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Introduction

I1LHW]VFKHYV FULWLFLVP RI PRUDOLW\ LV DQ LPSRUWDQW SD!
traces morality to a new realm which is alyi called metaethics. This paper demonstrates that
ZKLOH WKH EDVLF HOHPHQW RI PRUDO YDOXH LQ .DQWTV YL
example, the general moral law (the generality of morality), Nietzsche, by reevaluating values,
believes in he compatibility of morality with the will to power as a criterion for recognizing
moral actions (an individual approach).

Answering a famous criticism in moral philosophy that accuses Nietzsche of returning to the
same Kantian Categorical Imperative wbbk our objective too.

Philosophical foundation

We can straight away approach the main topic of this essay by considering the essential element
Rl1 .DQWYYV SKLORVRSKLFDO V\VWHP DQG WKHQ LQYHVWLJDWL(
of duty plays aFHQWUDO UROH LQ .DQWYV PRUDO WKRXJKW VR HYH
the condition that it is done out of duty, not because of the results it brings about. This point is
DOVR RQH RI WKH PRVW LPSRUWDQW GLIIHVHRKQHHWY EHHRVDZNHIQ
Nietzsche does not attach importance to duty and tries to replace it with will directed to power.
I1LHW]VFKH UHIXVLQJ QRXPHQRQ RU DQ\WKLQJ OLNH WKDW
to ethics with a focus on human nature. Furthermooasidering the human faculties, Kant
appreciates reason and renounces desire and instinct in his investigations; while Nietzsche
HVWDEOLVKHY KLV DFFRXQW RI PRUDOLW\ EDVHG RQ WKH \
between reason and instinct sets Miehe'sVill to Power D J D L Q V \Writidu€ o/ Mrectical
ReasorandGroundwork of the Metaphysic of Morals

Categorical Imperative vs. The Superman’s Will

7KH FRQWUDVW ZKLFK ZH H[SODLQHG DERYH LQ WKLV SDSHU
Rl WKH &DWHJRULFDO ,PSHUDWLYH IURP 1LHW]VFKHfV SRLQW
compare the two ways of interpreting morality to make Nietzsche and Kant relevant. In fact, the
SUREOHP RI WKLV SDSHU LV WR UHHQ®AWUBQ HWR WE @ WJTR/R D
Imperative, analyzing the philosophical and intellectual foundations of Kant and Nietzsche.

As a matter of discussion, we will show that the Categorical Imperative, as Kant formulates
it, contains three different formulatioradl of which are rejected by Nietzsche because of
different reasons. Typically his perspective leads him to reject every noumenon and avoid any
result which presupposes that.

Based on the explanation of the philosophical foundations of Kant and Nietas¢his o
issue and interpreting the contrast between the Categorical Imperative versus the Will to power,
ZH FDQ FRQFOXGH WKDW 1LHW]VFKHYVY DSSURDFK WR WKH KX
accordingly, he criticizes Kant for trying to generalire Categorical Imperative to all human
EHLQJV ,W VHHPV WKDW .DQWYV PHWDSK\VLFV RI PRUDOV W
thought. In other words, Nietzsche aims to put forward natural interpretations of human life
instead of metaphysical infeetations.

Will to Power

ILHW]VFKHTV UHDFWLRQ WR .DQWYV YLHZ ZKLFK FULWLFL]HG
account, is broadly accepted by most scholars in contemporary thought. This approach forms by



ILHW]VFKHTV &ULWLGarivap«Rd29W TV &DW

claiming the reevaluation of values adngted from the crucial ethical principle that slave
PRUDOLW\ VKRXOG EH UHSODFHG ZLWK WKH VXSHUPDQTV PR
YDOXHY DQG SURYLGH WKH EDVLV IRU WKH IORXULVKLQJ RI
attention to tk instinct is rooted in the difference between human entities. He considers a
QREOHYVY PRUDOLW\ WR EH SHUIHFW DQG DIIHFWHG IURP YL\
&DWHJIRULFDO ,PSHUDWLYH DV WKH FDXVH Rl &t BhyGHJIJUDGL(
reference to the affairs of the supernatural world.

Conclusion

$W WKH HQG RI WKH DUWLFOH ZH ZLOO VKRZ WKDW 1LHW]VF
FRQFHUQHG ZLWK .DQWYV &DWHJIRULFDO ,PSHUDWihH PRUH
WKLY LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ ZH VKRZ WKDW 1LHW]VFKHfV UHDFYV
PHDQ WKDW .DQWYTV (WKLFV FDQ EH GHQLHG 7KHVH DSSURDF
we can just interpret them as continuous steps of pragréss history of ethics.
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