Djilali bounaam university.

Social department.

Philosophy branch.

Read the text and answer the following questions :

SCHOPENHAUER ( 1788-1860) is in many ways peculiar among philosophers. He is a

pessimist, whereas almost all the others are in some sense optimists. He is not fully academic, like
Kant and Hegel, nor yet completely outside the academic tradition. He dislikes Christianity, preferring
the religions of India, both Hinduism and Buddhism. He is a man of wide culture, quite as much
interested in art as in ethics. He is unusually free from nationalism, and as much at home with English
and French writers as with those of his own country. His appeal has always been less to professional
philosophers than to artistic and literary people in search of a philosophy that they could believe. He
began the emphasis on Will which is characteristic of much nineteenth- and twentieth-century
philosophy; but for him Will, though metaphysically fundamental, is ethically evil--an opposition only
possible for a pessimist. He acknowledges three sources of his philosophy, Kant, Plato, and the
Upanishads, but I do not think he owes as much to Plato as he thinks he does. His outlook has a certain
temperamental affinity with that of the Hellenistic age; it is tired and valetudinarian, valuing peace
more than victory, and quietism more than attempts at reform, which he regards as inevitably futile.
Both his parents belonged to prominent commercial families in Danzig, where he was born. His father
was a Voltairian, who regarded England as the land of liberty and intelligence. In common with most
of the leading citizens of Danzig, he hated the encroachments of Prussia on the independence of the
free city, and was indignant when it was annexed to Prussia in 1793-so indignant that he removed to
Hamburg, at considerable pecuniary loss. Schopenhauer lived there with his father from 1793 to 1797,
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Questions :

1- What is the main problem in the text ?

2- What is the position of the author hier in the text ?
3- What do you think about his point of view ?

4- What is the conclusion deduced from the text ?



