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Every so often a thesis of exceptional quality is submitted, and I am very happy to have had the 
privilege of supervising this particular one. Aria Izik-Dzurko’s work surpasses any reasonable 
benchmarks of a bachelor’s thesis and would easily be good enough for an M.A. It combines 
talent, research, and a clear desire to philosophize rather than write “about” philosophy.  

Aria Izik-Dzurko's thesis has an ambitious ground plan: it compares the philosophical positions 
of Schopenhauer and Nietzsche (who have both been studied quite extensively both 
independently of each other but also as regards Nietzsche's inspiration in Schopenhauer) and 
yet the thesis finds its original niche. Rather than studying their philosophical oeuvres from a 
philosophical-historical point of view, it focuses on the issue of will present in both and uses 
Christianity as the hermeneutical key. The point, once again, is not a contribution to the history 
of ideas, but an authentic interpretation of the strengths, shortcomings, implications and 
possibilities of the two German philosophical projects when it comes to an authentic moral life. 
Do they provide us with a strong “existential” position? Are their philosophies plausible 
platforms for approaching one's existential dilemmas? According to the author, both are, each 
in its own way. And, which I find most important, they both highlight what matters most: the 
demand of addressing the problem of meaning, of living a meaningful life, directly; a demand of 
living an ever more examined life. 

What I find the most important is the fact that this thesis approaches the problem of philosophy 
directly, not as a student work, not as an exercise, but rather as an independent engagement 
with the issue itself. The thesis strikes a particularly difficult balance between strong 
interpretative and value positions pursued by the author and a similarly important sensitivity 
and genuine concern in voicing such value judgments. 

The thesis has been appropriately consulted and discussed over the course of the past year, 
and I have already voiced some of the possible concerns during those consultations. I find it 
unnecessary to point out or rather try to find more critical points. I will instead offer my opinion 
on what the next possible steps should be:  

The thesis is based on the “overt” philosophical statements of both Schopenhauer and 
Nietzsche. The “covert” side of these involves a difficult yet crucial ontological interpretation of 
their philosophies. The moral values and their points of view are the result of their ontological 
points of view. I don’t want to imply that the thesis is unaware of their ontological 
underpinnings. I do, however, believe that a more fundamental understanding of their insight 
into the problem of being still lies ahead.  

The relationship between ontology and moral philosophy is a curious dance. Traditionally, the 
former informs the latter. Yet in Nietzsche we find a turning point, a fascinating unmasking of 



ontology itself as value-giving. Morality then is not just an attempt at conducting ethical life, but 
values become the expression of the ontological nature of humankind.  

Summa summarum I find the thesis excellent and accordingly propose it to be graded (1).  
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