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Twilight of the Idols or How to Philosophize with a Hammer

By
Friedrich Nietzsche

Preface.

In the midst of a gloomy and beyond measure responsible thing to maintain
your serenity is no small piece of art: and yet, what would be necessary than
cheerfulness? Not a thing falls, where the person has not the arrogance in their
share. The excess of force is the only evidence of force. - A revaluation of all
values, this question mark so black, so tremendous that it casts shadows on them
who it is - a fate of task forces at any moment, to walk in the sun, shake a heavy,
too hard who have become serious by itself. Every means is this right, each "case"
Is a godsend. Above all the war. The war has always been the great wisdom of all
too inward, too profound spirits who have become, even in a wound is still
healing. A maxim whose origin | withhold the learned curiosity had long been my
motto:

increscunt animi, virescit volner virtus.

[Translator note: “Mental growth, strong power wound.” Or, “spirits increase,
vigor grows through a wound.”
By Aulus Furius Antias (lived 100 BC), Noctes Atticae, #32]

Another recovery, possibly more desirable to me, is sounding out idols...
There are more idols than realities in the world: that is my "evil eye" for this world,
which is also my "evil ear”... here once with a hammer questions provide and,
perhaps, hear as a reply that famous hollow sound which speaks of bloated entrails
- what a delight for one who has ears even behind his ears, has - for me, an old
psychologist and pied piper before whom just that which would remain silent,
according must be...

This essay - the title betrays it - is above all a recreation, a spot of sunshine,
a leap sideways into the idleness of a psychologist. Perhaps a new war? And are



new idols sounded out?... This little essay is a great declaration of war (grosse
Kriegserkl&rung), and regarding the sounding out of idols, it is time not just idols,
but eternal idols, which are here touched with a hammer as with a tuning fork -
there are altogether no older, no convincing lower, no puffed-up (aufgeblaseneren)
idols... Also, no more hollow... That does not mean they are the most believed, also
said to be especially the case in chief, not quite idol...

Turin, on 30 September 1888,
on the day when the first book* came to completion the revaluation of all values
(Umwerthung aller Werthe).

[*Reference by Nietzsche is to his ‘book’ Der Antichrist in English the title could
be translated as The Anti-Christian or The Antichrist or The Anti-Christ,

final subtitle: Curse on Christianity (Fluch auf das Christenthum).Written

in September 3 to 30, 1888; but first published end of November 1894].

FRIEDRICH NIETZSCHE.

Maxims and Arrows.

1.

Idleness is the beginning of all psychology. How? psychology would be one-truck?
2.

Even the most courageous of us has the courage rarely to what he actually knows...
3.

To live alone, must be a beast or a God - says Aristotle. Missing the third case: one
must be both - Philosopher...
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"All truth is simple.” - Is that not doubly a lie? -
5.

| want to know one and for all, not much. - The wisdom of knowledge also draws
boundaries.

6.

One recovers in his wild nature at its best unnaturalness of his spirituality...
7.

How? Man is only a mistake of God? Or God merely a mistake of man? -
8.

From the military school (Kriegsschule) of life. - What does not kill me makes me
stronger.

(Aus der Kriegsschule des Lebens. — Was mich nicht umbringt, macht mich
stérker).

[Translator note. This maxim (#8) is one of the most famous quotes from
Nietzsche. See the concept Kriegsschule’ in Nietzsche’s notebook of Spring 1888
18 [1]. A slightly different versions of this section is in one of the Nietzsche’s
notebook and has this version of the maxim #8: “What does not kill us — that
bring us to that makes us stronger. Il faut le tuer Wagnerisme.” English translation
from French of the last sentence might be: “He must be killed, Wagnerism”. Spring
1888 15 [118]. Complete text in German and French for the other version: [“Was
uns nicht umbringt — das bringen wir um, das macht uns stéarker. 1l faut tuer le
Wagnerisme”]. Notebook: Spring 1888 15 [118].

9.
Help yourself: will you still helps everyone. Principle of charity.

10.



That one's own acts committed against cowardice! that they can not afterwards be
in stitches! - The bite of conscience is indecent.

11.

Can an ass be tragic? - That one to perish under a burden that you bear, nor can
throw?... The case of the philosopher.

12.

One has to be why? of life, compatible with almost any how you look? - Man does
not strive for happiness, only the Englishman does.

13.

The man who created the woman - resulting in yet? From a rib of his God, - his
"ideal"...

14.

What? Looking for? You want to increase you a hundredfold? you are looking for
followers? - Find zeros! -

15.

Posthumous people - | for example - are understood worse than contemporary,
but heard better. Strict: we will never understand - and therefore our authority...

16.

Among women. - "The truth? Oh you do not know the truth! Is it not an attack on
all our pudeur (modesty)" ? -

17.

This is an artist, how | love artists, modest in his needs: he really wants only two
things, his bread and his art, - panem et Circen... [bread and Circen]

18.

Whose will not to put things in white, who puts more into it, at least one sense: that
IS, he believes that a will is already in it (principle of "faith").



19.

How? you chose virtue and upscale Breast askance at the same time and see the
advantages to the unscrupulous? - But with the renouncing (virtue waiver,
Tugendverzichtet,) you click on "advantages"... (an anti-Semite at the front door.)

[German: Wie? ihr wahltet die Tugend und den gehobenen Busen und seht
zugleich scheel nach den Vortheilen der Unbedenklichen? — Aber mit der Tugend
verzichtet man auf ,,Vortheile“... (einem Antisemiten an die Hausthiir.)].

20.

The perfect woman commits literature as it commits a small sin to attempt in
passing, looking around, if someone notices, and assured someone noticed them...

21.

Go in noisy situations in which one may have no apparent virtues, but where, like
the tightrope walker on his rope, either stands or falls - or is it...

22.

"Evil men have no songs." - How is it that the Russians have songs?
23.

"German spirit" for eighteen years, a contradiction in terms.
24,

So that one looks for the beginnings, it is cancer (Krebs). The historian looks back
at last, he also believes backward.

25.

Satisfaction protects itself from colds. Who ever knew to a woman who dressed
well, cold? - I put the case that it was hardly dressed.

26.

I'm suspicious of all systematizers and go out of their way. The will to system is a
lack of righteousness (probity, Rechtschaffenheit). [German: Ich misstraue allen



Systematikern und gehe ihnen aus dem Weg. Der Wille zum System ist ein Mangel
an Rechtschaffenheit].

[Translator note. Early version from notebook 1888, 15 [118]. “We distrust all
systematizers, we go out of their way. The will to a system is, at least for us
thinkers, something that compromised, a form of immorality.” (“Wir militrauen
allen Systematikern, wir gehen ihnen aus dem Weg. Der Wille zum System ist, fiir
uns Denker wenigstens, etwas, das compromittirt, eine Form der Unmoralitét)”].

21.

You hold the woman for deep - why? because you never when it comes to the
bottom. The woman is not even flat.

28.

If the woman has manly virtues, it is to run away, and if it has no male virtues, it
will run it themselves.

29.

"How much formerly had the conscience to bite? which it had good teeth? - And
now? what is missing "- question of a dentist.

30.

One commits a rare haste alone. In the first one always does too much
haste. Precisely for this reason we usually commits a second - and now it does too
little...

31.

The worm, which came curves. So it is wise. It thus reduces the probability of
being replaced by new. In the language of morality: humility. -

32.

There is a hatred of falsehood and deception from an irritable sense of honor, there
IS just such a hatred of cowardice, inasmuch as the lie that is forbidden by a
divine commandment. Too cowardly to lie...



33.

How little is to happiness! The sound of a bagpipe. - Without music, life would be
a mistake. The German imagines even God singing songs.

34.

On ne peut penser et écrire qu'assis [One cannot think and write except when
seated]. (G. Flaubert). - So | got you, nihilist! The staying power is precisely
the sin against the Holy Spirit. Issued only thoughts have value.

35.

It gives cases where we are like horses, we fall psychologists, and anxiety: we see
our own shadow in front of us down and fluctuate. The psychologist must gaze
beyond himself in order to see at all.

36.

Whether we do immoralists virtue of damage? - Just as little, as the anarchists of
the princes. It was only when they are wounded they are sitting firmly on her
throne. Moral: you have to shoot the morale.

37.

You're running ahead? - You are like as the shepherd? or as an exception? A third
case would be the runaway... First question of conscience (Gewissensfrage.)

38.

Are you real? or just an actor? A representative? or the self-represented? - Finally,
you're even just a fake actor... Second question of conscience.

39.

The disappointed speaks. - | was looking for great people, | always found only the
apes of their ideal.

40.

Are you one who is watching? or creates the hand? - Or abstinence, is at
page?... Third question of conscience.



41.

Will you go with? or go ahead? or go for you?... You have to know what you want
and that you want. Fourth question of conscience.

42.

Those were steps for me, | climbed over them, - that | had over them. But they
thought | wanted to sit on them to rest...

43.

What does it matter that | am right! I have too much law. - And who laughs -
laughs best today, and last.

44,

Formula of my happiness: a Yes, No, a straight line, a goal... (Formel meines
Gliicks: ein Ja, ein Nein, eine gerade Linie, ein Ziel...)

The Problem of Socrates.

1.

About life in all ages the wisest have judged same: it is no good... Always
and everywhere one has heard from their lips the same sound - a sound full of
doubt, full of melancholy, full of weariness of life, full of resistance to life. Even
Socrates said, when he died: "To live - that is a long time to be sick: I'm guilty of
the savior to Asclepius, a rooster." Even Socrates was tired of it. - What
does this prove? What has it? - Formerly one would have said (- oh, it has said it
loud enough and progress and our pessimists): "This must be at least somewhat
true! The consensus of the sages proves the truth.”- Will we still talk like
that? shall we? "There must be at least somewhat sick™ - we give the answer: these
wisest men of all time, should you handsomely just to close up! Were they all
perhaps shaky on their legs more tightly? late? shaky? decadents? That wisdom
appears on earth as a raven, inspired by a little whiff of carrion?...
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2.

Myself is this irreverence that the great sages are decay-type, first occurred
to me, especially in a case where it is most strongly opposed by both scholarly and
illiterate prejudice: | recognized Socrates and Plato as symptoms of degeneration,
tools of the Greek dissolution, pseudo-Greek, anti-Greek ('Birth of Tragedy"
1872). That consensus of the sages - that | understood better and better - proves at
least that they were right in what they agreed on: it shows rather that they
themselves, these wisest men, some agree physiological corresponded to a negative
stand on the same way to life, - need to stand. Judgments, value judgments about
life, for or against it, can never finally be true: they have value only as symptoms,
they come only as symptoms into consideration - in themselves such judgments are
stupidities. You have to stretch out one's fingers and make an attempt to grasp this
amazing finesse, that the value of life cannot be estimated. Not by the living,
because such a party, even a bone of contention and not judges, not by a dead,
others for a reason. - For a philosopher to see the value of life remains a problem
even in such an objection to him, a question mark on his wisdom, an unwisdom. -
How? and all these great wise men - they were not only decadents, they were not
wise? - But | return to the problem of Socrates.

3.

Socrates was, after his origin, the lowest class: Socrates was rabble. We
know you see it yourself, how ugly he was. But ugliness, in itself an objection, is
among the Greeks almost a refutation. Was Socrates a Greek at all? Ugliness is
often enough the expression of a crossed, thwarted by crossing development. In or
it appears as declining development. The criminalist anthropologists among us say
that the typical criminal is ugly: monstrum in facade monstrum in animo
[Translator note: “monster in the mind.” Or, “monster in face, monster in
soul]. But the criminal is a decadent. Was Socrates a typical criminal? - At least,
that would not contradict the famous physiognomist sentence that sounded so
offensive to the friends of Socrates. A foreigner, who knew about faces, said as he
passed through Athens, told Socrates to his face, a monster — that he harbored any
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bad vices and appetites themselves. And Socrates merely answered: "You know
me, sir!" -

4.

On decadence in Socrates suggests not only the admitted desolation and
anarchy of his instincts: but also indicated that the logical and superfetation
(Superfotation) and those rickety-malice (Rhachitiker-Bosheit) which distinguishes
him. Nor should we forget those auditory hallucinations, which, as "daimonion of
Socrates," have been interpreted into religiously. Everything is exaggerated, buffo,
a caricature of him, everything is also concealed, ulterior, subterranean. - Seeking
to comprehend what idiosyncrasy begot that Socratic comes from equation of
reason = virtue = happiness: that most bizarre equation, which gives it special and
has to all the instincts of the older Hellenics against it.

5.

With Socrates, Greek taste changes in favor of the dialectic: what really
happened there? Above all, a will contractor forwards tastes defeat, and the mob
comes on top of the dialectic. Before Socrates repudiated in good society dialectic
manners: they were considered bad manners, they were compromising. The young
were warned against them. Also present were distrusted all such motives of his
reasons. Honest things, like honest men, their reasons are not in your hand. It is
indecent to show all five fingers. What must first be proved is worth
little. Wherever authority still forms part of good where you do not "justified", but
commands, the dialectician is a kind of buffoon: one laughs at him, one does not
take him seriously. - Socrates was the buffoon who got himself taken seriously:
what really happened there? -

6.

One chooses dialectic only when one has no other means. One knows that
one arouses mistrust with it, that it is not very persuasive. Nothing is easier to wipe

12



than a dialectical effect: the experience of every meeting, where it speaks, is proof
of that it can only be self-defense, in the hands of such as no longer have other
weapons. You have to enforce one's right: but rather it makes no use of it. The
Jews were therefore dialectician; Reynard the fox was: how? and Socrates was?
[‘Reynard the fox” most likely Nietzsche was thinking of the story of Reineke
Fuchs by Johann Wolfgang von Goethe, 1794. See Sammtliche Werke, book V, p.
121-300].

7.

- Is the irony of Socrates an expression of revolt? of mob resentment? he
enjoys as one oppressed his own ferocity in the knife-thrusts of the
syllogism? He avenges himself on the noble, whom he fascinates? - Man has, as a
dialectician, a merciless tool in hand, you can become a tyrant, it is only by wins.
The dialectician leaves it to his opponent to prove that no idiot: he makes furious,
he makes at the same time helpless. The dialectician renders the intellect of his
opponent. - How? The revenge dialectic is only one form in Socrates?

8.

| have given to understand, Socrates could repel: it remains to explain the
more so that he fascinates. - That he discovered a new agon [Greek: solemn
contest] that he make the first fencing master for the circles of Athens is one thing.
He fascinates by appealing to the agonistic instinct of the Greeks - he introduced a
variation into the wrestling match between young men and youths. Socrates was
also a great erotic (ein grosser Erotiker).

9.

But Socrates guessed even more. He looked through his noble Athenians; he
realized that his case, his idiosyncrasy, was no longer exceptional. The same kind
of degeneration was everywhere present in the breast: old Athens was coming to an
end. - And Socrates understood that all the world needed him - his agent, his cure,

13



his personal artifice of self-preservation... Everywhere the instincts were in
anarchy, and everyone could put five steps of excess: the monstrum in animo
[“monster in the mind.” Or, ‘monster in face, monster in soul’] was the general
danger. "The impulses want to play the tyrant; against a tyrant must be reveals
invent who is stronger "... When the physiognomist had Socrates, who he was, a
cave of bad appetites, the great ironist still another word, which gives the key to
him. “This is true, he said, but | mastered them all." As Socrates becomes master
over himself? - His case was basically just the extreme case, only the most striking
instance of what was then beginning to be the universal distress: that no one was
more about the masters that the instincts turned against each other. He fascinates as
this extreme case - his fearsome ugliness proclaimed him for each eye: he
fascinates, as a matter of course, still more as an answer, a solution, an

apparent cure of this case. -

10.

If one finds it necessary to make sense of a tyrant, as Socrates did, not that
the danger must be small, that something else makes the tyrant. The reasonableness
guess at that time was the savior, neither Socrates nor his "patients”, be reasonable
- it was de rigueur [rigor], it was their last resort. The fanaticism with which all
Greek reflection throws itself upon rationality betrays a desperate situation they
were in danger, they had only one choice: to either die or go - to be absurdly
rational... The moralism of the Greek philosopher Plato is pathologically
conditioned; as their estimation of dialectics. Reason = virtue = happiness means
merely that one must imitate Socrates and counter the dark appetites with
a permanent daylight - the daylight of reason. One must be clever, clear, bright at
any price: any concession to the instincts, leads down to the unconscious...

11.

| have given to understand, which Socrates fascinated: he seemed to be a
physician, a savior. Is it necessary to demonstrate the error that lay in his belief in
"rationality at any price"? - It is a self-deception on the part of philosophers and
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moralists, so extricating themselves from decadence that they make war against

it. Extrication (Heraustreten) lies beyond their strength, what they choose as a
means, as salvation is itself just another expression of decadence -

they change their expression, they cannot do it away themselves. Socrates was a
misunderstanding, and the entire correctional morality, the Christian, was a
misunderstanding... The most glaring daylight, rationality at any price, the lives of
bright, cold, cautious, conscious, without instinct, in opposition to the instincts was
itself only a disease, another disease - and no means a return to "virtue," must fight
for 'health’, thankfully... The instincts - that is the formula for decadence: as long as
life is ascending, happiness equals instinct is. -

12.

- Did he himself understand yet, the wisest of all self-out-smarter
[outwitters, Selbst-Uberlister]? He said the last, to the wisdom of his
courage in death?... Socrates wanted to die - not Athens, he gave himself the
poisoned chalice, he forced Athens to the cup of poison... "Socrates is no
physician, he spoke softly to himself: death alone is a doctor here... Socrates
himself was only ill for a long...”

The "reason" in Philosophy.

1.

You ask me what is all idiosyncrasy among philosophers?... For example,
their lack of historical sense, their hatred of the idea itself of becoming, theirs
Egypticism (Agypticismus). Do you think of a thing to be honored if they
dehistoricize same, sub specie aeterni [under the aspect of eternity] - if they turn it
into a mummy. All that philosophers have handled for millennia, were conceptual
mummies (Begriffs-Mumien); there was nothing real to life from their hands. They
Kill, they fill out that these gentlemen term, idolaters, when they worship - they are
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all dangerous when they worship. The death of change, the age as well as
procreation and growth, they are objections - even refutations. What is not, is what
Is not... Now they all believe, even with despair at beings (Seiende). But since it's
not captured, they are looking for reasons why it denies it to them. "There must be
a sham, an imposture it be that we do not perceive the being (Seiende): where is
the deceiver" — “We have it, they scream happily, the sensuality of it is! These
senses, which are also otherwise immoral, they deceive us about the real world.
Moral: get rid of the delusion, from becoming, from history, from the lie - History
Is nothing but faith in the senses, faith in the lie. Moral: saying no to everything,
what gives faith to the senses, to all the rest of humanity: that is all "people". Be a
philosopher, his mummy, which represents the monotono-theism by a gravedigger-
mimicry (Todtengraber-Mimik)! - And away from all the body, this wretched idée
fixe of the senses! they carry all the errors of logic that there is refuted, even
impossible, if it is already bold enough to behave as truly!"... (Und weg vor Allem
mit dem Leibe, dieser erbarmungswirdigen idée fixe der Sinne! behaftet mit allen
Fehlern der Logik, die es giebt, widerlegt, unmdglich sogar, ob er schon frech
genug ist, sich als wirklich zu gebérden!®...)

2.

| suppose with a high reverence for the name of Heraclitus's side. If the other
philosopher-folk rejected the testimony of the senses, because they showed
multiplicity and change, he rejected their testimony because they showed things as
if they were permanent and unity. Heraclitus too did the senses injustice. The same
lie neither in the way the Eleatics believed it, even as they believed it - they do not
lie at all. What are we made of their testimony to make the sets only inside the lie,
for example, the lie of unity, the lie of materiality, the substance of life... "Reason"
is the cause for us to falsify the testimony of the senses. Insofar as the senses are,
passing away, showing the change, they do not lie... But that will forever be right
Heraclitus, that Being is an empty fiction (dass das Sein eine leere Fiktion ist). The
"apparent"” (“scheinbare”) world is the only one: the “true (wahre) world" is only
now been a lie (nur hinzugelogen)...
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3.

- And what fine tools of observation, we have to our senses! This nose for
example, has spoken of the philosopher with no reverence and gratitude, even for
the time being the most delicate instrument, which we are entitled to bid: it can
even minimal differences of motion detect which is not even ascertained the
spectroscope. We have today just as much science as we have decided the
testimony of the senses to assume - as we sharpen them yet, arm, and learned to
think over. The rest is miscarriage and not-yet-science: to say metaphysics,
theology, psychology, and epistemology. Or formal science, theory of signs: how
the logic and that logic applied to mathematics. In comes the reality not before
them, not even a problem, any more than the question of the value of any such sign
convention (Zeichen-Convention), as is the logic-

4.

The other idiosyncrasy of the philosophers is no less dangerous: it is the last
and the first to be confused. The set, which comes at the end -
unfortunately! because it should not come! - The "highest concepts”, that is the
most general, the emptiest concepts, the last smoke of evaporating reality at the
beginning than the beginning. It is this worship again only the expression of their
kind: the higher may not grow out of the lower, not allowed to be grown... Moral:
everything is first class, must be causa sui [self-caused]. The origin of something
else regarded as an objection, as a value-questioning (Werth-Anzweifelung). All
values are top of the first rank, all the highest terms, the everlasting, the
unconditioned, the good, the true, the more perfect - all this can not be made, must
therefore be causa sui [self-caused]. All this can also not dissimilar, may not be in
conflict with itself... So they have their stupendous concept 'God'... The last,
thinnest, emptiest is put first, as a cause in itself, as ens realissimum [most real
being]... That humanity the suffering of sick brain spider weaver had to take it
seriously! - And they have paid dearly for it!...
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- Imagine, finally, however, on which various species, we (- | say we
politely...) the problem of error and the mere appearance put into the eye. Formerly
they took the change, the change, becoming even as evidence of illusory, as a sign
that something had to be there, which would lead us astray. Today, conversely, we
see just as far as the rational prejudice compels us to unity, identity, permanence,
substance, cause, thinghood, Being (Sein), to put it to ourselves to a certain extent
involved in the error, necessity to error, so we certainly due to a rigorous
recalculation with us about the fact that the error here. It is no different than with
the movements of the great orb: with these, the error has our eyes; here he
has proof to our language lawyer. The language belongs to their origin at the time
of the most rudimentary form of psychology: we come into a rough fetish essence,
if we look at the basic prerequisites (Grundvoraussetzungen), of language
metaphysics, in German, of reason, to bring awareness. This looks everywhere
doer and doing believes in will as cause in general, believe that ego is "I", in the
ego as being, in the ego as substance, and projected the belief in the ego-substance
upon all things - it only creates that the term "thing"... Being is everywhere into
thought as a cause, foisted; from the conception "I" is followed only when derived,
the term "being” is... At the beginning of the great calamity of error that the will is
something that affects - that will is a fortune... Today we know that he only has one
word... Much later, in a thousand times more enlightened world came to safety, the
subjective confidence in the handling of the categories of reason philosophers with
surprise to consciousness: they concluded that the same could not be derived from
the empirical world - indeed the whole empirical stand in contradiction to them. So
where do they originate? - And in India as in Greece has made the same mistake:
"We must ever be in a higher world been at home (- instead of a lower very much
what would have been the truth!). We must have been divine, for we have the
reason!™... In fact, nothing has so far had a more naive than the persuasion of his
mistake, as it was formulated, for example, from the Eleatics: every word he has
for himself, each set for themselves, we are talking about! - Even the opponents of
the Eleatics still succumbed to the seduction of their Being-concept (Seins-
Begriffs): Democritus, among others, when he invented his atom... "Reason" in
language: oh what a deceitful old wenches! | fear we are not going on God,
because we still believe (faith, glauben) in grammar...
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6.

You will thank me when | crowding so essential, so new insight into four
theses: | so would facilitate the understanding, | call out to the opposition
(contradiction, Widerspruch).

First sentence (Satz). The reasons pointed out "this" world has been
described as apparently rather justify their reality - a different kind of reality is
completely undetectable.

Second sentence. The signs, which have been given the "true Being (wahre
Sein)" of things are the hallmarks of non-Being (Nicht-Seins), of nothingness, -
one the "true world" is made up of the opposition to the true world: indeed an
apparent (scheinbare) world, insofar they merely a moral-optical illusion
(moralisch-optische Tauschung).

Third sentence. Tales from an "other" than this world has no meaning,
provided that an instinct of slander, diminution, suspicion of life is made perfect in
us: in the latter case, we avenge ourselves alive with the phantasmagoria of
"another" a "better" life.

Fourth sentence. The world differ in a "true" and an "apparent (scheinbare)",
whether in the nature of Christianity, whether in the nature of Kant (a cunning
Christians last but not least) is only a suggestion of decadence, - a symptom of
declining life... That the artist the appearance of higher estimates than the reality, is
no objection against this sentence. Because "appearances™ here means the
reality once again, only in a select, gain, proofs... The tragic artist is no pessimist -
he just says yes to everything questionable and terrible itself, he is Dionysian...
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As the "true world" finally became a fable.
(Wie die ,,wahre Welt“ endlich zur Fabel wurde).

History of an Error.

(Geschichte eines Irrthums).

1). The true world (wahre Welt) attainable for the sage, the pious, the virtuous man - he
lives in it, he is it. (Oldest form of the idea, relatively clever, simple and
persuasive. Paraphrase of the sentence "I, Plato, am the truth™.)

2). The true world, unattainable for now, but promised for the sage, the pious, the
virtuous man (“for the sinner who repents").
(Progress of the idea: it is subtle, insidious, incomprehensible - it is woman, it
becomes Christian...)

3). The true world unattainable, unprovable, unpromisable, but the very thought of a
consolation, an obligation, an imperative.
(Basically the old sun, but seen through mist and skepticism throughout, the idea has
become sublime, pale, Nordic, Konigsbergian.)

4). The true world - unattainable? In any case, none. And as well as
unmatched, unknown. Consequently, not consoling, redeeming, or obligating: what
could something unknown obligate us?...
(Gray morning. The first yawn of reason. The cockcrow of positivism.)

5). The "true world" - an idea that is good for nothing, not even obligating - an
unnecessary, one idea, which has become superfluous, consequently a refuted idea: we
make it off!

(Bright day, breakfast, return of good sense and cheerfulness; Plato's blushes;
pandemonium of all free spirits.)

We have abolished the true world: what world has remained? The apparent
(scheinbare) one perhaps?... But no! With the true world we have also abolished the
apparent!
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6). (Noon; moment of the shortest shadow; end of the longest error; high point of
humanity; INCIPIT ZARATHUSTRA.)

[It begins Zarathustra]. [Note: The Gay Science: la gaya scienza, 1886, end of 4"
book, #342, Incipit tragoedia all references go back to Nietzsche’s image of
Zarathustra.]

Morality as anti-nature.

1.

All passions have a time when they are merely disastrous, when they pull
down with the severity of the stupidity of their victims - and a later, much later,
where they marry with the mind to "spiritualize”. Formerly it was because of the
stupidity in the passion, the passion of the war itself: they conspired for their
destruction - all the old moral monsters are unanimous about it, "il faut les tuer
passions.” [one must Kill the passions]. The most famous formula that is what the
New Testament, in that Sermon on the Mount, where, incidentally, things are not
quite seen from a height. It is there, for example with practical application to the
said sex "if thine eye offend thee, pluck it out™: fortunately no Christian acts in
accordance with this provision. The passions and desires destroy, merely to prevent
their stupidity and the unpleasant consequences of their stupidity, now seems itself
merely as an acute form of stupidity. We do not admire more,
which tear the teeth so they do not hurt anymore... going with some equity on the
other hand admitted that on the ground, has grown from Christianity, the term
"spiritualization of passion™ could not be conceives by the dentists. The first
church was fighting, as you know, against the "intelligent” in favor of the "poor in
spirit" as one might expect from it an intelligent war against passion? - The church
fights passion with excision in every sense: its practice, its "cure" is the castratism.
It never asks: "how spiritualized, beautified, deify a craving you?" - It has laid the
emphasis at all times of discipline on extirpation (of sensuality, of pride, lust,
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avarice, of vengefulness). - Means to attack, but the passions at the root of the
attack at the root of life: the practice of the church is hostile to life...

2.

The same agent, intersection, extermination, is instinctively chosen in the
struggle with a desire by those who are too weak-willed, too degenerate, to replace
the one measure in it can, from those natures, the La Trappe have need of, spoken
in parable (and without a parable -), any hostility final statement, a gap between
itself and a passion. Radical means are indispensable only the degenerates, and the
weakness of will, some talk, the inability not to react to a stimulus, is itself merely
another form of degeneration. The radical hostility, the deadly hostility against
sensuality is a thoughtful symptom: it is therefore entitled to make conjectures
about produce the total state of such excessive. - Those hostility, this hatred is only
incidentally to its tip, even when such natures for radical cure, the cancellation of
their "devil" no longer have enough strength. One of watching the whole story of
the priest and philosopher, the artist added taken: the poisonous against the senses
IS not said of the impotent, nor by ascetics, but by the impossible ascetics, by those
who would have been necessary, ascetics to be...

3.

The spiritualization of sensuality is called love (Die Vergeistigung der
Sinnlichkeit heisst Liebe): it is a great triumph over Christianity. Another man
triumph is our spiritualization of hostility (Feindschaft). It is that we deeply
understand the value that it has to have enemies: in short, that one does, and vice
versa as they formerly did, and closes shut. The church was at all times, the
destruction of their enemies: we, and we immoralists and antichrist, see our
advantage is that the church is... In politics, the hostility now become more
spiritual - much wiser, more thoughtful, more gentle. Almost every party
understands their self-interest of conservation is that the other party does not come
by force, as does that of the great policy. Especially as a new creation, as the new
Reich [kingdom], needful enemies than friends: in opposition until it feels
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necessary, in contrast, it is only necessary... no different we act against the "enemy
within": even as we have spiritualized hostility, also because we

have understood its value. It is only fruitful to be rich at the cost of opposites, it
only remains young, under the condition that the soul can not be enforced, not
desire for peace... There is nothing we become stranger than those desirability of
yore, by the "peace of soul,” the Christian desirability, nothing makes us envy less
than the moral and the joys of fat cow good conscience. One has to great life
dispensed with if one renounces war... In many cases, of course, the "peace of
mind" is merely a misunderstanding - about another that not only knows how to
nominate honest. Without further ado or prejudice of a few cases. "Peace of mind",
for example, the gentle radiance of a rich animality into the moral (or religious)
being. Or the beginning of the fatigue, the first shadow cast by the evening, any
evening. Or a sign that the air is humid, that south winds are approaching. Or
contradict the gratitude for a happy digestive knowledge (“human love" is
sometimes called). Or the silence of the genes are ends, the taste of all things new
and waiting... Or the state, following a strong satisfaction of our ruling passion, the
feeling of a rare good satiety. Or infirmity of our will, our cravings, our vices. Or
laziness, persuaded by vanity to morally frills (aufzuputzen). Or the occurrence of
a certainty, even dreadful certainty, after a long tension and torment by the
uncertainty. Or the expression of maturity and mastery in the middle of doing
(Thun), creativity, knitting, wool, calm breathing, attained the "freedom of the
will"... Twilight of the Idols: who knows? perhaps even a kind of "peace of the
soul”... (GOtzen-Dammerung: wer weiss? vielleicht auch nur eine Art ,,Frieden der
Seele®...)

4,

- | bring a principle in the formula. Every naturalism in morality, that is
all healthy morality, is dominated by an instinct of life, - any one commandment of
life is "not set" with a particular canon of "shall" and met some resistance and
hostility in the way of life is made so that one side. Their moral was unnatural, that
Is, almost every morality which previously taught, preached and venerated, is
aimed precisely reversed against the instincts of life, - it is a secret soon, soon loud
and bold this condemnation (Verurtheilungdieser) instincts. By saying, "God sees
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the heart,"” God says No to the lowest and highest desires of life and God takes
enemy (Feind) of life... He is Holy, in whom God is well pleased, the ideal
castrato... Life is too late, where the "kingdom of God" begins...

S.

Suppose that one has understood the wicked such a revolt against life as it is
in Christian morality become almost sacrosanct, so you have it, fortunately, also
somewhat Andres understood: the useless, apparent, absurd, mendacious such a
rebellion. A condemnation of life on the part of the last survivors is only a
symptom of a certain kind of life: the question of whether law, whether with
injustice, is not even raised it. You'd have a position outside of life have, and know
the other, it as good as one, as many as all who have lived to touch the problem
of the value of life in at all: reasons enough to realize that the problem for us an
unapproachable problem (unzugéangliches Problem). When we speak of values, we
speak under the inspiration, under the perspective of life: life itself forces us to
value to be set, life itself posit values by us, if we estimate values ... It follows that
even those contradictory nature of morality, which God counter-concept and
condemnation of life holds only one value-judgment of life - what life? What kind
of life? - But | gave the answer: of declining, the weak, the tired, the condemned
life. Morality, as has been previously understood - even as it was last formulated
by Schopenhauer as "negation of the will to live" - is the décadence instinct itself,
which makes itself out of an imperative: "go to bottom" it says - it is the judgment
convicts...( sie ist das Urtheil Verurtheilter...)

6.

Let us finally consider what it is naivety at all to say "so and so should the
man be!" Reality shows us an enchanting wealth of types, the opulence of a lavish
play and change of form: and any poor loafer of a moralist comments: "No! Man
ought to be different"? He even knows how it should be, these eaters and
hypocrites, he paints himself against the wall and says, "Ecce homo!"...
[Translator. ‘Behold the man’. From John 19:5, New Testament, title from
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Nietzsche’s autobiography that he was soon to write in the next month, October
1888]. But even when the moralist addresses himself only to the individual and
says to him: "so and so should you be!" He listens not to make fools of
themselves. The individual is a piece of fate - is from the front and rear, one law
more, one necessity more for everything that is and will be. Say to him, "you
change™ means demand that everything changes, even backwards yet... And really,
it was consistently moralists, they wanted people differently, namely, virtuous,
they wanted him in their own image, namely as a bigot: this they denied the world!
No small madness! No modest kind of immodesty!... The moral, insofar as

it condemns, in itself, not of respects, considerations, plans of life, is a specific
error, which you should have no sympathy, one degenerates, idiosyncrasy, which
has caused untold amount of damage!... We others, we have immoralists,
conversely made our hearts for all kind of understand, approve of understand. Not
easily denied us, we seek our honor to be answered in the affirmative. More and
more we are risen, the eye for that economy (Okonomie), which all need the still
and take advantage of white, which rejects the sacred madness of the priest,

the diseased reason in the priesthood for those economics in the law of life, even
from the obnoxious species of the muckers, the priest, takes advantage of their
virtuous,-what advantage? - But we ourselves, we are here immoralists the
answer... (Aber wir selbst, wir Immoralisten sind hier die Antwort...)

The four big mistakes.

1.

Error of confusing cause and consequence. - There is no more dangerous
error than the result to be confused with the cause: | call him the real corruption of
reason. Nevertheless, this error is one of the oldest and most recent habits of
mankind: it is even hallowed among us, it bears the name "religion" and
"morality”. Every sentence formulates the religion and morality contains it; priests
and moral legislators are the originators of this corruption of reason. - | take an
example: everyone knows the book by the famous Cornaro in which he his slender
diet as a recipe to a long and happy life - even virtuous — correctly (anréth). Few
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books have been read so much, even now it is in England each year many
thousands of copies in print. | do not doubt that scarcely any book (the Bible, such
as cheaply except) donated so much harm, has shortened as many lives as is so
well-intentioned curiosity. Reason is the confusion of the effect for the cause. The
honest Italians saw in their diet, the cause of their long life: whereas the
precondition for long life, the extraordinary slowness of metabolism, low
consumption, the cause of their slender diet was. He was not free to eat little or
much, his frugality was not a "free will": he was sick when he ate more. Who is not
a carp but does, not only good but necessary to properly eat. A scholar of our
time, with his rapid consumption of nervous energy would be directed to the
régime of Cornaro's bases. Crede experto. — [believe him who has tried]. -

2.

The most general formula of every religion and morality lies at the bottom
Is: "Do this and that, let this and that - so will you happy! In the other case..."
Every morality, every religion is this imperative, - | call it the great original sin of
reason, the immortal unreason. In my mouth is this formula is transformed into its
inverse - the first example of my "revaluation of all values (Umwerthung aller
Werthe)" do a well more prudent man, a "Happy", must perform certain actions
and shrinks instinctively from other actions, he carries the order, which he
represents physiologically, into his relations with people and things. In a formula:
his virtue is the result of his good fortune... Long's life, many descendants is not
the reward of virtue, virtue is but even that slowing of metabolism, which, among
other things, a long life, many descendants, briefly Cornarism has as its
consequence. - Say, the church and morality: "a race, a nation is judged by vice
and luxury to reason.” My recovered reason says: when a nation goes to ruin,
degenerates physiologically, then license and luxury follow from it (i.e. the need of
ever stronger and more frequent stimuli, such as every exhausted nature knows it).
This young man will soon pale and withered. His friends say: the fact and the
disease is to blame. | say that he was sick that he could not resist the disease, had
been the result of an impoverished life of a hereditary exhaustion. The newspaper
reader says: this party is directed with such a mistake as a basis. My higher politics
says: a party who makes such mistakes is at the end - it has it’s instinct-certainly
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not more. Any mistake in any sense the result of degeneration of instinct, of
disintegration of the will: it defined (definirt) so that almost bad (Schlechte). All
good is instinct - and, consequently, easy, necessarily, freely. The hardship is an
objection, the God is typically different from the hero (in my language: light feet
the first attribute of divinity (Gottlichkeit)).

3.

Error of a false causality. - It was believed at all times, to know what a
cause: but where we took our knowledge, more precisely, our faith to know here?
From the realm of the famous "inner facts” of which it has so far not proved in
fact. We believed ourselves in the act of the will of the cause, because at least we
thought the causality to catch in the act. They had no similarly, the fact that all the
antecedents of an action, its causes, to look at conscious are, and it again would
find when they search - as "motives": else one would not go to it free, not for them
was responsible. Finally, who would deny that a thought is caused? that the ego
causes the thought?... Of the three "inner facts", which vouch for seemed to be the
causation, is the first and most convincing of the will as cause, the conception of a
consciousness (“'spirit") as the cause, and later that of the ego (the "subject ") are
the caused afterbirths only after the causality of the will as if it was established as
an empirical... Meanwhile, we have thought better of it. We now believe a word
more of all this. The "inner world" is full of phantoms and wisps: the will is one of
them. The will no longer moves anything, hence does not explain anything - it
merely accompanies events; it can also be absent. The so-called "motive": another
error. Merely a surface phenomenon of consciousness, something alongside the
deed, the more likely to cover up the antecedents of an act than to represent
them. And as for the ego! This has become a fable, a fiction, a play on words: it
has ceased entirely to think, feel and want!... What does this mean? There are no
mental causes! All the allegedly empirical evidence went to the devil (zum
Teufel)! This follows from! - And we had one of those with abuse like
"empiricism" driven, we had the world on created (geschaffen) as a cause-world, a
world of will, as a ghost-world. The most ancient and enduring psychology was at
work, it has nothing else done: all that happened was a deed, all action effect of a
will, the world it was a multiplicity of doers, a doer (a "subject"”) is pushed all done
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under. Man has three "inner facts (inneren Thatsachen)." That what one believed
most firmly, the will, the spirit, ego, here from the prospects, - one took the
concept of Being (Sein) from the concept from out of ego, one has the “things
(Dinge)" as being set in one’s Own image, in accordance with one’s concept of ego
as a cause. What wonder that later in the things one always found again what it had
put into them? - The thing itself, | repeat, the concept of thing, a reflection merely
of faith in the ego as cause... And even your atom, my dear mechanists and
physicists, as much error, how much rudimentary psychology is still residual in
your atom! - Not to mention the "thing in itself", the horrendum pudendum [a
terrible shame] of the metaphysicians! The error of the spirit as cause mistaken for
reality! And made the measure of reality! And God called! — (Der Irrthum vom
Geist als Ursache mit der Realitat verwechselt! Und zum Maass der Realitat
gemacht! Und Gott genannt! —)

4.

Error of imaginary causes. - From assumed [begin, auszugehn] dream: a
particular sensation, for example as a result of a distant cannon shot that is
subsequently foisted a cause (often a whole little novel in which the dreamer is just
the main character). The sensation endures meanwhile in a kind of resonance: it
waits to speak until the cause drive allows one to come to the fore, - now no more
than coincidence, but as a "sense". The cannon shot appears in a causal manner, in
an apparent reversal of time. The later, the motiving is first seen, often with a
hundred details, pass by like the flash, the shot follows... What happened? The
ideas that a certain condition produced have been misinterpreted as the cause of it.
- In fact, we do it at the guards as well. Our most general feelings - any inhibition,
pressure, tension, explosion in the play and counterplay of the organs, as in its
particularity, the state of the sympathetic nerve - arouse our cause engine:
we want a reason, are to us so and so, - we from badly or there are good too. There
never is enough for us, just the mere fact that we are so and so, determine: we
leave this fact at first - be aware of them - if we have given it a kind motivating -
The memory that occurs in such a case, without our knowledge into action leads up
earlier states of the same type and the overgrown causal interpretations - not their
causation. The belief, however, that were the ideas that accompany the processes
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of consciousness-causes is brought up by the memory also. This creates a
familiarity with a particular interpretation of causes, which in fact inhibits research
(Erforschung) into the causes and excludes itself.

S.

Psychological explanation. - Something unknown back to something
familiar, easy, calm, satisfied, also gives a sense of power. With the unknown,
danger, anxiety, is given the concern - the first instinct is towards these painful
conditions carry away. First principle: any explanation (Erklarung) is better than
none. Because it's basically just a want to get rid of (Loswerdenwollen) oppressive
ideas, does it not just strictly with the means to get rid of them: the first
performance, with the declared itself the unknown as known does so well that they
are "holds true for . Proof by pleasure (“the force") as a criterion of truth. - The
causes of engine is therefore conditioned and excited by the feeling of fear. The
"why?" should whenever possible, be not 