nusntun thnt ‘denial; hcnct. 1 AR

. : b

-
- 5chop¢unnuur, Tba lorld aR- 3111 anﬂ Rgpruuontatiun.

g
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S my denial of anather person'a denial 13 to be Just that,

,' of Hornlity does not supﬁort the view thht o stronger {orce

. qay.be uaeg., Tno principle,"aq nontioned abovc, 13 "the)cguno*

AT A Bl dvmorte e 1y

.allowed to use ‘an equal nnouut of rovce to thnt which he in\‘ .

of a cause ihlalso the cdhaa-of lts"efroct".' Let ua‘une‘sn SR

exa ple tron rhysics to show th: the princ!plo dons not I
» row. ‘he rlrﬂt ball rolla into the aecoﬂa causi »r the

ball and cnunea 1: to hove." Thus, t:; tirct hall was thc '  N

q;-..xﬁ“ : . ' N L
. . PR 0 LU - ’ Lo o A .
: e men, 5 02 . - : - \ o
. fu .y_“_&~ . NS ..
) . i =, Y - .

.o ) ) et .
v . . . . .

guilty of nq 1njuetice.' This explanation, however, doas not ] ?- ’

allow for a wtronger force heing used 1n self—derence at all.

1 can only ‘use an egual " amount of force to that uhich that’ﬁ
person is using. If I use any amount® of force greuter thun

this, then ny denial would not me”ely negate my attnckur's g

f

idenial, but it would negata it and thon deny hin rill TOE~

) ifivbly. To use K stronger rorco, than, would be wrong--

/

1f uy derial is to onlx deny ny attac&er's donial 1 am only'

d

uﬂiﬂs,

Sinilnrly, the principlo apnoulad to- in On The Rusia

B

-aupport thia Viuw:  We hnvo thrte billlnrd balls placed in ;

‘aocunﬁ ball to lovo, the aocond ball thea nt-lxen the third, '

origlnal caune or the thlrd balk'a » voltnt (1gnor ag,  for .

?fpu"pocqu of 111untratian, tht ‘cause of ‘the fLrst bell's

'nvvatqmt).l Te can say, th#p Lhat tao t}rnt bnll &a t\t cadno c T

< ut tha movaaan. 1n° tau tnird blll (nucordins o th -¥?1¢§QP vat.

N



R

2 -

Suppose now that the first ball was moving with force x and . -

f_it theréb} 6xarted fdfce‘i on the second ball. ~This3being

the case, thq seqond hall could exert no 5reater rorca than

v

force x on the third hall (ninge %his was tne most amount

‘ of force wnich was innarted to it by the firat ball).' If the e
secOnd‘bnll however, did exort'a graater force than force

N R4

x on the third ball then we nust conclude that thls additional

force was not inparted by the first ball 1.3., 1t vas ha

Vschfacgusad force. . Now to raln:e this example to hunan o7

' Jctiqh: aup ‘08e that aomoone n&tacks me :ith violence to
the magnituda ‘ot x.-‘I then resiatthia violonce’tith a'cor9 "’ I

" tuin amount or my ownrviolence.‘ If ny at:ackar 18 0 bo ..'"'.Q
. ~
1agitimatc1y cnllad the only cnuue of tho vioxence whicn i

- mevy t him titn. thsn my riolonco 1n roturn anat be no graater<'- ' ;_' ~d!_

L '

‘than tha violonco lhieh ht 'as 1nI11ctins on lﬁ (juat an thof
secondlbiliinrd ball could oniy cxert forcl ‘X on thc th‘rd

7 ballh. 1r1 exert‘agﬁhiﬁ?o violonce on ny ngtacko“ than

'thnt 1hich1h¢ was axortlnn Oﬁ nc. then-l ax the xauso.of .hia
"Anddltioﬁal anount c¢ viofbncn and}not uy attnckor. -%hd;; ‘;
"1r i do 5r ater violcnce to IJ attackar thnn he wau doins :”’ T "f,\'
'to ‘me,. thcn 1-have lnilxctud undue injnry aqd uavc coa— B 7"_ - '?\Q
_alttnd an’ 1n}untice. ; _’ ' Z7: . ..'“'  L

Tbun, .ccoraiqg to Scnop-nnauer A wrlucivlv. one -ar' . T Ty

- . . —— - .. . -



‘ r. 3 Lo e T : - <L, :
use Only an equal amount df—violencé to that 'hiChOZj::té//// - e
attacker 16 using. The principle }oesanot aupmort his ¥ “' .

,that unc may use more force in rreventing injury to oneaalf.'

Y

»chopenﬁnuer turns now to-n diacuasion of\sompassion 5'7 :
. . [ Tt
itsuir."Aa it haa beon exnlained sa far, it‘ia-"mysteriousﬂ;‘
it ic part of human experience, gut - our faculty of reaaou e ' o

% A
_tan giye no account or it for $chopenhauer, angd its grounds
Voo ~Amn
Cnnnoq be diucOVercd 1n—ff23;45ncn To explain compusalon,

tnun, oﬂe ust g0, beyond axp rionce nnd oxplnin 1t by resort--

&

' ggg to a sy;ﬁen of netaphynics-

. . T veel con iall see that the human

‘ * " mind does not find ultimate sate -

.isfaction and peace here.,.it is’

. true-that this ;:zﬂgiy phenozenon
R " [compasaton] expiaipe ev.rything ~
' ‘that is comprohended under it and - ”
follows ‘from it, but it/itself o
remnins unexplnined...And so we/ - e o
sec hire. too a demand for a synt e -
of natapmyﬂica._ A : ' ’

&

~In any nor, of doal:ns, ochopenbauur indicutus that "}.;tbo :

? ."-';" ) '_“. .‘ _- -
qqﬁntLaM or uLy thnt which uxlstu. nnd is undorstogd fe =~ o
3 - P -

!
13 &1 15, nnd ﬁut othartise...“ uust be ;nutored ay pro!idlnc :
th notaphrﬁlca4 haniﬁ.l?_ This in uorc true 1n othics “...sincu

ni‘oao hicnl ap a;ll nu ruli;ioas syulunn agrpu that ’ht

aEE— ‘ ' o : T
;1§ chopwauauer. On “Thu Baaia of Hora;i{:,-ﬁ. 19?.‘ C o v
l. '- -~

Ib; Cey F‘ 2\-}\-’- ) . B " L0 S ’ . n.
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‘ ethical significanca of actions must at the sama time be. S . L

metaphysical "18 There is. thus &8 "necessary connection",

' between ethics and matnnhysics~-the former cannot beﬂfully

- explained witnout refprence to the latter,

2. N
]

Schopenhauer citas three examplea from human nature

€ o ' : . ‘

,’which conTirm tbe fact tnat ethics and metnphysics ﬂr

:_neceasnri y related 1" First there is the "undeniable fact™

- that eVerone, at - tho point of daath Judges&his 11!& '“"]- )
l from a moral point.éf view, theﬁher ne nab been a fJIIOter o
-of religioua dogmas or not Sec;na hP notes tn&%ﬂﬁhqse who H g

. : i

are . upnroacnins death nliaya wish to be recnncilad with
._ev;ryone betore-tﬁey die. And third. thOpa;hauer points
}lout‘thut it s péraén.haq nerforaed ;ESBnpasa-onﬁ a\ac~‘ '

LI ¥

/{such as snxinr Homaoneba life), ho un:al Ly 13 raluctnqt to

c

ncceqt any r-wnrd far: 1§ ".;.for he tee%s thnt tho metaphJB-_“"

a -
4 B "

1cnl vnlua of kia nctton 'ould ﬁhuruby be lnna'red “19‘ These

2. o _ o

[T o ‘

exanpluﬁ, tor Schonennauer. confirn thu rnct thni th re 1n «“.: PR

A naceeqpr» conchtion bvtweon oth;cn aﬁﬁ netnpnyaica.' Iq ' B B

oraar to docide thathor Schoponhauer i co*rnct q- net, houever;

a‘ r.' A . P

-we nuat dccide.rirst ot all ‘what he. coasideru “sotaph:uicnl

- anub" to be. It auc.u theru are two poduibi;igias. Firsg, o

1

: % ' )
he nny naan that nc:ions do not hnva [ ”Polatiannl vnluv”’ '
.. I Lt ] . - "..:- , \. ] | - . -~ :" -
1o’ Ibid.ﬂ pe2oq e T o L
19 Thigv pEOLS o LT
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"

i. e, a value conditioned by the nrinciple or sufficifnt
/
reasOq. Thnt 1s, ¢erta1n actions nnve value in thamselvos,

a

~

not a value yhich is decided by analys lng the conﬁequcnces

-'whicn\hay EﬂSUE for. examp‘e. Thus, ﬂhen a person cmsideru

" 0,

.nn nction to have- a metapnysical Value, he cuns*derq tho_

ﬁn.tiow to be valuable 1n-1tse1r and not b»cause of 1t5 ‘ree’

°1:tions xo, ahything elhe If one looks. howov-r, at what

chooenhﬂuer snys uluewhere about nctions, 1t bvcumea np—

’ g e

.rnrent that tnis cannﬂt be the cnae.‘ Whon discussinq morml'

got, dependlnp nplvly on its-udtiyntldh."I! thn‘pan were

fku‘ houwnnau T, duns not nave 8 valuc 1n-1.ue1;, out

[

‘nqd nnti-toral incentives, he pointa ouv thnt nnnv (indeed

rost) BO. cn:lud "good” actions are not rora’ly good at all,

For axnmp}e, nu;noue a rlch nan givas ail of his oney to

: tne'pocr. Such an nction aay have a moral vnluo or it may”

»

‘mot<v«ted by ogoiam an tn&ugat ror:lnatgﬂce,,tnat foh uag-

*

nnnlmity woald win hin tha adnir;.ion cf vveryone, tner the

‘ _ S N
‘-ﬂctlon would oe mOfﬂ]LJ 1nd1 orert, il.e., 1t’you1d‘nave na._ R

;nral'vnluc.  1(. on the other han@, he 7n91iqtifat§d oY .

gbapapéion for'thédear.au} sqush&wnPtP;né for hi:u#?t,b;

Fiving hlny'niég¥1chbs.“th 5 4t would be 2 morally good
. ‘z- f’._‘-. . - <
Nt zun. !na: t“is ccrveu to show, tnun. is thst an i.;EPﬂ.

L=
-

&

-’

haﬁ-tn;uu bnly,by,vlrtut pr 1t=@;y1atisa'ta the correct

N
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..

motive,'viz., compassion. 'Thqa,>the séhe action énﬁ be "either
moru11y v§ludb1e or not, &epending pn:this relation and
“uctioﬁs.cah‘havd-no iﬁtfinsic value, . Similné’y}‘iheﬁ'he | ii _ T
uxeaks or selr-defonce, the action of lying can’ be either

bad L or purmisuible dependins upoq{the sﬂtuatipn in which . L :“““"4*f-

it takes place., -If used to impose upon another g t‘ll thah?3
4t is wrong, but if'used in retaliation against someone else . * . &
'nimnoéfng.dnﬁny will, rit is pufmissmble. Agdin it ia-annﬁrént {

thnt ochOpenhaue* does not cpnaider actiors to have- Ealue

ln the* elves. : , _"' . .' .

The nocond 1ntornretation ?f "netapnysicn‘ vplue" ‘s

that oCthGnhaqu 15\:Prorring to an nction hnvlna vnl;e

re

iﬁ_"nnoth@r roqld“,‘i.e.. &hnt_aq nctign-lu vnlunble‘bee
cauaelor 1&5‘ralntioh to'ano:géryfofld.: This~interpr§;ht1;n
. ’ - e . . o -
"seemb to be. the more accurate ;ne. Schoponhauef divi&ea thf'
iérld 1ntd t:a roalna-‘ tne till and rnpresuntation.'tﬁw?j

lnt.or of 'h*cn he ottea apenxn of as "1’1unory“ and Uhe.

ff wer of -aicn he referr—to av'"ranl" ‘ in *he zorld ag

¢

Wil nnd Reprcsentntion rhln e;pluinlng pangs uf con-‘;'- b

_ucxuncu.sgchopcnhanwr sponka of the'"dolunifoposa LY
. B [, . ‘ ) -. ) ‘ . B ; .‘ . .
_ notnxngneas"_or,tht foras of appresension wshich xake pos-

gible, thc world of ruproaentatin“.?g _In Cn The Bnﬁig qr

LA
: EN

e - | '

Schap&hbauar..The'!orhd LY tlll and. Representation, p. Sotre
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Moralitx he snéaks of the-wicked‘nan's 1nc6rroct inter- "

"Pretation of .the torld that "Individuation 1& real."al Thus,- B
= ‘ '
there are two parta to the world, one roal the othor only

lllusion, we nhould be concerned only witﬂjtha Iornar part

~ {the will) qnd,the-latter-one should be 1gnorad.fiquae
- MM

.J ..'l‘

) ' I » )
tnrao exampleaﬂ chopenhauer'a which are nennt to aho' tnat

. . [

actiona have a metaphyaical vﬂrue,hlould secxn to be directad‘

« -—__J‘

than, to nhotiﬁg that actioua have value 1n\relat10n to thin_
“reul" Iorld. Thua, nin exauplea rou]d‘bo designad to show gRr—-

that when all otner influencinf rnctoru are ubnenc (rolislon

- etCe ) the Lntuitiva knoulodge or the idqntity of tho will

conea to thn rore and oxerts an inrluanco on ougﬁjudgo:out
-of tne Vulue or actlona, 1-0.. ue 30 thon A/ anuabln oaly
becausa of\thdir relution to. the vill. This 'ould thaa en-

2

tao&lnh the fact thnt thure la a nocnuuary connact ar. bﬂtvoon
ae:hlcu‘aad gctapn:aiou. ho:%vor} iz theso oxannleu are ex-.
uninnd 1: can bn uoon tnat tbure ia no conrir:ntion of a

ﬂﬂceﬂﬂnry connéctxoﬂ. *hl. oxaninntion 1111 noi be undnr- iy

. Tk

tnxcn." k:uv . )_
, o . j}\ K " . ‘— ;.;I : . )
S ' Ih »rdcr tor thene nxnuplea to show that thtru xu a _
N K
\\\?ntggp,unw conncctzon betreon athica and netaphynicn thcy

....._3‘5 \

T aust shonf that nn rrrg:nnsa r&ght ncuun as unnx Ly not-
Y

] Schcvanhxat . OB The Raqt: of xsrnl*ty, ?. ;1Q{' )

&

L}



aphysical value, 1.e., n value wiich cxtends beyond. the world

~0f.appearances,. Suchlat@idns must be 60ﬁsid9fad go:be'of

. ﬁctappysical'valug'evén when religion?hap_hnd'noninfluanca.

" another world, whether it ‘be’ Fhristianlt

»
4

T .

't

€

This 18 so becnuse most religionn influence-ﬁ@oﬁlé‘to believe -

that"right.qctidn has a value which does carfy‘over into’

jhich:underts roward

or punishment'u‘ttr daath or wh- ther At bn iaqt rn roligions

aagvrting, for examp‘e, an endles, cvcle of rcb}rth Ir re11giop_

hnr nad an inrluence, then, ¥e do not ‘have 1 "nure situqtian" ,
| N - ey

and it cannot Bn nnid tnat man coes a notnpnynical valuc to,

uthico *f thir inrluenco ‘were not n'nsant. .nis. tqqn. is

)

'nhnt SChOpbhﬂﬂUﬂr % 109 %o shor iz tne case--that sap 4008

nee a :utnphyaicnl Value in: aornlitj rnga-dlann of nqy other
$

co"niuerz jons. 415 oxanplﬂa hot'VB., do not suem to show

Lnln. In tho irut example.-ue hav« thv ract thwt A, agn,

:nen hn 1l on nls death bod Judgea nia 1ife frox a nd?a‘

. ' +

po;nt of view ":hether vr nol nc nnu bo«n a fol ueer Df

re'* ieuu 3ogann. ‘ Tnin nay ho tru& but 1t donu not

- N o T

agsonut'\.a 1 noconnm*v coandcthn bqt:uwn nvhlca und nct—

npnys*cs. qchnpanhnner haa noglactod‘.o not that aon.~pan?io,

q;nQ~nvr tney uavn bean fol‘osorn o't -el‘gz uu ﬂoxnn« o*

not, in -dui ton to tnis noral oyal um{ﬁOﬁ of their Life,

cry au1~rorlﬁod st d-a.n. *ae!r canco-n BTBUL rikﬁt ﬂ"'laﬁ !

:

-
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a

. .
n - a

in - life has this direct relation to God anu rcwurd or pun- o ST

‘ -
1shment after denth. -Thus, even though thev may not havi)//,//’

/ e
been folloxers of religious dogmas these-dogmaﬂ— cor-

[3 . W
"

_ tainly inrluenced their'thinking. it quld’ErObablY be the g ?1‘

——

M . )
‘neraon whn has spent his life 1gnorin5 religious dogmas 'ho ' :

- would be the most. lincly to Judge Bis life rrom a moral noint

to have: nnd some ucqun¢ntance with raligious do@aah. Vory - ' o

.;uthor religioua dogia has. hnd an dnfluonce. ﬁvan 53;24E?-f 'X?

X
~‘rell510 8 uanartod » aotnpnyazcn‘ v;lue in ethlcn Aﬁd Laia

neldom do ve see a person on his denth bed . uho is gkncerned

“influence cvuld nnvc Lneﬂ effcc ve-in the Qxamyln--nxch

in -nlch we ﬂrb ctrtaln tnnt rolzﬁxoa hau had Bc inf ;uenco. - ; ST

of VLQw ab death he would vant to take quanta e of nls

last chunco ut repentance.: ‘This pcraon, however, would havc

with whether he naq been a 5ood éﬁrsod or not sno hna not:

to Gome eqt//:} bven inrluonced by relisious dognas.,

,N:hOnenﬁﬁuer nux tries to extruct tno lnfiuonce or

I

o

Lhriwtian dognan by cit*nx an axample Iron the nnciants- tney

!

¢ould not hAVe heen lnrluencod by Chrlﬁtinnxty and. yot

tpey Bti‘l Baw a no:aphynical va ;h “t hics‘j ?his, nnnin,'

in .rue. bt nnruly becnuae Chrl tlnr dugaah nave had no (.

,1ntluﬁqcu hcru doen not rule out tho possibil;ty that

/

scna,ennnuer citoa. Thua, ¥e do not h3Ve s "pure nltua"on“

- %

aaﬂc;;~1: sOCRY tnnt thoae nxnnplus are -nconclan'Va in ’
. ' . . ‘ ]
Y
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e
.showing that mnn, :egardlq§é‘p(leVerjlépflueéee, sees ethiéa
-aahgavins a aetanhyaical falﬁé.' | . o
e ' One axnmpla comes to mind howover, in thich we can |
fnirly confidently asaert that religion hat had no iqfluence.

: g
,This,examnle conga Irom "Aristotle. 1In all of his writines,-

_he‘hever'%gote oﬁreligidn,'ai§houghhe wroté on himb?i

everytining else. I saems;thnt‘hé'did,not‘finq the religious
l j* { . N ' . - ‘ N
‘dognqa of hig time of any'vhlue. *quplpg'tﬁ}a in mind and -

fludking at Ariatofle's‘éfhirn.te ﬁee:tnnsﬂit.is éoucerned*

r

with this ¢ife only and tith ho- man con, beat achicve hap-

A

_pinosu in this lire. Lthics. for Arigtotle. haf no aotﬁpnynicnl

value in thﬂ sense ~hnt chopenhnunr wanta to eaf thnt it
‘ms..%2 ﬂisht M:tion naR va‘ua only in thnt 1’ helps an
to uctuali:a his potentiai 1.e., to be happy.
| -1t aaens, then,_that 'ben & nan 3udgon hls ll'e'fron
'A‘mornl polnt‘ot Yiew when he‘.n about to die, 1t 13..:
o uuuall& die to the -nrlu-ncn of roligioqs dogmas. In-Schov— _-F.
‘onhnuor'n,oxnnplw; one cnnnot ba sure tnat rullgion hs; had

no 1nflu¢nce, but in thc cne, of Arlntotlo one cen, nlzh R ‘

_rﬁhuenable cwrtainty. aamﬁrt thst ;?Iigiun hnﬁ not_bgen‘nn

(i""nny be arguﬁé heru that lriatatxo'a othlcw doqu ﬁnvg

a :atuphysical Yalye, hovever, wiat I am polating dut lis N A
that 1t does not hawe tnls value in tnﬂ sanc ”othar—torldly" T R

'5a«nne which E:hapc"haue ntenda. {nee %, }. L _ N

T .



ihfluencinr fucﬁér. Accomoanying this fact is the, fact that
: Ariatotle's ethics has no meta hyqical Value. There remaing,

thon, the v»ry atrong poaribility that in a "pure situation",

(019 in which raligious dogmas have "had no-influancq}. that

Btnléu would _n&ve no mctaphyaical v;luelzor the perbdn con-

cerned and Schepanhnuer B exanple iahthus inconcidsiv;.

| In'his_secand exnmple, one.husk flhd the sage “ésgit.
fhylfant'thnt,é,porson, nt d§a£h;_wantb to be reconci*ud

to othé*s before he dies doaé nét nec¢ssa"ily nean thnt

.
“this ersnn Be~E A zetaphynical vnlue in cthics.. It may

alau be Lhe cune tnnt uuch n pur son 15 concernod ontirel:

w:th. nis 11re; biu e?oinn uakwa hin-uan

-leajo a good

; neuory after he diau (for th?a 16 all that i 1 ba'left of

nim after denth). He thus sants %o rocuncila nlxsolf witn
o~horu bufore no diea. !or jn this‘rav ho til‘ as«uro hia-

uﬂ¢f tnu~ he vill leavo an agruoable 1.9?0011)“ -on tno nexnry

f_ﬁf othera. S ' V_' S o e -

.

Schopenhaﬂor'n tas rd exneplo nlﬂo furr th@a no prdft

of the nacaenw?y conncctlon btt-»ea etaicu snc- nutapnyslca.

i J

A wugn;a. artar hev: “8 ;or!ﬁracd a coapnnni»nata act._till

, acLeﬁt no ratard becanle lt realilut that 1¥ sav nf!oet

L4

ihg uelafbgnitnl vnlun of hia nctlon. ?ala. horev¢r. 1e’
angg out‘-nturprntntion of thu attituda ot aucn & paerson, )

t . I - @ ! wol

"
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The person does not necessarily have‘to recoguize a mét;\

anhyslcal vnlﬁe.in an action iﬁ ofdérﬁﬁo'fidd gfoun&é‘for"
:'rerusing a neward Ha may,_lika the person in the above.“ v
'example,xbe motivated by egoiam. He recognizes that sucﬁ
"Belf;OGBHOBS is admired by.all and that'bylrefusing the |
rqwnrq.he‘uili,thereby tin‘th&<adm1ratinn of biérxohe.‘l_?' - :” .;5 i
Tale éyampie us-;éll’ them,'is inconclusive 'in showing the
’nuce;anry relotion betueen ethicn and netnphystcs. |
Thus, ScbOpenhauer has given no adoqunte roanon for
sUppPoOsi ng thut athics and metaphysica so hand in hnnd ée_

|
. nao m"rely hiven us exanplen of hunan act on wnich~cou1d

- N
- be intarprotad an exhibit ng a bolief in the motaphya cal

' vnlue pf nvtions, but cnuld nxao be in:urpr ted quite

':'differently. There. is ho roanon. then, to agree xhapiqﬁhlcs.
ana notnﬂhyuica are’ necensarily rolatod an*.‘an I nhall .  §
rpttempt !0~aho- 1ater 1n_thn :aper,'ucho;;uhnuurﬁu 190‘5-

) icdéo o, afnetaﬁhysicﬁl oipiahatidg of ao*ality ronuita ln
the cov riag up ot aur urdinnr: noral notiann rntha— than

'-tha uxplanntion of thoT {the tank whlch ha had. or¢¢1nallvi

.' svt out to do), - ' l‘ PR .‘

Arter citing thene cxnmpéou from hunwa ‘benavi.ur

shich tare Lntendod to thou tnnt athicn and -ota;hyuicl I

are noceasafily related, $chopanhaucr'coat;qucn hnﬂ 5.101
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i : ) '

what he considers to be the metap sic¢al axplanatidn of

. morality. The fonndntion of uorality 18 comnas510n, this

is the mornl incentive. The nqtapnysical basis, then, -
will be tne hﬂsis or compaaaion and will axplain why there

8 such a phnnomenon as conpaasion. : :
) ' i T
Thnt which in esnential to the good nan ‘is that he : :

:reeln compasaion- thq capnbility of teellng companaion de—LV‘ 7 e
pendq upon the ract "...thnt he makes leaa of a d*atinctioﬁ-
than do the rest between hlnaelf and othorq "2% Indead

S e s

-:ho bridres tne gap batvee? hianalr and othr*s*nlaOSt con-

~'pletely. Tbe bad uan retaine the dintinction b«tweon -

himgelf nnd othnra, honce. he is not notivatod by the suf— ‘

B fwrinqs of othtrs awd is 1ncnpabla Uf feelinr cnnpw“nion.
A -

'Schopenhauur nov considora‘tnich attitude 15‘carrGCc,:thng

““of thﬁwgéod”unﬁuor thiﬁ of"tha pad mag, i.e., is it cor-
' rect to 1dunt1fv avsol! with overyona olsu or anuld'I

.rnthe- retn*n tne diuyinctian,

Mmrirlcnl‘v, E3 1;'1110103,'tner& ;a.a,%intinpﬁidh.

Pl
L4

tnluxﬁvriuuca,rl ar diffesvnt ‘rox AsOther permol. Taus,
171 1605 only to experience, [ will not be crpable or . . o

ervling comnaeaico;,) farf”{..tﬁélélifarogca iu‘apace-;nat

C Bejarsles ze Tron hlm, swiaraleg Re alsd frow nig weml . -

v,

e e s . - ' - e

Fieide, g 206, o T o oy e



ahd,woe.;dk The knowledge uhigh'wb hays;o? ourselves, "

however, is not éxhéuaiive, Schopénhauer pointn'out, aﬁd 15

2

very superfi¢ial. -.The main part of our existence--the.

‘,eSsenqb of onr-oxiétéhca—-ia'hot'kho:n'to-pé, Juset be= .'- ) : -
caube the one part which we do know {the phenomenon) reveals
- . ' N N " - - L e . -

dlstinct&onéﬁqmbhg all beings does not mgan_that-the other
pert} the part which ze do not «now, exhibits a sihilﬂi )
distinction; It may be thd—sane in.all of. us.’ To show -

tqat 1t is the’ same, ¢choponhnuer anpenls to Kant's Trnn- o

fecendental Aeathetic. Kant hns shown that Brace and tine

-.are only "tho forms of our - taculty of 1ntu1tive perceﬂtion..;"?ﬁ
.v .

-

apace and time belong only to our raculty of undera;sndlns,_

tnej are’ not nart of the. thingn which we know through ‘this. ~ <

'faculty. “hinss-in-tne*uolven are not’known tn un, vo can

-

< Know onlv ‘the appoaruncos of them. Sinco the tning-in—ltuelf o

AN

ie not in sboco and tiuc, Schoponhauer aasarts thnt plurulity

nuqtlbu 'oroign to 1t' it iu " uni:y and is the same 1n

‘;cva"y aps enrnnco,_ Thu&, yo know only the phono-.ua I¢ do

not and cnnnct Rﬂo' the thing-fn itdﬁlf nnd tno only reuson ,1:7'.”]  7
Tthnt we aoo 1nd1v1dushlon in tne phenonona is bacnuuc tnit

48 the nny ve have to Bes then, 1.e., our Iaculty of undor- R

?“’uzd.. p. 205. . . ' S

. R . C, I3
WA ! : PN

‘.“J.‘ !biﬂi.. p.aﬁ’é. . . _-‘ ' R ""1-_
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-standing "trnnslates" the - thing-in-ttself 1uto nany individuals;
: oY
Therefore, it is correct to thinx thaf ve. are tha same ns

'othera.. Nhon we roalize that the 05ﬂence of 8lY- things 15
identical, we realize that tnere is no diflerence between'-"_
'.oursolvas and others, there 13 only an apnarunt d¢tterencb. ' T

i.e., & difrerence derivedﬂfrom Dhenomena alono nnd dependihs

' on our fuculty of understanding.':, . - -b -

. . . B —

uxnus. the sood man hng the "hiwheat tiadom"rand realizea=‘
at all times that 1nd1viduation is only a nart of apaeanﬂnces

"anJ tnat “...uy true 1nner bolng axists in every living thing

. .

Y- directly ne it nakus 1tselr Rnown 1n ay cowsciouanaan

.dnly to me;."z6 Tht bad =an, on the'othor hand aeen indl-

~ viduation ag . rnnl and as part of tha egaence’ of 'hings.

Roth uén nct ac*ordinsly.- tha gond unn, renlinina ns hcldoos_
"Lhnt his beins is 1dont1cal with nvcryone olno 8, ?roels:
titﬁ" chPyono e}ao, ntnco ne Arkes no dintlnrtian bntteon
h;¢nelf nngAq;hers.‘-"the ;ood chgrac;wr...!lvon-in:an e:—‘
;qrnil uériﬁ that'is h&nquniou;'titn his &qn‘truc.bring.
'Tﬁc’ﬁihgrglhrg not a h§9-?§oi;or.h4h;nkut an 'I once more. "<’
“ho bad man can’rnof'cohbasniqn for ﬁoioné siﬁ;i'ho-cOo!
ui&é&onclﬁl;éfnu df;trnc} froe aimself.

2T

, p. Z10.
. Pe 211,
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i
Thia, then 15 Schopenhauer'a uetaphysical explanatiou-
;o of compassion. One's cnpability of raeling comnasﬁion de-__

nends on one's identifying oneself ‘to some extent -1th

.4’

otherﬂ “and such 1dent1fication is noaajbla only bucnusesqn ‘: S )

are nll 1dant1cnl in ohr inner being. Ir there were no - S ‘

. q
4

" such identity in the inner nature or tninrs, man ¥.uld-have

no. capability of” chling conwarsion. ' " ' ‘  ,"'ﬁ ‘51

~ e

”ho queation ‘Bow 13, dons this zetaphysirnl oxnlnnntiﬂn

- serve uchopunhauer 8 -urpose?. Thnt 15, doea 1t explntn tnu
phenonenon of coupasuion as we exparience 1t in ouruelvear A

-

nnd in othars? Thorn are throo polnts rhich,llwould_lino
. Lo o} .
to mAkKe in ansuo*’to thiﬁ quention° Firet, 1t secas. that ‘the .

A netspnysica 1tselr is doﬂsz;:;:;Schonqnhaucr_onfern-nore into

N : P S
groundleun spoculatton., Second,’ the nqtnphyuicnl exrlana:ion

doea not saea to erplhin tbo vury d't'arnnt cxpab‘litxon,
o! fuol:ng conpanalon 1n diffvrant xndividua*a. and tn*rd

. } ':. ) L
oy basilng. conuaaalon on 8 conpxcto idantltz of over;tnlps. . -

Jchaponbuuer d0en n-ny vith genuinq cn-paaaion al :ogotnar.

5 .

-Taone three pcxnto, I ahal: not-;onaxdo- acaarately.

F_, 1 “

¢"nopoﬁanu6?-obtnlna tre dea of the tulng-in-xtsalf T L LT

e

‘rom Kant's Tranmcendestel aoazn-tic and ho then endeavors
. to explain taﬁphsturo,orlthc tnin;-in-ltaol!--xho Yery

‘taing which Xant had an:d 1. :naauzulc. Kart has, i@




0

'."qchopunnauer hnn sai_ tnnt aince the thins-ln-i aeif ln _ L

S e -- ;...obJectn in themsolyﬁa are qu;te

_3nut in thu ord‘nnry meaning of the . to*u).

ntning-‘n—izualf.xgxtnerofaru aAanxtz.

a

‘_:o ohtaﬂdo o{ apncq

numerous instances in his Critique of Pure Reaaon 1ndicutad

that we cannot ‘Know’ the nature of the thing-in-itself

K

A ‘e

BRI J

ceaWE can...have no knowledge of |
any object as thing—in-itself but
only in so far as it - is an object N
ot sensible. 1ntu1gion.

Y .oOUr knorlodga has to do- aolely
NTlth appearances, the possibility
of which lies8 in ourselves, and
the connection and unity or which

Toar

28

g P

;
i
i
i
H
H
i
:
i

sesare:to bn net with only in our--;

9' 1'053

o-

- unknown to ug, amd that what ve

', eall outer objects are nothing but .
mere appearances of sensibility, 30 - _ .

o tho form of Ihich 13 ahace. B Lo

H

not in spaca-und'tinu, iﬁ;cnanot be - plurality'(ﬁt ldﬁnt;
[ " L
ﬂoteve., he pro—'

\

couua froa thia pnlnt to thu xnvll‘d cqncluuiou toat the . - ,
‘}"Unlty“ i1 nino
h‘ch ana :onning onLy witn ref=

., .

tine,
e

word, as is plurality, =

hfonte to aApace. nEs Thqo llnco the tn,ng-xn-ttnclt

nnﬁ.tiacf 6no-caannt BAY it s a-vluralt

LRC .can cne aav .nn* lt 1a a uqlty--nuthlns can

" -

Y immanuel-Fant, %ritigpp or Faru 4oarun, tr. H.é¢'5i£=h,,

(Yo' Yark: 5%, Hart*n'x"ﬁrela. Iﬁbﬁ}. p. 27 R
77 issa., 1~u ST S S R :
. }G " — . E . . o . : ,\' . . ) ] ] . ) '__.‘_ .
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about thig underlying reqlity of—appaarnncaa for we can

kn;w ﬁotging about it,. . 0 o - & R B

i _ To aay, than,_tha; the thinb-ln-itselr is. outside of | :;;,‘ '

; pncq and time and.thﬁ;wto WAD er? ;pqt i; is a upﬁtx ig i |
‘touiquljo oneae;{Ainnl.contfadicpidﬂ-tit'cqnﬁoﬁ bo1d uhity
'ihithédécnée'i£~w%iéﬁf;;xuhuhily udé,inS ;dfé ' in xho T;fld o

a | i .
‘a6 Nill mnd Ropresentntion SchOpenhanr doscribuu thia 'uﬁity" - ‘

1n a. nlishtly difrerent vay, howﬂvnr. and soems Lc roallzo- ﬂ,nzjf:

o N P )
A - C e . . ‘ " .

the anovo-uentloned pnint‘ o ] :

Tee Ly w.sthe will' na thiwglin-itso-f - ~
A - - lies cutatde ‘the province of the . : ’

o ey ,"principle of sufftcient reason . ! ~
. [ 4ip &Yl 1ts for=s, and is conse~  ° . S
IR : guently compietely groundless, R . )

-~ - Aalthough osch of its phononenau ' R

T is ontirely sublect ‘to that e - - L R
. o princivle. ~ Further, it is free .. S
e e . from all blurslity, although its g R

PR ' . phenomena in time and space are 0 T

: .- innumerable.” It is lzaolt-an., - _ .ot "
, "y yet not a9 an okject L& one, for . s

. - . the 'unity 'of anobject is kaown CT -
- .. - only in contrast to possible”

. plurality. Agaln,=tho vill is

not one aa«n concept’ ig ene, for
. & ‘concept. oﬂigiﬁatc: only through

.abostracticn froM pluraxltyr put. Lt -

‘ . ia one as that shich lieo out-.

e LT .. side_timeiand lplcr. cutside the -
R e principiun individuaticnis, that - ‘
e 18 to say, outside the pc:aibi..ty 31 s
CaE e of p-ural&ty.'

we

4
L0 Lo ' i f;"ts '
. 3 . . ‘ :‘E% 'i',l'! -
S U

".~ch0peﬂhluor. The Forig-as TIL} and Representation, b. 113.
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,The same renBOning.is'eviddﬁt here: the thing-in-itgelf
18 out51ae hDaCP a .d time, therefore it 6annot ve o S ' ) -
i - e o 4

: plural%fy,'tnua, it must be a unity S&ch‘g stateme.t, how-
ever, bnly hoidsugooﬂ in apace and tihe. T oﬁe.is'tal}ingu
5nout an‘bb*act in spnce and-time, chen'dna T8y Atbsert that

/

it ib a unity 1r it fs" not a plurality. ‘The thing-in-itaalf,

however \s not in spice and time, hance, Buch renso‘iag . ‘ '?
. dons not nold. In tﬁis description of tae tning-in-itaelr . f,?\ ST
. , [

however, :cnonannnacr 1ndicatﬂu a dir{oreut point. The o i

1 i

thtrg -in=-4 tbPlf 13 a unitv, out 1t Lu nnt one . as a: ou(ec:
iu on?,‘nor 18 it one as a concopt 18 one? it i? On! ag”
“...that wn cn 1105 outnido the poa#inility of plurnlity

El

"Iinity", tnon, 15 not ugad 1n tnu sane-way in wnlen we use

1t witn referonce to ob*actb vnich are 13 apac; 11d tizu.
* - . .
{ .o S .

\ : The-till 18.& "unity"' bu' repraaenta ftanlf in 8. ace nndL ]

A ]
: \ L\e« 1!1 numern;n nnononuna. :Su!. sach of t.‘esé phononona is ' . o

\
. ' |
the\vill. '“nuu, .noru 15 ] cortniu ro‘nl owsn;p here. bctw001

| tnc-tning-in -1t uek' ang 1 s phenouena souo-nat anthaDus
. \ : . —

1421 the "Ernhuan-»tunn" dzﬂtlnction 1n I&ﬂia“ tnougnt.i The

"\ - ¢

ll-l is ao\ L plu—nlity. sor 1: 1: a un*tv in tne o'alnary

<|n-‘
4.

cenac.bf tne uo:ﬁ.
o here may ve soze dcanta narc as to éhetner tals iy

" cprfcct_inturtrctajgpn'or‘Scnuponnauar‘a zeaning. e

quenticﬁ\fa: “is tne whoie will precent iz eacn of its.



roprésentations or 15 only a part of the will present in

each?" I think this difficulty can boatvne cleared un oy

citinh a fea passabes“TrOm zhe World as #ill and Qenresen-:
) /
tatlon. It seems to be Qpe case Uhat Scp0penhauer oellovea

the vnole will to be present in eacn of 1ts pnenomana but

the mis;aken view (tnat each phenomenon has a certain anouht

of.the"ill préaenx in"1t) can best ‘be accounted for by
loomlng at the -passage in which SChopennauer-~e:tidﬂs-d;f-: o ’

_u,"'ent ;,.ades of tne Iill's ou‘oc'.'.i’fimnien'-

L “here is & nigner ‘degree of tﬂis"' B
objectification in tue plant tasn -
‘in the.stone, a higher degrec. in
the animal than 1l the plaant; in-.

. dead, the will*s wausasge into = -

_ _ viclbility. ito objuchiricayion,

e has gradations as endlenz as the
' jetween khe fowdlest twilight anu_

. © tce brigntest aunlignt, the loud- 33

68t tone and toe softest. echo.' e

There ar e dlf!aren*~g_pdea of obioctirlcatioq of imv --l‘ 7 ST

in vnrious phqnomona but it 1k.not the cage tnat,tnore

nra.dirrerent agounts of tnt will in di‘rorint pbononona,

Ag Scho;e -hauer pointa ocut: - ) '_ ’
’ , . .
g -1t is not [ caso ar there beling
o ‘a gaaller part of the will in tno .
" stone and a larger part ig¥mani’ - o by
S e T A The wil)l rFeveals itzelf Juat‘ ‘
' .as completely and Just =& much’

o o

\ -




o

is ﬁot_n'unity. ‘1t is not a plurality, but digperses it- -
“gelf in space gnd time as innumerable .phenomena. ' It still-
reénins; hoxevér that we cnnﬁot aay-anything about toe .

’ tn‘ng—in-¢tnel tnﬂther 1t 15 a nluralitx o: ) unlty ig

1n cne oak as in millions...

. Therefore it could 'be asserted '

p that if per 1_possible, a sinzle ~ .- ' fo
" .belng, even the most insignificant, ' B ‘

were entirely annihilated; the whole
world would’ inevitably be destroyed 3 ' - T
with it _‘ _ > o

hus wa hﬂve 2. description of the thinb—Ln-itsﬁlf whifh

is conrusingly anprOD;:iﬁE_ipijan account-of‘sometning wnich i

lies outside space an & e., outéidé af dur*torﬁs_">

of apprenension. The uill 18 a’ unity, but in a senhe. it
S . | . o

3 .. .o

unknown to ub--parnn g, noi.ner or these terzs would even . ‘. R

y
apply-to 1t.' ?hus;_by applying‘a deflnito cnarncter;atic ot
. N - P ’ .

to tnn tninh—in 1tsulf ‘Schopenhauef hasven:nrod 1= spec-

+ - )

ula.101 and what he sayn ‘may oF mAYy not be. t rue, we o not

£

ﬂncn hO one cnn huvo an. idaa of the. nnture of tne '&Lng-

1q-1trelr 'a* any iﬁwa tnlcn~ie nnvo 10 acrces rarily bound

. up iﬂ cwncc a“d tire. “he tning-in-itsolf in Outsldc of -

- amtaphyuz’"l explanntinq ot cozpuaai‘n rn.ln to. ex-imin

L]

5 :nese forna %g nvrruhonﬁ‘oﬂ and- tnus cnnnot_be kﬂb'n031UB. P

- N - r 1]
. {
. L LT

Tho »ond rolnt to pe undc\nara I taat ;choranhauor 8 ..

27 lbiﬂ,.';.7121413§,. ; co
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the Very different capabilities of feuliws compau sion #hich

» _——

‘are evident in different persona. The explanation r0r thia'

 ‘difrerence from nis description of coupasnion, would seen _f.;
to be tnat dirferent people nave diire—ant mﬂonlerrt. The .-
t
comnassionnte man realizes (1ntuit1vely; that everyono alca b

‘s, 1n e"aence tne aame as himae;r wherea‘ Lhe'non-compasaidnate

man sess a bnrrier betweon hlnael' .and others wﬁich 15 con-_

ditioned by his reﬁtrlcting hls knowledfa onlv to “hnt which

1is im space and time. ‘Une mugt hnve o nnaiu ror 1dont1f1cation

with nnother nerson before one ‘can fev’ cdmpasJion fnr thnt

.

. perﬂon, Slnca evaryone olao igp difforent for tna =an with -

this latter kind of nnowledgq, ‘ne hau no cnpnbl@@ty of feol-

-ihg compaéridn. j“hls'Knotladgo tnat QVﬁ“ything ic 1n essenc
' 1d01t1cnl' 1s an Jntuitiva knotledge. m*veq indoponﬁently o i
H nll reflect 10’- J_ - B \ “‘. o o )
. . o BT , _ .
‘,Hnlure*hernolfgfaliaﬁs xnd ovuTH-
- wherd trutaful,. gives nim, origin- - .
ally and independently of all o T A
reflection, tnis knowledge with: - ., - ST
niuwlicity and 1=zudin.o corta-qty.‘

unat tnc phi;onOphor Eust do is rniuc vais Xntuitivo kquv- . ': Ce .

lcd.n Lo the —ef‘ectivc Ievnl. nud t 18 ig what' @:hopunpﬁuér

# -cLaznu to have done with his :alaphyn:éalyerpl#nnnrq;; This .~
S T oy I .
M loid., pe 33E. . o e

£
~

/
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.. i ' - .
ﬁxperience; then, seens to divide all ﬂaoplo into tuo

groups- tnose who have such knowled,p and those wno do not..
P4
and hence. thowe who foel compassion and thoae who do not.

- L!" - -

Experience, however,. speaks out. ngainst such 8 divisinn

Theﬁé'argzpeoplo:who reel compnasion in ‘ROmE uituq long and

.th in others. Some p90ple have compaasinn fOr‘certnin other .

bl k—

‘D00ple_on1y. If tne bapability of fewlins COFP&S&*OH wprnt

depenuent on the- poasossion of tne intuitive KAO'Ierﬁ tnnt_

: ‘everyone, 1n nssence, 19 identicnl then it wou Ld aeeq thnt

o pe“aon who rad nt one timo felt comnnsn¢on woul alwa,a
. 1

feol compan.icﬂ, i.e.; once g porBon bad tnls xnowl: dri it;

il

would aff@ct gli,g{hpxs.ruluﬁionanips._ ﬁimilnrly;n;t a

S - ! ' T o .
pereson had not had thie knowledie, he would nover feoel com-

 pagsion. Loo-ing to experience, nowaver, na.ﬁcé’d different
: T S0 ! . -

. - o o :
'vinterprﬁtﬁtinn of hunpn nntuwd:‘SOno puowlu rcal ¢o=na, ifont

]
»e" .

oniy tor tél%t*?cs ror nxazple, or for neople wad m-c 11 sone

f—} .

cay silﬂlar td them and any dlffo"cnco in 1n§olerng1w.‘ ttnrrn
. ’ .‘\._

feel more camanaian for an-nniu tuan taey <o for :ﬁe‘r fo 1or

.human—bqinfn. 'nr com paBb‘ﬁJ ware. a4nnJ o“ an 1gtu tive

‘recaruitiun of iﬁcqti,y nnoﬁh all. tn.nrﬂ. &hen :uj !o pnd

who navv tn‘s msuilaixo (tno f:ct tnat trney go.- bu.ur revaalad

“ by tneir fbf 51 coapnnmion at. 10&4. once) not nnvv r&n-'

prmolon for everytning snd lh‘pftrj uthatxnn? -ng-ract

-

P
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that such people do not feel compassion in every cnae 15 lert

unexnlained‘by Scnoponhnuer 8 metanhysical explanution nnd

v

i

it seems that tnere muat be sowe other fuctor influencing

a nerson's canability of feeling coupassion.

U
f

Tho*e is anotner explanation for. diffo“onh‘*nrabilitieq o -

of Ieeling compngrion offered in On The Baais of Ho'nlity.jﬁ

Here ochOpanhauer rerers the dirrerent capabilitiaa :o
A;dx ferencos in chnracter._ A nerﬂon'e chnracte" is uncnande-
Able, a certain character is. prea»nt At birtn and remalna :
ntil denuh' Each type of charncter i Buaceptible to certain
‘comoinutiona orutne nnrea fundnnontal mot'?os to nunan action.

f
“ TnusT the ahoiatir cnaractor is’ movod onlj DY ngoLatic notlvea

-.4_-,

nnd the ccmpnsﬂionuto charucter onby by comnans‘onate ~otivea.”

Ao a. reuu‘t tha ugolutic chaqncter haa cuapanuion_‘or ao

‘ono_1-&l nouuh sonn of n1h uctiona may appoar outwar;ly Lb

E‘..

te co.pnnaiannto, tnuy '111 alwnya nnVe "onu‘tod fros an -
egoietic.noxiva. Tno conpuaaionato cnnractcr, hq-ovgr..nan

coapnsszon rorq»vtryoﬁv. The cauoa. tae::, tnn’ tnore are
pnonlc »ho only conntiseu roel cunpana;an is because auc&

peorle aava ghnractu*a 'n,ch asy sotlvntad oy botn osoxatic»‘_

'.:aqy caapasniucnte ﬁotxvcﬂ.-' ohlndlnh on Ihicn auuray'lh li!y

| lu 5r¢a.cr. one !1!1 roal cempnanaon to a grogtor cr lemser’
A N . Yy ] - o
3% 5caopenhanir, Cn . The Baais of'&o{a;igl. tic. Eﬁ o o




by

"éxtﬂnt ~ But again, if compassion is oased on an 1ntuitive

Yo

recognition or the identity of all- beinga uhy do those poople

-»who feel comnassion at-one_ time not feel it all tne‘time,

i. e., witn’ rebpect to every other being with wnicu tnay come =

100 contact? It seems that this would hava .be'thefcnsﬁ

ir c0ﬂhnasion were onacd on auch knowledze. *hus thowe

would be some neOhle %70 al-axs !ael comvaaniﬂn and otne"a

'(ego sts) pﬁ’fneVur feel c0mﬂansian. and a8 zmentioned mbo?o.

tnis is contrary to experiance.

In On’ “he Baaia of Ho*ality Scnopeuhnuer 1ndicn on

hin beliur that most poonLo nre egoi&tic, Verj few fcel
_ *6

i
]

“,....1:-- - -1‘."'.‘-‘- .

: he"uine comnassiOnsﬂt all <2 This could 'urnish an answer

: to tqo quasti n as to rhy somo nounla forl coapgnripﬁ cnly

‘"nozeiinr« ] ne could sly that puch people are mo-elv ner-

-

: fcrmiqr uctionn Ihicn Beox outua*dlj to ccze rrom a coa-

ipanaionate mutive, but actually are lotivntnd oy ogoinn.

“

“he*e are a fuv hnoplc. no:cv-r, ‘#ho. ¥ aol cospassion-all the - -

!
time nnd in overy aituation, and 11 1a these rooplo iho are

\.-4

fooling renuino cu:paluion. L.e,, conp&uaion roru‘ting froa

‘w

,tno bixuer o owledse of tue iaanti y of all t”ingu. ;nah

"

ioxﬁlnnatien fitn intc acnopcnhauor'n }aeo;}‘Quit';-oll.

- b, | S S o
- . N : - i ) :
_F lﬂgq;,_;. lgﬁflév. L
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however, it haa the Bume shortcouing a8 the explanations

”,

already considered--it does not explain comnansion as 1t

is erpevienced. " Ko t peopla can: Sny that at ‘ 1enatfone

time they,have genuinely "felt for"'eoneone else: . tnaro nas -

‘bean no - ulterior, egoiatic rotive 1nvolvad and yot they navu
" helped soqeOne merely because u:m_y hgd qompnssion”for hie,

Schopenhauer pointn#this.out himpelf:
...many a man helps and gives,
"carries out gervircces and desires .

; himeelf, with no othner iatentinn
in his heart than that of helping

- another whoue distress ne sees, 57

7-$omé pedple, the:, do feal. conpannion and ‘the Bane neOnle'

ean nlso probnbly aa, tnnt *hore are aoue tinnw wheq thoy

have not rslt CO&pH'GiOﬂ.” ;niq. horeVer, voul“ ‘be unoxplniﬂnd'

‘by thn nrcount nrfora:_noru.

o Tne ;niru-ﬁoin. tn be mado 15 rr01 ncheler'n The

38 -Ho rcfers,horo to tne Innﬂcqu»cy of

Nature of Sympatny.

“Zehopenpaderts ﬁetnphysgcél explraation of coapnﬁﬁiqn 1n

E _proridiﬁﬁ nvbﬂsié"or~syupnthy. Rnthoerunn nrovt ding n tanie

ifor aynnu.ny. :choycnhaue-'a oxplnnuuxcn a aian1au 5unu*nn

coapnan o~ alto;ctnc e pain a out, that 11 i an eagont,all"

one with ano;her,peraon, then thal porson ir also the_gnn«\

\

i

3 ax’ hcnuler ~The Mature of $th-tql.‘tr. Poter Ktata

xHuzden. ﬂ,S i...lrcbnn doohlf 19203, p. 55.
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as me. Pity, however, preaupposea a diatinction’between

individuals and if thia distinction is an 111usion (as

: Uphopenhauer 82Y8 it 15) then pity 1Y) tell muat be an 1llusion.

If this metaphya;cal basis of cpmpassioq. then, ig nccepted

ronuine comnaunion becOme \inposaible. Ir comvaaaion Ls to

/
be e)nlninen it. eeeme tn?t this diatinctiﬁn ﬁetwuea indi—

viduals munt be retnined as a reality and a d;rferont basia

ust be found

shFrB are these turoe shor»conings then, 'ftn'reépoct'

to Jchooanhnuer's metapnynicul baaia ofr”’pnssion. There

N

aro rurtner inadequacies horaver, InaFn relate diroctly

to nis fuidelines for a prOper etnicnl tnenrv rhich nave .

'been mantionod oarlior.3 #o recall t:mt. for Schopahhahor.

LI

nn oxhicyl ;hedry‘uhbul¢ ﬁorélx intér#ret and éxpln;n san's

' aézionn;' 1t 1B?nat #q#nt'tb prescrive énr:ain ntgions;ibﬁf
marelﬁ ib.dﬁndkibo'hnw man Ln fact: ncta;--;auu tﬁd'ngniifi N

. nuoriat muazt lon< to exoerzonéc,-uo te tro =any #Aifforen [ o L
‘ , 2

Aane-o.‘acbiann 9{ ;aq, then !xplain t“c: ny rn*or"iﬁr teez

o

8.1 tp one conﬁou bﬁhia. .t e uigorta e aa ¢xnmltat‘on of

.tre **lxcn.iﬂn of th‘s.zrta njsiuml exp‘a LY 5; qaravgrf,'

T e . - - B . T .

'4un1tn 11l now bo dore}. ry find tna' 1 doon not oxvxazg”
bur' nl sotions (nhlcn we f1 nd fras oxporie~ce% pat

rataer, pbncur¢a then. Thare sre some att “ﬂ°ﬂ 0”"“‘ .
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‘
L)

part-of'man'which‘Schopanhauerfs eiplhnation canpot account
for. - - )

[

If this metanhjsical erplanution or moralit} is taken

‘l i
as the ultimate GXplnnation, we rind tnat rurher than ‘ '

.;axplaining our. moral notions, it iﬁnosas new moral noLions ‘
upon ua. %chopenhauer fi*st accepta the no.ion which tns
,metannySacal explanntion denanda, and tneh reverte to our
'o;dinary monallnopions,u.ThiB_incqnqiatency A5 most apnaranﬁjlr'
when one considers hié.discusaion of nniﬁals.‘ Accordine.

.to the metaﬁh,sxcal explnnution we. sée .nnt nnimala anc zan

. o |-
are, 1n tneir,true bein#, the pcam#s and Sanpenhxuer copsures_

man for not roali“inf tnin and ror not feeling ccmpaéaicn oy

:ffor agimala to thn sane extent ag ne Joes for his fellow- .
',man.' Man inaistn On tninking‘thnt he iu uoﬁehow'pot\ar t§%n;

‘ ﬂ“l“als, nnd ~chcﬁenhauer pointr oat that thiallﬂ?m;utﬁgynfm
"mnia connurlA+ ot humnﬂ ﬂorﬁ;itJ coxes as a rucult of wné
:ethphy icnl ;xp‘nnn°*o" of "o“nlitr-;bnt what nep it sx- .f -

plnlned? It\hna naot exp‘ainod tno uo-nl notLon;tnat-zga te -
to ﬂbta‘n :nrﬂ -ovul F«cpect than nnlualn 1t“nn3-$qrcly callisd ~

tnis nttltuﬁa*rrong nrd pasitud_a-no- one. E:Sin truw that e

. tﬁib -beal 10: iﬂ tno oane"lin} d'ftcrunce betrcen nan and

. oo \-
. .

animal ualowsa only 10 8 pa*t of nannlﬂd !#uutc 3 cultu'on}

"And tnat ntnur zon haliove, ap .choplaalua' daea thm;'anlzalq -
% : ! .
, .



- and trace to its ultimate rround the extremaly Varied be—'

. naviPur of man...“jg and this cannot bve done by mornly cnl—

_wrorr The qunstion 1r ""'why doos ~estﬂrn man put~n

above tne nnimal?" and not "ougnt ‘ne to do tnis or ncign

,mtuer whlch 1r ' comwon‘j pxporianced ?qral'natitudn. tnat
zan snpuld :iVe zore moral‘fonppct to otnar men “han to
| -

,animnlu becaune nnimalu u1d on are nut the rame, Thin late

C . - o
. C ' L =T : '

are equal to man. , But chopanhaue“'s roal is ...to...explain -

e "

b

-

llnﬁ one acpect QW‘thls ‘varied behaviour righ* and the other f I ;

Unlf

i

< :

There nre tnu two atti udes towards aniﬂnln- one wnich s : ?
rosulrsﬁirom bchopenhnue*'s re'anbjnicnl axplaqgtion that

animals and zaa nro. 1n tnoir inner belins, Ldontichl.* The .
R . .o

- -8

P --

tor zo-nl ﬂOuluH 13 covdnnnnd uu lronh  and a new onevis

-yu;-in 1ts.nlare. Nevarthuloau Scﬁoﬂenhauer doeg- not ‘eakt.

¥

a give up thls ordlnary =oral notion; he wants to retaln

" the “OL&ote*" ﬂoti gt tﬁﬂt nan, ran L4 l; And nat‘aq:zalﬁtnh

avl? ao tno=no:10n thal man can mnage “hlaves" 2f animaisg

by naking then work ror-hi-:-"...syavalﬁy for antzale snould

. " . [
’ . - .

- net carry u¢Atottho lengta of hrving to spatain from animal -

. ws .t v Tenen |
.'uoc... 2y tno #ame tcnen. zan 23y AlLO haYe Lne asisal were

. kO Lo

fcr‘uxa... ﬂos x' an aniaal *n. in'! ) isncut"@etna. t e

i, °

‘saze an 1.'-na zho mauc aﬁ o'aer hunan-balns1 whal creamon

— ; i

Scnopenhaver, 01 The gddia‘df gg?aliixzﬂﬁ; 159,

18l '.. p. al. - ’ . a



.13 there to suppoae that I may kill and eat animals while T

L

I think that 1 nhould not kiiz/nnd eat'other hunan~boinga?

Similarly, iwhy may -l maké an iunl my alave. while as®

ﬁ'* Schopénhauer‘pointﬁlout it e cruel for me to have hunan-

, 1 } . i . .

beings as‘alavas? T T - o o , :

. . . .
- The inCOnaintency, then, can bc seew. we/have pasic

moral notiona (aucn na the valuo of anlwn}ﬁ 11;rela.ion tof | \
‘ =
! human-bniqhﬂ) which qchopenhnuer 13 t—y;nx to explnin by

I o

'onortlwg to tnis wetnphysicnl explnnatioq ' 1ut becaure tne
metaph;aical eynlnnation i unaatis'ying. and doos nc ~explsin
'.thiafvaral no 10n Ihich we © hnva. he nus» ~ctu-n to t“ia'

t

moral notion. nnd acrept it hut ne 5ivea na adequntn *eanon

'.ror accopting it. '-f' -g: . AU R ) f ‘-
\\\\ . e providen onn ruaaon au to -nx wea any explo L aql_l . R
nnls in ’h‘a way: bocauao "...su{rorlrg Kcﬁnﬂ pace ri’h

=1ateliigonce and thus =nn tould aurre" aora by soiﬁr with-

- .out nnlanl food.;._hl ‘Man, bacaune hq:'ould‘nuffe" anre

by 501n5 -1thout anxanl food lny cnuno anilnln 'o nutf.r

-~

to F lcﬁﬁwr Grtfﬁrﬁfh order to aact hin o:n noudu. An

'-an-ma‘..oecnule.o! ita leaaar 1ntelll;anco. tould not Auf~ B
,’ ) '~.‘ - _ . T S .
'fur’as-nuch an ian. 5ut:1a 1: ngt tnc snrk or the guod nay

A

v

txat se 'celn coupnu:luw for: nny anount or——d?fori,r' aﬁ I AR

»

h1. Ibld.| ?‘ ‘:\'..‘:1. . ) o ‘- -. .- ) - R i -' ,
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,'grnyj;riz;; huaﬂequu;nd witnou.vtsrniﬂ;. go_thnl"nim'aq!-

o

_in the future. . lr a-:an'tere.mLLlog, }heqh'in'n:ch a 1&;5

and would even go to the longth of auffarinp hinaelr 1n
order to provent the sufrering of others” Fvon if an animal

we"o gilied in’such a way that it suffored little nh\aical

»

pain, 4t is atill 1n£i1ct1ng an injuhy upon 1t and »he mnriu,

“1njure no gne" is broken. Sinilarly, to nake an: an&mal
| ‘ .
uork for me 13 to. ‘cause 1t to surfb" more than If 1t were -

nzree and the maxln 18 nga;ﬁ.ignored. Furthernora, f the

nmounu of sufferinr tero tne 01&? critarion hy vhich tu

docide nucn aa ?srn. ODViGUJ nuuurdities tnali regulta  The. ~

ronson Lhnt man surre-s nore 15 bacauso of his g es:u- ‘n-

o S

L«‘libencu L. c.; he thiqﬁs 1n uu-na or nout*act contep?ﬂ_ "

2.

and cnn n erecy fo*som doqtn nnd nar vr‘wr'rhirh Eone'

*

o e

-—

t3at ne zan no .1uo or occaﬂxOn ‘to worry nnou. sucn,ap sad,

:“u would ﬁur'f*-"o a0Te tnan tha anla@l ir i -anteq ty alll

L}

‘anotner sarpon, ~and * nig pa zon cou‘d e m‘lwod L".Lno abovn

-

fﬁfiﬁg *oul:.bu :iniziéad. taen. uccorning »o qcrononnaanr'a
analy nia whiu’ woul uabﬂ qu te 4caoutablg. it Le mpEarent

fras what hg anyr alzesnore, nosever, zhngitnt; aa;:;'ant

bu'nbj\gjﬁhlé, on the chntrary, it would &s wxcsedlngiy

.-
.

oo 1 ' o . B o . . .
Lrael. . . o . Sy : .
| A‘( > ; . "" iy T }. ) &- . s” '.' "‘ e LB
© SchopenbBauerts zelaphysical explanativa, Taes, Feanlte.
: : Ty L | e S .
Q.—' o ) R S
. . . T o .
' - N ‘uc e
2 e .
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k

' common mo

. : . . e o ) :
in a very extreme nntion or norality ,and does nrt seen to

n

explain our experiencod moral. ﬂotiona at all. It=pé~hdna-

1

'doeﬂ-exnlain tny par of nankind bolie?e& 1n tne imnortance

of nnimaln:witn roopact to man, but 1t caqnut exnlain the

attitude thnt animals_nre leqc 1mportnnt

than man--it can only call 1t'wrong._‘Thué;'Schopenbauarfs

D [ ' .8 o
exprlain how man.doems in f#-t behav., ratner, he lays down

L

certain aétions as right. and censures taome whe do noat

7.'thinu in tho Sll. way.’ Schbpenhahdr. soonlng'to-recos-

¥
nize this 143dequacy. falla: back upon tnlg com: .08 moral -

-_notibn tnat nninaln are lern 1-portant tﬂnn aan and

x.
‘»nUveby conprouis.a hqs netaphyaicnl oxolnnatian.

n3

“f‘.,

" tneory -seems to become prescrirtive -here; he does not merely.’

Tne"n arc.xtn-n. {our main aho coninas '1tn Lchop—

onhnuer B aotnnhysical explangtzoq ‘af conpnsnion. Firqt.'

»

it 16 extrc:cly eptcuf-tiVo.w;utcond P 84 dQ‘ﬂant soex twﬁ

P

' explnin t.a vory d‘fforont cupabilxtztc* of rcaling cof- |

naaslon 'nicn _&Te ovxdtut ln dif!orcnt pcoulc. Third

schelet has poxn;cd out, rity; as A fa“u.nt."feellng ror""

,

;7 P

'touincnh#iattrcruh wnich rOSU‘! bocuuao~1t Cln*D‘ '!31515

. ", ?

a~r.o varird att :tJdos ot | T3, 0'“Ddhc- thoso'nbOPtcmzinga'

1t s accwus.ry te f: ad . d‘f"‘.ﬁ! nauit of co-panuian and

: dnatnar;parson becomes Llluadrym Fizallys 1; givgn ripe -

T
"

!

-
14

— :
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f R S ‘ ) |
to attempt to do sb .will be the aim of tne rest of the
paper. ‘In doing so, 1 nhall retéin the same idea of

conpaﬂaion which amhopenhuuar has formulated, nnmely. ag -

b
dOpending on a cartain 1ueqt1f1cation vitn nnotne— being,
{

withn' tLis exnlanation of compnasion. ho-QVer 1 hone to

acnieve tnat bchopanhaue— set out to aanave. i.8., an

exnlanntion of«huunn actiona }Or ax@a 1le, "athav than ﬂg;--

in tnn‘ xeatern nan is wrong 1u tﬁénking that: auinnls ar:
N N
,morallv lans 1aportanb tnnn otha* hum&n-buinsn. 1 snall trv

:lj to e*nlain why ne ;hinkn thay aro loua 1mno tant, {.e.,
yry only to evplwi“ ho' san does in ract act. /in ctaes
rordf. 1 nnall atnumgt to maxe thn:uxplanqtioa-agroo 6n-

aly ritn ax“cﬁlencn._ Iﬁ order tg havcrgenu:ne comrassion,

k1

one must ro%bl; tne diutinct!on AlOnF 1nd1111unla ﬂulC“.

we beijove in nnd.expcrieaco. choponhnuo' doez allow 'o.rznlg'

diatzncti:ﬁ ir'tho»ph.noninal rhnlz. ho'-vgr,-ﬁgq ognzrg 18

naned’ on tne “ngﬁﬂr awo-led;o" tnnt over ythlnn ia . toe ange ang,
.
-hn“:ont&oncd ﬁbovo, thzs dogn a-ay tiin gnnulnc co:piualon

-

:}ltng;ther;',?nia dlptiSClton. taen, gﬁ.t ap'totaineétpi_iir‘ ...i,' .}:
realldiatinctiuniln order rq£ cbapauaxo§ ﬁé_bo roa;;biom"
yﬂc_auut Qiuo‘!lﬁc‘a bnain for Ldtztiilcntinhvgﬁcnﬁ :é-.‘

‘aividuals, r;r slicx an 140;11!3:15!5& 58 oslestia. tc‘cca; "_' ‘ ;

v . a
1 R . . . - A

- . T . . Y
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passion as Schopenhauer understands it. Although it may -
be dif%icult'to'avoid‘npaculation in tnis undertaking, i] - - P
tﬁipk ﬁnat‘the-explanation to bo proposed will -rid schop=
;onﬁaugf'e explasation of tne above-mentioned shortcoaiasa. . .
~an% bring it closer to meeting tna critericn wanich he has
set forth for a.proper ethical tneory. R °
o
' r
.
= i
- i
ﬁ' o
. ) a
‘_ * 1 ‘ & "
' ' -
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Sec. I_I. PROPOSED n}xsﬁ:' OF . COMPASSICN

\

-

rr‘he basis of cdmpasaion is % racopni’ion on my rvart

. ', R
that otnﬂrs are like- meh for ir I Fannot. to any extnnt

Jddentify. wjth othars, I can by no meaea fnal Lompaun.nn - ‘ R
. u @ - " ‘. N

for them. aut 15 it based én a recognition ef an exact

_.1ikonesr, nan dentitg as abhopcnhnuer caye 1t 15? No, it

o

15 bncuuse or thia extrﬂne view tnnt achOpenhnper's erplan-

ation is renderod inef{ectiVﬂ Conraﬂqion IB based ratng,._ Y

on A rerorﬂitlﬂn on my vnrt nf m certain ﬁhysiCnl and,. tn

1

. RODE Cares, ewotionnl ninilarity bvttean ay elf and others
ﬁnq tne nncunt or compnss*un Ihich I az capablo of rac‘ing

fnr a r»rtnin "ather" varies d%rcct;y with the amsount of

‘nilnﬁity wn*ch 1 r‘*coivn be:wcen it and uynelf._.

How to n-cprta*a extent, .ﬂverythinr xa.}iko nvurythtng

olse. For examrle, 1 an liuo a rock to tne extent that we

nré-both.coldred=add,sqlin. d0tevo.. conpaun&on hao to an

r:tn the fenlxnrn of otnerl, honco.-nlnco 1 see no reanon

T

to. bellaeve tnht n TOCK taelt unjtniag, i An not cawnblo oth
" feel ing co:ruuaion‘{or st. | Fwen 1f a rock a1d "tnul" (an

.iupng people Liks to abcnalnta) it dncu‘in,no Yy fnfl

.87 B u nr auaffert ng ln tne same rav tuat 1 do. ?gnﬂ@'i donnat

rac ng:ze now At taoia lnd am .n:npab;o of feeline cga;msnﬁbn'j

ter 2%, T



N

... Take.now, for axaﬁﬁie,—a p1§ntL A planl 16 like me

Y the aame way that a rock 13 like me (extended éolsréd

fand solid} and yet, in addition to these aapocta of sim-

ilnrity, it ié”uuéh more like mo in that it has life. Thin

) prGCu.Of the plant makes it uuch more stmi]ur ta = nnd for . o
this reason, ‘to a certain extent' 1 "fmel fo:" tne nlant

Hére..as‘in tha case cf tne rocr, g do not Know vnotner a,

il

plant "raeln“ anything or not, nenc&, wo do not in the strigt

° L

.ﬁenau.'"f--l for“ it ac we would ror a uaing thicn Wk

1ike us. But becauac the plant has 11re and is to

tent nimilar to us, io cave a2 cortaln nnount of regj
2t ‘hin r-snoct can oa noted in uost poople o at i
wo: rdn pl nnta & person woald in mout canen, 1f rivan tiw
croicv choooo to grind o utOno 1qto powde..-ror oxa:ple.
ranther than xill » TOBS uunh a, puliing 1t up uy *he *oota

gnoring the cnararativo phynicnl dlffiuultiou ot each tanx)r

.

A plunt 'bocnuac 1t in nlxvo and is to this extent uinlaa&;
to ze ructiveu oo’ @ ranpac* !ron me LnAas & rocn r ‘the

roca is no' uignx'lcnntly 11&0 " to tﬂr*nn. nuch_co:u;dor-

'ﬂzion. .%w do nu' traa’ 1uaniaatc OD‘OC~H‘¥1th.‘bn ZAme

reepett ap ia d@ litlna u.‘ngu

t‘li more 11kr se in tne uainnl. An‘aninni, 1.reco;4

‘nirw, beArx & 'ur) cloae ;ny-xénl routublnnc- to nvopis. it
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--not only has the aapecta-bf similafity‘which‘the piaht_does&\' -

but ita body 15 very aimilar to my own. In*addition..fiﬁ‘ |

1
T - '

noticn that most "higher animals“ i.o., those most sinilaf
to nan* ronct in a aimilar wny 'hen pain 13 infli ted uuon
'them. T know that thoy fe»l the gnme ae I’;bfwhen I exper-
ience phyalcal pain, for the study or the nnnt#ry of aniaals ;
;-reveals that their bodily orgnns are bnnicnlly tno aane,:that
. their nerve endinrs are sinilar and that thoy are lust as
numcroua 1n tna nninal an thoy are 1n nyself.- Thus. nay
‘vnlidly 1nfer thnt an, aniaal til‘ faol a nizilar pain to lvsclf
wnan 1: 18 sub1ected to the an-o nhysical at*a;lun nnd I

:car tncﬂefore "fqel rov" ~n nwi:a l.e.. nnvo coupaa sion fﬂr :

1ts yhysicnl uufforing. Holever, tnis *s the Onlv ettont to

! v

wnich 1 ¢an foolhrith_nn-laiual 1.0., only for itn physiral

;Lf!ﬂring. 1 do nat know lf it uuffq:u "cmotional a.n“ lﬂ;

1 do. . - S o o ’ B :

-

A diatlnctxon nust be undo hefc bat:ocn tnoné bté types
of pain. For gch0ponhnuor, nly zan pas reison, and this ;/’(fi

Cmeans tnat only unn thinhn coac.a.unl-y. Aninala have “undwr- L

.1'1 L-,_.--' "

; n;aro‘ng", 1.e‘,Jthe reco ltiea of cnunc nnd of!tct but only

" mazn han tne: a&ilzty to form conccwt{& %ocuulc of 'ﬁxs n}gnur_
. f

1nt¢i!1§anct,-Scnoptnhaucr_poin!- out, maz snffara no{c than
"ine animml. FOr example, B man i@ able to recogalrze that’

L4
. .



’ 1ence ninllar physical. pains._ By "naotionnl ~a1n" 15 noant
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because- other men are dyins, that he too will " die aomedaya
Thia knowledge gives rise to a certain amount of suffering

_ when such an end . is anticinated. Animala, on the other nand

do- npt,seem to experience auch sufferinv. For‘Srhopenhauer
: )

-

: then, ‘man experiances the anue kind of pain as the aninnl g = -

but mAN 3uffors this additionnl pain=which the animal doaa not.

-

I havo called thosa two types of nain “nhyaical pain" nnd

"emctionalgnain" ' Botn men a&d animala experience the roruor
. "1-"/4 Y *+
type of qnin. but only man anfters the latt»r._ By "nh381Ca1
. 2N ’ -
' “ain" is noant thnt pain ihich ie a by-product of nhyaical

stimuli. The alnilarity betvavn tno bodiaa or aninnls nnd

men provida tne buaiu ror saying tnpt aniﬁals and ann oxpor-

that pnln thich arises’ from the anticipatzon ot some futuro
‘ eveﬂt tor oxa-plc. This uocnn to hn 5choponhaucr4§ dintinction ;
_bet-aon thos. two types of pnin, and lhl;. 1t lsy ba aﬁgﬁod
that aninnla do oxporioncq "caotional pa.n"‘ ) tuinn ‘1t -ay

be nxrond that tncro 13 a toro udcﬂu‘te ronson for -ayxns

thn: =an and uninnlu shnre a ninilar “phquical ﬂain" tnnn ror

-

o say‘n( .aat thoy ahn*e a llailar "tnetiou:l paln®,

v

Tuln o:nlnnat;oa ef our uttitndea tovarn: nnlnnln
¥
pruviuea a vasis for Scthcnh:uur'n docinlon that tt ia
:pcrnzua'ulo to kill animale for food: ag ;onx as the glthqf'

'u acrclful. 1.-.. .3 ;odg ap tna an ual tocl: 11!11-
'_ .



phyqiqal“pain. “Schopenhauer Indicateﬁ his belief tﬁat an .

animal doea-not'sufrerJaa.much rain as mah'swffers. and

points out that it is because o‘rtmack of ine’

£bllikence. An aninal does not look at iife'concoptualli.

1

'hence, does not realize that becauge other animals~a§3\éyina I

thqt.it ‘will "also die’aomﬂday.-.Thua; ihis."éiﬁtional.pﬁigf
LT / 1 o | B | w .
which arises from th@ thought of the certainty of deatn is

/
/

‘_not suffered by the aninal It s permlsaible, @nen. to kill
-an animal as 1ong 2B 1t suffors no nhyaical pain for tinis lﬁ
‘tne only paLn nhich we. recognizo that it can uurfar. ‘How= L.

/
. /
©Lo.ever, aq,has nlréidy beon mentioned this notion is %9;en-

slstent whth Schoponhaucr's netapnynical oxnlnnation becauee.

acce ding to xt, resardloa;\er the hhonononOn (body, intel—
 11kenc-. ‘ete, ). oworything 1a\tne saze 1n 1ts trun veing and
as éuéh 8. torth: of‘the anle.rpapect,

wh'n ¥e coasider other huuannbatngs we fenliie}tpu;
:tney bear tho cloaeut ph:aicnl roaelbluqc. to o;rnolvcu out -

'_cr nll the o'her bcings which to xnow. Otnor hunan-beingn

o

thi: to mygself and when I honr them oxprearinF

: -he*.f”cohparx

tneir Ieelinfﬂ _n vnrioua .ubjcctn soonfto havo‘thc FTY 1)

nan:rationn ap I havq, they r0e1 paln in tho anno ui:uationu. EER

‘ag 1. do; in ahort. ;hoy‘ban the most complets rcnnabxnacd

e . - i
rd .

6 mem-a vnysxcn‘, q;otiénnl-and bohavlournl nL-iiarLtj;‘*

~

¢ Y
( . §R—— ¢
/TR Y
S i, ! L
i .
e ‘
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For this reason, my capabilitj of feeling. compasaion ie tho
5reate,t only when 1t concerné otnur human-beingb. I "feel
with" hgman-beings gore'than 1 do_witnluny other being. : , o

It ﬁny be dbjeéied hare'%hai‘thiﬁ hicrarthf is not
acéurate.' For oxamplo, rather than using - roae buah 1n the
. above exampla, a weed could have) been used._ In this caae,vit
mnv be debntnblt wnich ovtion the nerson tould take who wasp
'chooafn& whathur to harm thg plant-orftheur0cn. or, thq_'
-hérhon:migﬁt ratﬁef doa;rbf a rhﬁ-;han a Ioed._JTﬁis; 5o;évhr.
rather than goin; agninst tho hiorarchy.-ennhnnizes it, 'This
;ia dust tho noint tuat somo beinfs are subjoct to utilitarinn
.ctann rdse; they nay be deatroyed becauno they go ngntant nan's

1ntu-eatu lhich are conuidared 206t lnoortant bﬂcnzno =ah ln :

.ﬁa: the toy or ‘the hiorarchy--it is not considcrod Aoral to”

'uso nan in thia ut;lituri;A wAY. 1r all othor c0ndi}‘ona ware

‘ eguul,‘i.o.. 1r rnts did not bite rooplo nnd cause diauaac,'
if woedo | did not cnoue out G!hO“ plants which are useful to

zan, then T thlnk 1t could be aaf.ly snld that tne nbovn

: n1crarchy touxd hc 1n offoct-—l person uould rather d:atroy | i
an 1na11nate objoct than’ one which was ;1vln5. All'beings -
\_. -

' unuer Ban 1in the hinrnrch: arc*nubjtct to utl:i!aria* atnndurdr,_'
e uan:;onqd, but - tno hlcrurchy 10 ovidc1t exwn in 1heuo

atapdards ineaaaltas. ﬁoeda nre roata tC San *RC CAN be
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o

1“discrimin8taly done away vith by man. A'n'iﬁ:ala which may =~ - T

T

._be pests, however,.may not be 80 comnlatel}ideatroyed. Theref~'"ﬁi B
are laws governing the deatruction or animals--even . if they
/

are pests to man. _ e ' //// T

- .
o =

’ Human-beinga, then, are at the’ éop of thie hierarchy
.Thia atmilarity a;lng hunan-beiggs. howevar is not a; exnct
-identity, it ia ueraly the closest resemblanco whic “can b'. T
 r1nd to- myaalr. Fvery hupan-being dirf«rn from ev»rj other,
no ono 1a exactly like mo. hnd sope are more lire me than

otnorn. Tnua the nmount of coupasslon -ahich one hunnn-bains

"in capable of foo&ihg tor unothur human-neing vnr;va directly

~amount of si.ilarity thlcn the one sees bo%ﬂ%en

I’

himself and tne oxhor paruon. : ) '

i
o

.The rauult is. a niornrchy or beinrs fur -hich i an

0

‘.capable ot reolin( conpnaaion. Conpsnnlnn is groatust only
‘when 1t concorns othar huunn-bcingn and -han %o gct to the .
level or inanimntc obﬂecta, there 15 no ”apabi Lty or'reeling :

 'coapann1on for there iu no hanin for Xdontirlcat‘un. : Coe
| If e taku tnla Hexn: ricncod linil;rity" te bc—tno'_
basxn of Chnpanalon rather than N Y 1ntu1t110 kaovlcdge of a

conolete 1dont1ty of. all thingn, Scao"a&hnu *'n 1nconn'atancy
:corau to be ronolv«u. uia incoaaiatuncy 1n tvlét&t Qn'

nentipnea thcn LB 5otu that aie aathpvya‘cn\ uxp;arﬁtlnn

-

St . . e . . . . . 3 oy -
— ‘ . - - .
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| demands that we”nhouldlﬁavélcpmp#aaionifor everxphihr;for -
a#ef&thing is, in 1ts tfué beiﬁg, thé samé As us. Lat;r.
'hqrever, he ﬂBbertﬂ that we “do. not hnve to have c;npaas‘on :
for verytning. for [ .can, Iith moral imnuutty, 1mrona =y | o | A
‘will on an aninal and tnke its’ life in order to make, mine

-mnre plenqnnt--l who am no better’ than the an*mala: Tharo

-."cvms “to .be imphicit in vhnt Schopenhauur Bnys secqndly, a1»r - N
hic archy among beinrs und yet. nis nctaphyuﬁcal exglannt*on,
in trying Fo explain our @oral notions, ngs abq;iahed tne
hiurubéh} which.t;ﬁa.ﬁarr oretnosa\aolions;l iy not-redertinf
to Lno metnphyaical exﬂlanation ot cnapasstoa, ‘but ex; ninigg

— ,
in.the rny which hna“bsqn‘FOno anve, tno *ncunu.ntancy L8

romuv»d”ah#'thq'hicrnrchy‘wh4cn xh”prenoqt in our ;ornlity o

15 accounted for.
¥hen Schopephauwr 15'&onsiduélnr tha';:;ortpaét i
ah;uld placo oa nn1_nls, he han diff‘culty exrinlnlﬂg why.

we uo not bnvu cohcaan;on for thon AG W do to* othtr | . oy

L T
hu nn—bu*nbﬁ°'hq narnly cenguren =an for uot renii:‘nr * v
. . ' ’.

that unlgnln arq. in, thelr truo bcing. tnc naae as n.neoif. _ . -
R‘.‘.- ‘\ .

.xl;n*ly. in ‘hta diacuhslun of clnver;. Schspephawnr-chnnOt

"pxrisin -r; 8o zan} othzrvllo norul poo to‘tbulﬂ.ns%a ciayes

fgnn find no'niaa vrong in ¥t. He a‘:piy condtnaa aa~~{6: . S

nin qard-nenrtadn-an. Ixtn tazn au:ﬁnd e:?.nzat¢on huwuvm:._'

.

- 3l sesnd trut !nLa T ha bu\ter -:coun,eﬂ !o ;ue exsisnaticn sodl =

',7'4

o8

T
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CX

be ne¥{0110ws-“ In ancient times when slav»ny was condoned.

- W L

. ns walll as 7n lntor timea in Wortn Anerica, to re yna n_sig- ’ . Cl

nifiéakgmgi ference betweon the wnite man and the Negro.ua ‘
ooking ‘at. the hegro from the thite nan' 8 o Ant. of viaw the

) 3
uegro way inrerior' he hnd no civilizution 1] thu white man- - =

hnaw’it.ihe was not ns :pll-pdu;-ted as the white man was and"“

ne‘had'nOt ndvnncad'tbchnicllly ag much aa the ihito man had.
T

Pnua. the He;ro *nE nore on the lavel of an animal from the

F

white-naﬂ p,-ﬂt or vtav., In nddition, tno aukro was oa

dirrwront colcr from the -nite mnn. 1ndeod tna Oﬂvoaito

':olor,."‘khe white =an, thhww nt this aiﬂﬂ Cou‘u rnn ao nn}o

—_ ©

.rcnnon‘fqr‘"fqﬂling with" tno Reg“o bnnn ae uouid Tor an

.animal. Hence, the Hogro  LLE ;renteu like an nniuh; ﬁy ho

wnite man ana. tne thita moan I tninvd aLa oVuluthnn-of nlzanlf
. . ’
) _ , o e |

an a :cril nerson. Xhen the Hogro-riunlly becamn a clave Lo . . ' ¢~

tha shite nan, ho lived with tae Thite man 'in: ais soqtet;, Lo

he 4e1rnod tnn Iﬂltc san's -nnguax- nnu ;rac.:cod tan uhliog 7
. ——_‘_‘__“ . ) ) ) : - -
san's nkilxl,nn! toog vart in uany of the Ihx » man's ntn r’

'—‘__*—_,*‘ _ v
nctkvi'les. . Brcauge cf tnla HJleQHén' cloa«n-pw to tae -

 Wegro, tnc tnttc mun leurnqd acre about pia.'uora as4 more .

‘n:silnrit:on tn ninanlr-bdcugp‘evigcq?.' 81!2n@toi:.-:ho

-
L

€1 shmil use tno Xegro for purpoa-a of example, vt
osnvntta;ly the same Can’ be sald aboutl white pisves which - o
were Gsed 15 Ancilent tlBee as coll--tncy vcra "o rhar ;nn"

and pore Z.t le reacabkur;o to theisr magt.r :
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'\.'

vhite man roalizeﬁ that the only d;frerenco betreen him;?lr | o .

and the Negro was color and since color ia no uiynificnnt . J' ~

barrier to the cnpnbillty of foeling comnnsuion. hc felt:

caunnqsion ror the Hegro, ahd freed him.h However; individunlly,

NG owe anow, thnre are still pQOple wno r‘nd a Aifference in '\h

.color nn 1u’ﬁrmountable hnrrier to reeling canvasaioq for a

Negro. | - . o T : ..f'.- - ’
Th're'ura'turthbr'idnccurn;ian in gchopénhhﬁar*h‘ex;

Flnnntlon or anu7 af our loral notlons :nicn par= to be

. nxr.ainod 1! one 1onks nt them rron the nbove point of wiet.'

Let un look once more at wie con%ide*n;4un 0f4oar ﬂt"itaden

toinrﬂs nwinnls. ‘Schoponnnunr r@nxiz»n tnnt :gn rosogni:ou

”u' hyat cnl 1llr1ty between h*nsoxf nnJ nnlmnzn bu: ne
'c»nsureu =an fn—'nat 1nferr1n, AR 1don;i:v .ron taxu unyn‘cal
;s‘nilnrity. It noeul :o bafrle nim tnA»  man. cn190t rm trox

nrogniting a phynt cnl siuilarltt lo n-“ert&na o tn 1 ‘ﬁtrtlty-.
- ) ﬁothlng loads BGTO da'lnltixy to
"a recognition of the ideatltly &f tne
sgaontial mature 1o animsl aad : : o
hugan phenomens than w’ astudy of ' '
. .~ zoology ani snatomy. What, then,
' .Are me %o Bay wzen 8 bl goted and- - .
enutzns tootomiat haz tae tuﬁnﬂity bt s
to empbacize ar absolute, any rad '

oo L icai diffsrence bmtto.q VT8 Fﬂd "u} | ;
' aninal?l s :
éj‘ﬂchapenﬁaiwr, ne The .Basie of Morality, o. 1P - o

Y - .
- .
.



.

:In'ahswéf'to thin gue?tioﬁi thhigg.?e”are“tofaay‘ﬂpgt"' 4 : e o ~ f‘
théfzootomist is rigﬂt.A-froﬁ man's'ﬁointw;?tview l#ﬁére Lg. ,7_ ' )

a rndicﬁl difforence between ?}nnelr andg nnimals. 31thf ) ‘c-"f ’ l'-g
ﬂn;thﬂr mnr;on he can t;lk and relngn;axp‘rxencos ;ndn . ﬁ' . -

.| - . s
nttitudesethereby discoverinr thnt othu er. aorﬁuha Qpel tna

bamw an him r*th\ifzgggifze’ﬂ:}Lﬂds thinss !hich nffect hu-nn—
e, .

bningh. .o tnia basia a unn can haVe compasainn for other

hunnn-oe ngn to A rroat oxtant moro 80 than hﬂ can witn s . f_,.,'h
‘,nnighlafl ALth anizals, we tan oesd. only Az whyaicnl élnilarit: -
and nﬁ ;ne'baﬁig‘or iﬁié p;§s§calhginilarlty,fweﬂfglxd}; 1nfor.‘f§
that on &nla%? ?béib - Hiniinr\?nysical.#niﬁ.aﬁ“te-dd;uhun' , .

< - oW T

we a—e aub1vc91d to .the gane nnynicnl uti*u;un. Houuvér,ron

tnis bnuia (nnynféal ai:ilnri&? on;y) we caz Dj no zpeans auaort

a

n-compiotg,ident*t: vlth aniaalwz .utn«r than ph!ﬁ}cnl a«,n

. s - .
. 1w .

we 4o nol wnow w nt an, nnlnnl“fnolu, wn can onty upecujaln.

- : *

.« . 5Sémetimns, haan¢r.a'o do %o hnyond°tnin rccognltxnn: A A
cf » phystcal hiatlarit;'on;y. and tne} with an & 1:«1': S v

u

Il

"ona:in:a}_sufrarinrﬂ.~i ipffﬂ?lag -hlc~ we Can onl} -&r
e:lnié in otnér haaan-boing#. Hut ia th;u pcuc;blc hecauzne e

x-ue R uunow rocagﬁl'- tnaz anxﬂnlu are, xan:ioxr innarﬁéitﬁg-'!
tna nnze ns hunnn-hpings? #a. 1t Beensn. r%taor._tait it i=

2 . ‘e

4.utcauua Lo Egrao z tud nnln;l snd fool ii ar.h¢ at L:agA
sa 1f xi serc o hunha-htzfg, -Sowe nn&anln aﬂvu bodzet \ ‘

~ i ' .-

. . . - . - . .. ,
- - . - . .
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hich aro vwé& duch‘lika'OUr o'n.Jthua; -hen'ﬁuch an

_nnimal acts physicalLy like a hulnn-boinp. we infer that
“d o *

these physical.notionq, ctprcasions, etc.,-:can the. Eame thing -

as when a human-being ncts the same. ¥e. find a godd insthdcq

of thla o-ccurhnct i'n one of Schc-ponhau-lr'a".ox'anples. .‘l—hon'

e

f

tcllzns of 3 man who oxpuritnced nuch com“aasbon. he gayYs:
LIRR Ff‘-* . Tn bis book...he describes how | N
he shot his firat olepnnnt. a.
female., The next morning he
S .sent tc look for the dead anl-
Ill' all the other elephanta
“had flqd from the neignborhodd
N ~except a young one; who had
" . apent the night with nis dead
. * mother. Forgett*ng all fear,: he
came townrds the sporisaen with
the clearest and liviiest evie
, . dence of inconsolable grief, znd
; _ " put his tiny trupk around.tnes
. . ia order to Appeal for nelp...
' ht was then filled with real - , -
remorse for what he nad doney . te
and fell as ‘2L ne h.nd cowmittied - _ '
A ?urdor. . e A A - :

shis cxgap!o,'for Schoponhau-r. proica;tbht nan does aavb_ -

AR intui'é?e rvco;niticn 0f his 1denfity fllh antzals. , - ‘ -

:uzs.‘a ona"astanca in Inlch the rocognit' A haa lalut\!d
. i”uolf in -an's n..xtudon. _’ho otanp&o. nowever, seons

zore ro.a,lv to d-:nnutrn:o tnju‘-or.ﬁn;fv v tendency on

- - ~ . K

the ﬁart of-nnn. ‘How cln -:f&ot<rt.po zanb "puctxn( nis

? . ; ' F _% - ) ) - 7
. " a 4 " . . . o " .
L“'thao. Fe !?”o . L0 . A L . . e \ .
& . . . I . . . -
5 SR _
] ‘vJ /.- -
<t X v .

e
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tiny trunk around them" is-an apneal for halp?l What we X
ure_saying when we judge éugh'qgtibna of sh‘animnl thip

way is ﬁIf I WQrP an animal thin is‘what Ifuight do in

o

order to nnn.nl for help.," Thcrefore, it 15 fi;at bocuuse

-of thin onysical ainilnrity tuich we realize to exist

‘Deta"en‘animnls ana ourselves thnt we are led to uneculnte,
that an nnimnl fuels eaotionally tne name ag we do thon

:_aﬂlaalr exhibit the same physica; motiorna and exprosaionn af
we do. 1 am not denying hero tnut ruch extensiva som-

‘on rzth nninals dous qxniblt ttnelf in uﬁae puo le. 1

as mﬂruly pointin5 out &hq' tnla-oxtreaa Ldepzificntion ia

N "

& ecuxttiﬂn ana is not g*?undea on Aany, *nnnpnnblo basic.

. a

fhunr, wo cannot ‘witn Scho;enhnunr, censura al- ‘men’ becaunn

M 3

trey do not, in overy circnuatanca. porannlry ant =als in the
ab&vo'BAnnvr. Post onnla do not Teel . cnnpanﬂion fo—,nni-

male 1n tnla exttndcd sense brcause taﬂ*o iu no anutn for -

. e ; r
uucn coanaaain 1.!..¢tnert ims no ndeqnnto reaaon to belleve
u'. T

in tnias cxteq"ra a! lxlnrlty_xo anina}a. N

Farlter in 0= The Bania of Morality, Schppenhauer cltes

a con!;rzxng‘oxaﬁﬁlc of-ihp fact tﬁa:_colp&eaiag in tne
. ' : » A i .

_ o o ] :
barip of BOraiitly. That calpaunlon 1s tae pasis, 1 & aot -

dia:u:.ag nura - but the c:lapl. seems tC De azuu Jura'\*d by

e e

chn;qnnau-r -nd shen vio-ed v't *ea:ect o the c!r.aantlon

N




) , . ,.'. . ' .. ’l o ) .
of cqmpasniqn which hap'beon here proposec,u:na misunddré

~ -

"atandinz seﬂms'tO‘be'cToared up. In tniw exnmnle, bchop-

eqhauew i rernrring to a person rho, when ang*y, 15 con-', T ?

tomulatlng murdarinp someone:
Thererore"hoeverltould fain  have
) ~ nothing to regret should note R

. : .the following advice.° #hen he is : '

- 4inflamed with anger and' is think- .
ing'of doing someone else a grave ’
injury, let him vividly pteturo 4t
in his mind as thougr he nad already

T o done 1t. ie Would tnen se- the vic-
. tim atrugblg with mental and ; nynical

. pain, or with mis«ry anc dAstrosn.

" and dould be forced to aay tq hime

*

- | relf: "This is my work!" T any- .
L : thing can psaunge nis 13} it is gc
. thlB. ’ v . / i N

This 1enda us to a co .sideration of a rolated exanplie uged

‘by achcpunhnuer\thich wag also aennt tu confirz his cuq'rnt!oa

Yo ; bl [
tnat cn:nnauinn is the basis of :orality. L& Briefly ox-

-

'p:nxnpd thy oxa-pie runa nu fDllOIB' ™itug ia in l0Ve ®ita’ ‘ S
o Vasl : “ -

nogiri, out- tw—tniirtud by &, rivnl "who. u.%a,n tne :f{fection e

W f o - A ,

of ni8\§OVed cne. ltua 1u angred nnd doclden to aveago '

nizae;r b nlll‘ag th. 1n~rudor. 1ncn 1: co:eu dotn 1 1]

L

aL'unlly p¢n.ning tne nurdo hu*l‘@? ‘ﬁtua. pecauge o! the

-uf'ﬂrin wnicn hn ue '® ne vould cug i eneny th- sugh, feols
4

feapassicn. fer hln and dect doa not 14 will n. Aftsr f‘;'. ‘-' -
_ . |

“6 I‘ld-. ?. 16&- . . ’ B . ) .




A By.looking'gt the éufraripg,'then. which he would inflict on P

#

i

his enemy, TituslIag'OVeruhalﬁed‘titﬁ compasaion for him. It
gecvms, however, to be a mc}e rrevalent hupaﬂ reaction ﬁo relish

the thought of the "ientallaud'physical vain" which one's. enemy

" would surrer. Titus would design his attacx on hia enemy so0

as to c“cate the grentest anount of'au{ferinr POER 1b1o, and .
rnthe* *han the thougnt of the main dissuad ng nia, it 'ould

only push him onrto 1nvent -even crueller noana by -hzch to -
runish nis_enemy.'zThero are numé}oua crreq like tnls in which

-

the murderer has very 11ttle concern for nig victim's rain,
- many brutnl crimes 0ccur.every day. SchoPenhnucr's exnlnna'

s»ton [q; thia would be that the perion woo coznlttod such

crimes did not. have the hlghcr HHOilcdgc .nnt ail thines are,
'1n their inner ‘peing, 1d-ntieal nna—rnn,tnun, incnpﬁylo et 0
~ fesling conpassion. This Seems 1nnd0quate no'evbr,.becuuéepi
btne same parnou. 1n one, nltuation nien' rufra‘n !ron k'l‘lnq
 h1s rival.-bu\'in nnother situation would carry 9“‘ q{i

nu*unrcuu plan in thoe c*uol est way. Such a dzfruronCo in

o
o
a
*1
o
o
=]

a& tude cou . d not bo accountod ror in tn.a tay. _!r tnl
rere Titue! .ﬁ.!', the taourht et the au'fe“nr !h}ch-nc

-u_.d in? ct*pn;;&_'by'nu:derang nxz ran:d, su mentioned,
, ) ==

_—

acut lixcly pe s pl

- B - : e
gant o f:uq_c.u»;;cr nqans go earcy =“t %.r-’"' Lot ud
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. ' . 1

S * L /’ : :

BUDpOBY, “5f°Vdr. thnt Titus, in the end, did refrain from - Lo -g

«illing nis enemy. If it wag not comasnion fo; nio enemy

xch-influcﬁced_himité‘refrai; trom‘dping iﬁ, why wou.d hv
secide to do so? It su;mn/thnt it would be cbxynséi@n for
bbmf"wn elae 1nvolved in the,situnlion-;nomu;ma ¥ 1o w;pld _
alco suffux ,t‘q nsoa resulb of thé nurder, l; thih case, fer

e

nay -be the thbught of ais birlfhl aho uos‘d uo'initu y

suffer ﬁmcntnl catn™ if nnr‘n_w.boyfriund wore murdgrca;

‘
H
H

Thun, he &ould rufrain from carrying cut niso plap to murder
51s enemy. not becauze of compassion for nis cnexy, for de |
e S BRI
aan». hir to guffor, but becanwe-of commng,ion fer nls girls
I’ - . ' N
fricend.

=B to beoa mure: tyrical human reaction

to duch » Situition, But how tootats to ue agciunted for?

Ave »o Lo ogay, th oChQPGsﬂ"u r, that Ditun. rcarlsai nle

gir;fricuu':o;hd':dnhlicnl in o-r true de.ns tﬁrhizdaLI,'

#hiiv nis‘end:y wip net? Ko, Titus fult compaonisn oo the

. . - . . " . - ) r -
cepnan #he was =oct simblar to Aia.. ddd enemy was nol Lixe
niorell, ne nad vaoved 1n" on

taken ner f{rom nig--pe sad mcted directiy ggn:nit Titus' will

an: roalizec want hq-ina doing all the time, e

(43
*
2
9
{
-
&

fror Titus® point of vies was legs tuan . Buman, e 234 bt -

deserve %0 llve, Titus! girifriead, on ine axa.rmand, L6,




_innocent--gne merely pagzively full in love with another

person.” She is innocent junt ag Titus ig and he does noﬁ

want to harm her physically or memtally. Tnus, his com-

‘pasaion for pls girlfriend over-rules nis anger withn nis enemy - :
and he rafraine from hie ourderfus olan. He'"fcels witn" :nn

- pbrson with whor he is capable of feeling with; tha nerson

.

wno i858 most éinilar to'hii. . s e

‘. . :
Now if no such p-rson is involved &if the person

\qtempinting,the murder dooa not find any vrrson ﬁ?r ;non
e ¢nn fcel~connasaion), tnen the mu"der will mo"t Liaelr
pé r;rried out. | In‘tno above oxaunle, Titur may ludge hia - \
;1rl'*innd to be cuunllj an oneny ug tho tntruie and tnnre;

- »

fdré kild tﬂwﬁ bota. 'Or. na may r frain {ron ki.ling nin

foneav for a a*f‘urant feason. ?of:exhﬁplo ccif—intvrost

zay «nt r in and ne will nut kill the 1ntruder bccnuﬁﬂ.no

'tninna tnat tnls will make hins 51rlfr£end lens rnoponuivu to.

'gié.? wnetnar n uarﬁnn fesle combannion, howevor, dcpunds on

toat puruan's twint of v ev anu -hon Re socs to be n'nilar )

1o ;ian;lf. do -111 navc couzaanion adly ror thir aizmilar .

5 ﬁerdon—-thu n-r501 ¥no, in Bis fudgement, fa The ant C S

oo
‘nln-lur to hlnrelf., Connasaion 60eu X34 arise.t:gz'an in-

-

tJA% v rocognlt q of the ldextilty of all taings, for toin

-

“does not accouat {or acw sv can have Cdﬂhlﬂﬂlna for cze Ders.d -

«ile nct for anotner,



. . -~
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Everyone‘ha .8 different subjective viewooint _thus, each

pcrsOn will nave certain other neople for whom he is aole tu

. feul compqsnion,.and those for whom he is8 not; depand%ng.nn

whom he s¢rs to.be simllar to nimself. Man, however, ex- .
. N v . ' ' X " .' . .

rresses nis gomaasion thraugh moral oprinciples. Thie is

a p}nduc;'o{ rrnticnal reflecticn aqﬁ'in ﬁﬁch,fpflbction, e

T rualizé tnat thcro are no oﬁ}eciive reasons.for consldering

_one humnn-oeing wortny of more resoect than anothvr. Thua}
throush our moral nrincinles xQ uostrnr* r—on our. .ndlv-dunl

'ul ustions Pnd 1nd1vxdunl capabilltins o[ fnﬂling romnnaaion

L -

i
+

and nnaer. that "all nmen are oqua;“ ‘and hence deacrvc the
.. . /
same nmount or coamaﬂsion. Fver tnauga we'nmay not bn nole

R 35} foel co:paanlon tor a cort»lp r-rson, then ¥o are co3-

nelled by moral laws (or legal lawe as tne cn&c zay Dol, a0t

. . 3 \ . _' -'l’.
'tc ln}uro him, i.e;. ta'act tc-ards ni: io thne dame say as.
RS o ) ) R -
Cwe. wouid -4t we dxd feel cosnans*on for nim. Further, so

.

reailze tnst nninl‘n are nbt the mane nr NS, ani as w. rtnu L

-
.
\

~

re do 1A% hzvo an uncandit*cnal ru;c 23 to aot inrr~ar¢nx on

) — ' ‘ ‘
an aniunl's.“rrgntn“-aa we do for ntncr.pquia. inaninate

"ot ilects, ROWeRer, u!ncc thoy Ere 11 no nxhri'icant resvect
) . e
gimilar to us, warraat no lOr!; ‘resrect froa 4u.- j_- f

- Thus, we paye our morai motlone, t:xch!;ava ariaesn

' - Lo : ’ - DU o
from Our capability ¢f faeling comrassien, st 1ato‘ug¢1c' .

-y " . - . . it . -

Y



- . ' L : ‘ ° .

categpries; pe‘haye the most capabiliﬁy of feeling com-

rassion for our feliow-mah, and. no cgquility of.feeiing

. . v
\ " .

cowpasnion for 1nanimate objectn. 1fThebe dk(ferént éap- ) \

1ties are reflected‘in our moral 1aus. ‘thero are uhcon—

"

gitionaL laws regnrding ran and leas gevere lqts governing

our actiona iitn reupect to beinga for 'hich we ﬂrc 105h cap—

P ) ) ¢

aulo of fvelins connaaaion.‘

L " As Schopenhauer pointa out, when thxro are no hrinciplns,

or when’ thny “"show 81555 or brenﬁing down" we must rely on
our individual canabilitias of fe-line CUnpnﬁrion.. ‘hisll

v -

capability. ho'avor. vsrlca t'om iquvidual to Lndividunl

depending on. :hat eacn E:LLT:] tc be stnllnr Lo nlﬂﬂwl . “nuh_

without ﬁrinciplou, or xn R siﬁyuticn in -nxch tnoy are no~

a4 w

--, offoc;;ve,‘(nn 1n.tho exnu ple of Titus,'tnosa ange" OVeFCAwo_x

“his respect-fnr poral law),‘ﬁuch 1nd;v1dunl r.aortﬂ_to nie

own cunab*lity uf reeling conpnasion. S ‘ i ' _ - e

Tais explanﬁt‘an of conhauuxon gecas 1o oxﬁ-a' % our

clfrvrxnu norul notienn rrou 1nd111duﬂl to ,wdivzd al botker.'
. o . .

for exnnplu -hy does one pcruon res“eut an lnlanl'n lec s

. Er .
+

u”ccnditlunnl y vhl‘e anotiier does not? ?t s because tneg
VI

pavson thu nnn nach 'y raan«ct !or an,anlu belzovon ic an

e:counivo a*n.ln ly hatvaea nﬁanc;r a»d a-iun;n. l.o.._ne
;
has the chpahzlity of fee‘ln; ranpanaion 'o* arn nﬁisa; 19 the
o -

CREA. ux:ent .ha{ bo d0: ¢ ror anctho— nusla-beinu.. ﬁhn'ne'

. . . . 3
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this attitude 18 a reaﬁltgof personifying animals, or results

. - / ; . : '- !
from an undsual Ansignt which asserts thut‘eicrythihg 18.1den- -7
ticaf in its true be*ng to everything elqe, is of no imnortance--

-

© my cnnanility of fecling . comoassion depends on‘what I sea to

-, 0& similnr to myqelr 'heth r1 am objectively gorroct o not. o -

Tnus,'we nre not denying to Schooenhauer that some

'poovla nay think that they.are in. their truo bving 1dentical

T witn Lvervthing olsﬂ and that they ‘ay act ac:o*din?ly, we

are merely donying tnnt tnln can ba an ex: lunat‘on of hu:nn

' morality as & 1hola. It obscuren Bany. ordinnry uornl not*ona
rather tqnn explainlnr .he!. Comnasuioq 15 baaed on @ FGCf.
ohnitiJu of s*nilnri.y bhtaeew myaelr nnd othcrn, bat ;t

seers to be thiu "exn rievqxﬂ Bimilar*ty" not an. 1ntuitivelv

"ecogﬂi:ud identlty :h;ch isn res Jent tn pome Of ug. Itrxa

E

tnis. metapnynzcal axplnnatlon of tne basin of morality whicn . -
"enu«ru'écnoneﬂbaue s nthicn ineffrciive as far nr accountia’
ro: buzar-actiona. ¥hon a basia.of comonssisu ie found uxtnaut

-reuortrnr L s ‘tnis metaphysical apeculation, gur moral sotlonm!

Geem to bR ewpinined rather than obscured,

»
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