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Disagreement regarding the relationship of Nietzsche’s philosophy to interpretation is one of the central issues that characterized the debate between Jacques Derrida and Hans-Georg Gadamer in 1981.  The inability for these two philosophers to find some common ground with regard to the role Nietzsche had in the formation of modernity has very profound consequences on the precise nature and effects of Nietzsche’s legacy with regard to the notion of truth.

Derrida describes how the attempt to construct a coherent personality of Nietzsche as author of his own text is impossible.  On Derrida’s account, ‘Nietzsche’ is simply a symbol through which we can gain access to the myriad of different masks produced by a philosophy that falls nothing short of the complete disavowal of the traditional sense of truth all together.

Gadamer, on the other hand, follows the lead of his mentor, Martin Heidegger, in endeavoring to not only attribute a unity to Nietzsche’s work as a whole, but to also point to the notion of Will to Power as the culmination of the metaphysical tradition of truth despite its seemingly subversive nature.

Through comparing these two radical interpretations, we can discern a more subtle, human Nietzsche who is neither exclusively the anti-Christ nor the cunning dogmatist who seeks to either destroy without mercy, or to stand firm in the strongest storm.  Indeed, perhaps the best way to interpret what it means to ‘philosophize with a hammer’ is to remember that such an instrument has many possible uses.  It can be used as a weapon, a tool, or an artistic utensil.

Nietzsche spoke out strongly against utter nihilism, while at the same time gestured toward a future path beyond metaphysical hermeneutics.  While not ruling out the possibility of a conception of truth completely, Nietzsche presented very serious challenges for any dogmatic conceptions of truth.
