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A fascinating examination of ethics, religion and psychology, this selection of Schopenhauer's
works contains scathing attack on the nature and logic of religion, and an essay on ethics that
ranges from the American slavery debate to the vices of Buddhism.Throughout history, some
books have changed the world. They have transformed the way we see ourselves - and each
other. They have inspired debate, dissent, war and revolution. They have enlightened, outraged,
provoked and comforted. They have enriched lives - and destroyed them. Now Penguin brings
you the works of the great thinkers, pioneers, radicals and visionaries whose ideas shook
civilization and helped make us who we are.

About the AuthorArthur Schopenhauer was born in Danzig in 1788 where his family, of Dutch
origin, owned a respected trading house. Arthur was expected to inherit the business, but hated
the work and in 1807, after his father's suicide and the sale of the business, he enrolled in the
grammar school at Gotha. He went on to study medicine and science at Gottingen University
and in 1810 began to study philosophy. During his middle life he travelled widely in Europe. He
died in 1860. --This text refers to an out of print or unavailable edition of this title.
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Arthur Schopenhauer1788–1860Arthur SchopenhauerThe Horrors andAbsurdities of
ReligionTRANSLATED BY R. J. HOLLINGDALEPENGUIN BOOKS—GREAT IDEASPENGUIN
BOOKSPublished by the Penguin GroupPenguin Books Ltd, 80 Strand, London WC2R 0RL,
EnglandPenguin Group (USA) Inc., 375 Hudson Street, New York, New York 10014,
USAPenguin Group (Canada), 90 Eglinton Avenue East, Suite 700, Toronto, Ontario, Canada
M4P 2Y3(a division of Pearson Penguin Canada Inc.)Penguin Ireland, 25 St Stephen’s Green,
Dublin 2, Ireland(a division of Penguin Books Ltd)Penguin Group (Australia), 250 Camberwell
Road, Camberwell, Victoria 3124, Australia(a division of Pearson Australia Group Pty
Ltd)Penguin Books India Pvt Ltd, 11 Community Centre, Panchsheel Park, New Delhi – 110 017,
IndiaPenguin Group (NZ), 67 Apollo Drive, Rosedale, North Shore 0632, New Zealand(a
division of Pearson New Zealand Ltd)Penguin Books (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd, 24 Sturdee
Avenue,Rosebank, Johannesburg 2196, South AfricaPenguin Books Ltd, Registered Offices: 80
Strand, London WC2R 0RL, EnglandThis translation first published as Essays and Aphorisms
by Penguin 1970This selection first published in Penguin Books 20091Translation copyright ©
R. J. Hollingdale, 1970All rights reservedExcept in the United States of America, this book is
sold subject to the condition that it shall not, by way of trade or otherwise, be lent, re-sold, hired
out, or otherwise circulated without the publisher’s prior consent in any form of binding or cover
other than that in which it is published and without a similar condition including this condition
being imposed on the subsequent purchaserContentsOn Religion: A DialogueOn EthicsOn
PsychologyOn ReligionOn Various SubjectsOn Religion: A DialogueDemopheles Between
ourselves, my dear friend, I don’t much like the way you have of displaying your talent for
philosophy by making sarcastic remarks about religion or even openly ridiculing it. Every man’s
faith is sacred to him, therefore it ought to be sacred to you too.Philalethes Nego
consequentiam! [I deny your conclusion!] I can’t see why, because other people are
simpleminded, I should respect a pack of lies. What I respect is truth, therefore I can’t respect
what opposes truth. Just as the jurist’s motto is: fiat justitia et pereat mundus [Let justice be done
though the world perish], so my motto is: vigeat veritas et pereat mundus [Let truth prosper
though the world perish]. Every profession ought to have an analogous device.Demopheles
Then I suppose the physician’s would be: fiant pilulae et pereat mundus [Let pills be distributed
though the world perish] – which would be the one most likely to be realized.Philalethes Heaven
forfend! You must take everything cum grano salis [With a pinch of salt].Demopheles Very well:
but that applies to you too: you’ve got to take religion cum grano salis: you’ve got to see that the
needs of ordinary people have to be met in a way they can understand. Religion is the only
means of introducing some notion of the high significance of life into the uncultivated heads of
the masses, deep sunk as they are in mean pursuits and material drudgery, and of making it
palpable to them. Man, taken by and large, has by nature no mind for anything but the
satisfaction of his physical needs and desires, and when these are satisfied for a little
entertainment and recreation. Philosophers and founders of religions come into the world to
shake him out of his stupefaction and to point to the lofty meaning of existence: philosophers for



the few, the emancipated, founders of religions for the many, for mankind as a whole. Philosophy
isn’t for everyone – as your friend Plato said and as you shouldn’t forget. Religion is the
metaphysics of the people, which they absolutely must be allowed to keep: and that means you
have to show an outward respect for it, since to discredit it is to take it away from them. Just as
there is folk-poetry and, in the proverbs, folk-wisdom, so there has to be folk-metaphysics: for
men have an absolute need for an interpretation of life, and it has to be one they are capable of
understanding. That is why it is always clothed in allegory; and, as far as its practical effect as a
guide to behaviour and its effect on morale as a means of consolation and comfort in suffering
and death are concerned, it does as much perhaps as truth itself would do if we possessed it.
Don’t worry yourself about the baroque and apparently paradoxical forms it assumes: for you,
with your learning and culture, have no idea how tortuous and roundabout a route is required to
take profound truths to the mass of the people, with their lack of them. The people have no direct
access to truth; the various religions are simply schemata by which they grasp it and picture it,
but with which it is inseparably linked. Therefore, my dear chap, I hope you’ll forgive me for
saying that to ridicule them is to be both narrow-minded and unjust.Philalethes But isn’t it just as
narrow-minded and unjust to demand that there should exist no other metaphysics except this
one cut to the requirements of the people’s wants and capacities? that its teachings and doctrine
should mark the limit of inquiry and be the guide and model for all thinking, so that the
metaphysics of the few and emancipated, as you call them, must amount to nothing but a
confirmation, fortification and illumination of your metaphysics of the people? that the highest
powers of the human mind should thus lie unused and undeveloped, should indeed be nipped in
the bud, in case their activities might happen to run counter to your folk-metaphysics? And do
the pretensions of religion amount at bottom to anything less than this? Is it proper and
becoming in that which is intolerance and pitilessness itself to preach tolerance and pity? I call
on heretic courts and inquisitions, religious wars and crusades, Socrates’ poison cup and
Bruno’s and Vanini’s blazing pyres to bear witness! And even if, as I grant, that kind of thing
doesn’t go on nowadays, what could stand more in the way of genuine philosophy, of honest
inquiry after truth, which is the noblest calling of noblest men, than that conventional
metaphysics to which the state has granted a monopoly and whose propositions are hammered
into everyone’s head in his childhood so earnestly and so deeply and firmly that, unless it is of a
miraculous degree of elasticity, it retains their impress for ever, so that his capacity for thinking
for himself and for making unprejudiced judgements – a capacity which is in any case far from
strong – is once and for all paralysed and ruined?Demopheles What all this really means is that
people have acquired a conviction they aren’t willing to give up in exchange for yours.Philalethes
If only it were a conviction, and one founded on reason! Then it could be combatted with
reasons, and we should be fighting on equal terms. But it is common knowledge that religions
don’t want conviction, on the basis of reasons, but faith, on the basis of revelation. And the
capacity for faith is at its strongest in childhood: which is why religions apply themselves before
all else to getting these tender years into their possession. It is in this way, even more than by



threats and stories of miracles, that the doctrines of faith strike roots: for if, in earliest childhood,
a man has certain principles and doctrines repeatedly recited to him with abnormal solemnity
and with an air of supreme earnestness such as he has never before beheld, and at the same
time the possibility of doubt is never so much as touched on, or if it is only in order to describe it
as the first step towards eternal perdition, then the impression produced will be so profound that
in almost every case the man will be almost as incapable of doubting this doctrine as of doubting
his own existence, so that hardly one in a thousand will then possess the firmness of mind
seriously and honestly to ask himself: is this true? The expression esprits forts, strong minds,
applied to those who do still possess it, is more fitting than those who use it know.But for the
remainder, however, there is nothing so absurd or revolting that they will not firmly believe it once
they have been inoculated with it in this fashion. If, for example, the killing of a heretic or an
unbeliever were declared to be an essential condition for salvation, then almost every one of
them would make doing so one of the main objectives of his life and in death the memory of the
deed would provide consolation and strength; as, indeed, almost every Spaniard in fact used to
consider an auto da fé a most pious and God-pleasing act; to which we have a counterpart in
India in the religious fellowship of the Thugs which the English suppressed only quite recently by
numerous executions: its members gave proof of their religiousness and of their worship of their
goddess Kali by treacherously murdering their friends and travelling companions whenever the
occasion offered and making away with their possessions, under the firm illusion that they were
doing something praiseworthy and promoting their eternal salvation. The power of religious
dogmas imprinted in early years is such that they are capable of stifling conscience and finally
all pity and humanity. If you want to see with your own eyes and from close to what early
inoculation with faith can do, look at the English. Nature has favoured them before all other
nations and furnished them with more understanding, mind, judgement and firmness of
character than all the rest; yet they have been degraded lower than all the rest, indeed been
rendered almost contemptible, by their stupid church superstition, which infiltrates all their
capabilities like an idée fixe, a downright monomania. The only reason for this is that education
is in the hands of the clergy, who take care so to imprint all the articles of faith in earliest youth
that it produces a kind of partial paralysis of the brain, which then gives rise to that lifelong
imbecile bigotry through which even people otherwise in the highest degree intelligent degrade
themselves and make a quite misleading impression on the rest of the world. But when we
consider how essential it is to a masterly performance of this sort that the inoculation with faith
should take place during the tenderest years, then the sending of missionaries will no longer
seem to us merely the height of importunity, arrogance and impertinence, it will also seem
absurd when it is not limited to peoples still in the state of childhood, such as Hottentots, Kaffirs,
South Sea Islanders and the like, among whom it has met with the success one would expect;
while in India, on the contrary, the Brahmins meet the sermons of missionaries with
condescending smiles or a shrug of the shoulders, and among this people in general all
attempts at conversion have, the most comfortable opportunity for it notwithstanding, met with



utter failure. For, as I have said, childhood and not adulthood is the time to sow the seed of faith,
especially when by the time adulthood is reached an earlier seed has already taken root;
acquired conviction, however, to which adult converts pretend, is as a rule only a mask for some
personal interest or other. It is precisely because people feel that this must almost always be the
case that a man who changes his religion after reaching years of discretion is everywhere
despised by the majority: and this contempt likewise reveals that they regard religion, not as a
matter of reasoned conviction, but one of faith inoculated early in life and before having been
subjected to any sort of test. That they are justified in their opinion appears from the fact that it is
not merely the blindly believing crowd which remains faithful to the religion of its respective
fatherland – the priesthood of every religion, which has studied the sources and grounds and
dogmas and controversies of this religion, does so too; so that for a priest to cross over from one
religion or confession to another is the rarest thing in the world. Thus we see, for example, the
Catholic clergy totally convinced of the truth of all the doctrines of its Church, and the Protestant
clergy likewise convinced of the truth of all the doctrines of its Church, and both defending the
doctrines of their confession with equal zeal. Yet this conviction depends entirely on the country
in which each was born: to the South German priest the truth of the Catholic dogma is perfectly
apparent, but to the North German priest it is that of Protestant dogma which is perfectly
apparent. If, then, these convictions, and others like them, rest on objective grounds, these
grounds must be climatic; such convictions must be like flowers, the one flourishing only here,
the other only there. But the convictions of those who are thus locally convinced are taken on
trust everywhere.Demopheles That does no harm and makes no essential difference; and
Protestantism is in fact more suited to the North, Catholicism to the South.Philalethes It would
seem so. But I have adopted a higher viewpoint and I keep a more important objective in sight:
advancement of the knowledge of truth in the human race. So far as this is concerned, it is a
terrible thing that everyone, wherever he may be born, should have certain assertions impressed
on him in earliest youth, together with the assurance that to call them in doubt is to imperil his
eternal salvation. I call this a terrible thing because these assertions are largely concerned with
what is the basis of all other knowledge we possess, so that a certain point of view in respect to
all knowledge is fixed once and for all and, if these assertions should be untrue, it is a
permanently perverse point of view; and since, further, their consequences and conclusions
extend over our entire system of knowledge, the totality of human understanding is falsified
through and through by them. All literature provides evidence of this, that of the Middle Ages
most strikingly, but that of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries still all too well: in all these
ages we see even minds of the first rank as if lamed by these false premises, and especially is
all insight into the true character and activity of nature shut off to them. Throughout the entire
Christian era theism has lain like an incubus on all intellectual, especially philosophical
endeavour and has prevented or stunted all progress; and when anyone has possessed the rare
elasticity of mind which alone can slip free of these fetters, his writings have been burned and
sometimes their author with them, as happened to Bruno and Vanini. – But how completely



paralysed ordinary minds are by this early metaphysical conditioning can be seen in its most
lurid and ludicrous aspect when such a mind ventures to criticize a doctrine different from the
one he himself holds. All you find him concerned to do as a rule is to demonstrate that its
dogmas differ from those of his own: with that he believes in all simplicity he has proved the
falsity of the other doctrine. It really never enters his head to pose the question which of the two
might be true: his own articles of faith are to him certain a priori.Demopheles So that is your
higher viewpoint. I assure you there is a yet higher one. The saying Primum vivere, deinde
philosophari [first live, then philosophize] has a more comprehensive meaning than may at first
sight appear. – What matters before all else is to restrain the rude and evil dispositions of the
mass of the people and so prevent them from perpetrating acts of violence, cruelty and infamy
and the more extreme forms of injustice: and if you delayed doing that until they had come to
recognize and understand truth, you would infallibly have to wait for ever. For even supposing
truth had already been discovered, they would be incapable of grasping it: they would still need
to have it clothed in allegory, parable, myth. As Kant has said, there must always be a public
standard of right and virtue, and this standard must indeed always be seen fluttering high in the
breeze. In the last resort it is a matter of indifference which heraldic figure stands upon it,
provided only it correctly indicates what is meant. Such an allegorical representation of truth is
for mankind as a whole everywhere and always an answerable substitute for the truth itself,
which is for ever inaccessible to it, and for philosophy in general, which it will never comprehend
– quite apart from the fact that this changes every day and has never yet assumed a form which
has won universal recognition. So you see, my dear Philalethes, practical aims take precedence
over theoretical ones in every respect.Philalethes This whole point of view is as misguided as it
is nowadays universally praised and popular: which is why I now hasten to enter a protest
against it. It is untrue that state, law and justice can be maintained only with the assistance of
religion and its articles, and that the judiciary and the police require it as their necessary
complement for preserving public order. It is untrue, though it were reiterated a hundred times.
For the ancients, and especially the Greeks, provide us with a factual and striking instantia in
contrarium: they possessed nothing whatever of what we understand by religion. They had no
sacred scriptures, and they had no dogmas which were taught, adherence to which was
demanded of everybody, and which were imprinted on the minds of children. Nor did the
administrators of their religion preach morals or worry about what people were doing or not
doing. Absolutely not! The duties of the priests extended no further than temple ceremonial,
prayers, hymns, sacrifices, processions, lustrations, and so forth, all of which has nothing to do
with the moral improvement of the individual. The whole of so-called religion consisted rather in
seeing that this or that god was provided with a temple in which his cult was carried on under the
offices of the state, which cult was therefore at bottom a police matter. No man, apart from the
functionaries involved, was in any way obliged to attend these ceremonies, or even to believe in
the cult. No trace of a duty to believe in any dogma whatever is to be discovered in the whole of
antiquity. Only if a man publicly denied the existence of the gods, or otherwise disparaged them,



did he render himself liable to punishment: for then he affronted the state, which served them:
but apart from this everyone was free to decide for himself how much he believed. Of the
immortality of the soul and a life after death the ancients, far from having a dogmatically fixed
conception, had no firm or clear conception at all; their ideas on these subjects were altogether
loose, vacillating, indefinite and problematic, and each had his own; and their ideas about their
gods were equally various, individual and vague. Thus the ancients really had no religion in our
sense of the word. But did anarchy and lawlessness reign among them because they had no
religion? did they not rather produce law and civic order to such purpose that it still remains as
the basis of our own? was property not completely secure, even though it consisted in a large
degree of slaves? And did this state of things not endure for well over a thousand years? – So I
cannot acknowledge that religion has a practical objective, nor that it is indispensably necessary
as the basis of all civil order. For if such were the case, then the sacred endeavour to attain to
light and truth would appear at the least quixotic, and if it should venture to denounce the official
faith as a usurper who had taken over the throne of truth and maintained its seat by perpetual
deception, it would appear criminal.

Answer the Question: What is Enlightenment? (Illustrated), What Is Existentialism? (Penguin
Great Ideas), Three Japanese Buddhist Monks (Penguin Great Ideas), Nature (Illustrated), Of
the Abuse of Words (Penguin Great Ideas Book 66), Of Human Freedom (Penguin Great Ideas)



RDD, “A Good Entry in Penguin’s Great Ideas Series for those Interested in Philosophy. In “The
Horrors and Absurdities of Religion,” Arthur Schopenhauer examines the nature of religion and
dogma in society. He writes in the introductory dialogue, “The capacity for faith is at its strongest
in childhood: which is why religions apply themselves before all else to getting these tender
years into their possession” (pg. 4). Schopenhauer continues, “The power of religious dogmas
imprinted in early years is such that they are capable of stifling conscience and finally all pity and
humanity” (pg. 5). Further, “In every religion, faith, temple ceremonies and rites of all kinds soon
come to be pronounced of more immediate interest to the divine will than moral actions; indeed,
the former, especially when they are bound up with the emoluments of the priests, gradually
come to be regarded as a substitute for the latter: animal sacrifices, or the saying of masses…
soon come to be the most meritorious works, so that they atone for even the gravest crimes, as
do penances, subjection to priestly authority, confessions, pilgrimages, donations to the temples
and their priests… and the like, whereby the priests finally appear as virtually no more than go-
betweens in a trade with bribable gods” (pg. 24). Schopenhauer then examines the nature of
ethics, philosophy, religion, and “various subjects” (pg. 89). Discoursing on religion,
Schopenhauer writes, “…He is still in his childhood who can think that superhuman beings have
ever given our race information about the aim of its existence or that of the world” (pg. 66). He
concludes, “Mankind is growing out of religion as out of its childhood clothes. Faith and
knowledge do not get on well together in the same head” (pgs. 87-88). Despite his insights,
Schopenhauer’s writing reveals his Euro-centric bias and general approval of imperialism as a
force of social change. Thus, the reader must practice a certain amount of selective attention,
focusing on the stronger points of his argument while understanding that he – like most authors –
reflects the values of his time. That caveat in place, Schopenhauer’s “The Horrors and
Absurdities of Religion” is a good entry in Penguin’s Great Ideas series for those interested in
philosophy.”

Frank, “and entertaining writer and philosopher and I recommend reading it. Mis-titled. it's a
collection of Schopenhauer essays, not a singular work about religion. He remains a thoughtful,
insightful, and entertaining writer and philosopher and I recommend reading it. Just don't get
mislead by the title.”

Theyreplayinggoodstuff81@, “Five Stars. It's a classic.”

Duff Harris, “Four Stars. Great writings, good compilation for beginners.”

randy thurman, “very thought provocing. while i am not atheist or agnostic arthur schoenhauer
raises some fundamental questions about religion that are not addressed in his time or ours.”



C. R. Dillon, “Schopenhauer Introduction. All Penguin Great Ideas lack biographical information,
notes, or context. Of these texts this one has so far been the least affected.The selections are all
choice. There's no fat, and it is quite readable. His arguments aren't the most philosophically
rigorous, but are very pragmatic and rational. The opening dialogue is actually very well written,
on par with Hume, and does not suffer, as many do, from a weak character. The 'Simplicio' is a
competant and capable figure, and throughout often can be seen to have the advantage of
reasoning.The straight essays are short and clear. The prose is rather admirable. Some of his
historical theories are incorrect, but due to the brevity little time is spent on them. I loved it.”

Andrew Colgan, “Arthur always had something cool to say.. Arthur is criminally under-
appreciated.”

Tiberius, “I would only recommend it to someone that shares his views or leaning .... I found that
I am in total agreement with the author of this book; I would only recommend it to someone that
shares his views or leaning towards them.”

Ebook Tops Reader, “Five Stars. Excellent book”

Martin O'Neill, “Five Stars. great stuff from one of history's most renowned philosophers”

Eileen Shaw, “Old enough to make my own mind up. “Religion may be an excellent means of
taming and training the perverse, obtuse and wicked biped race: but in the eyes of the friend of
truth every fraud, however pious, is still a fraud.” So begins this strong diatribe against religion.
But to put this forward one has to satisfy the claim that religion does more harm than good. It
points out that religions bring this wicked biped race consolation and we all need consolation at
various points in our lives. The real question is does it do more harm than good? Witness the
various wars and incursions that have killed so many – the Crusades, the Inquisition, and, more
recently, the exemplification of sex abuse scandals carried out by Priests. Do we really have to
throw the baby out with the bathwater? We tend to want clear guidance when it comes to religion
and for many of us we recognise this as a crisis of belief and faith. There have been terrible
failures such as the American right wing exposures of mammon versus faith. But is religion, and
here I include all such faiths, to blame? Is it true, as Schopenhaur claims that: “Mankind is
growing out of religion as out of its childhood clothes.” Why can’t we just shrug our shoulders
and say, believe what you want to believe? Well, it’s precisely this that causes the problem. Do
men (and women, of course) have an absolute need for an interpretation of life? It seems that
they do. The mystery of life has to be solved. And in that phrase lies many contradictions and
many explanations. Schopenhaur provides one way of solving the mystery. For the answer is (for
him), “we cannot know.” We either throw in our lot with the believers of one kind or another, or we
withhold our answer and say, I am an atheist until someone or something strikes me as a better
way. Or, until someone or something happens to prove that faith and its consolations are



somehow knowable. (perhaps through prayer?). Atheism may seem the sensible option. This
flies in the face of what we are taught about religion. If you have faith in God, you have a powerful
ally. If not, you don’t. You are alone in the world. But not really. You have your kinships and
friendships. The question is, do you really need anything else? Four score years and maybe a
little bit longer will do for me.”

The book by Arthur Schopenhauer has a rating of 5 out of 4.6. 54 people have provided
feedback.
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