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ABSTRACT t.J

The Proof of God's Existehce in the! Work
of, Joseph Marechal

by

Joseph Michael Cashorej M.A. •

In the work of Joseph ~4arechal, S.J'. (1878-1944)
,,,../

there are several approaches to aproo~ of the existence' .f,
of God. These approaches occur in :~ course of Marecha~'s~

, ,

carrying out of a larger philosophical task, to vindicate

the possibility of a ,re~listmetaphysics on the grounds of.
speculative reason, and to show a "critical!'justification

of this metaphysics, against those who deny i ts,p~ssibility
, ~

or label it '''dogmatic''. Here andtliere in the execution of
,

t~s larger task,in g 'point '~depart de ~ metaph1sigue
D

and in several shorte;r-.writings, Marechal's approaches t~.' . ' . ~.
God-proof appear in bits and pieces, with an occasional

fuller development. The first purpose of this dissertation .
. ,,' .

d an a~oach

thought (prin-

an in-

The 'in-

is to corine~hese bits and pieces, which, requires

terpretation if Marechal's thought on the subject.

·terpretation is based on an investigation of ~,approaches

to God-proof which are largely original to Mar~chal, 1lBJilely

an approach through intellectUal fina ity
, , ,'-

through the.first principle of'speculat ve

, ,

•

ciple of identity or non-contra

iii.'

We examine also " I

/
r



•

Marechal's interpretat,ion of the :','five ways" of' St .. Thomas

A(qUinas, 'which according to Marechal. represent' the type of
Q. •• •

all valid demonstration of God's existence. From this in-
'.", .

c:ommonrcore of argumentation .'
, ,

Tl'loIIias and is found in

vestigatio~ it is found that a

, links all of the ;'ways" of. St.
c

Marechal's' approaches fro.,intellectual ~~ality and th~. , ,

first principle as well. This common core comprises'two

elements: the di~~ernme~in a~'~~it~ reality, of an im

perfect intrinsi~ intelligibility; and the application to
, 8 .

this reality of a re~uirement of perfect intelligibility,
• - • '4 , • ~

which M~echal considers the,most basic r~quirement of ob-

tingeI;Lcy"; thus the common core of argumenta~ion is called
"tJ ' . " "
a "proof from contingenc:(".' WeagTee with If.arechal ~that

.
this "proof from contingency" is the logical core o~ a11

,0

.. ,

, ,
\ ject~ve

- ~

trinsic

thought as such. r.i~echal equates "4.mperfectin-
\

intel~igibilit'y with what' is usually called "co;;'-'
"

•

we find those wa:ys ,- intellectual' finality and the first
~'

of.S.t~ Thomas' "ways",' and we, fftld it to be

of the original ways ~re~entedi't,y 'r.iarechal...
also the core

In addition,

"

principle

Thomas.'

to be tacitly operative in the.J."ways'.' of St.

\SeCOnd purpo~e of this study is to demonstrate'

the capacity 0+ r.farechal's analysis of God-proof, an analy-
, , .

,

sis we ,r~gard as particularly penetrating,

the meaning of other attempted God-proofs;
, .

~ask of interpre1:ing and evaluating 'them.,

iv

to illuminate. ,

to assist in'the

For this PUrpose

J
,
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•

unlikepoints with Mar~chal's but u1t,imately ·failed beca
. ~. .

Marechal's, it rest~d,on a "s.tatic" rather than a ~'~mtmic"

.., .
<f~

we apply Marechal's analysis, such as we have i,nterpreted

it, to some other p~ofs. Two proofs, Kant's

proof of 1763 and St. Ans.elIn's proof in the ProslogYon,

selected. We argue that Kant's proof shared some c

and "f'inalistic" conception of speculative knowledge. 'We
. . ~'. ~ ,-

argue ~"St. Anselm"s proof is not the "ontological ar-

~en{f. according ~o 'the P~inCi'P~ meaning' of that phrase ~'. . , ,
, mode'rn philosophy. 'lie. find that it shares m·th Marechal' s

ar~ent the' moSt' important ;features: a dynamic and final-
, ~ I .. "iIli .

isjic qua~ity and a purely discursive (non:~tuitive) start-

ing poin~, and proc,edure" cen:!ing upon, the lIl,ind'S need to'

.affirm an ·infinitely intelligible being in or9-er to satisfy
~ . ' .

its mternal f'inality. Although in Marechal th.e. crucial

between.points of the ""r~ent ar'e more explicit, there 'is
. J .

Anselm and Marechal a radical unity of intention:

", .We 'judge r~arec:hal~~?-pproaches to God-proof, his,,

• ..
I

with the further. demands of a properly "rE!ligious" conception
I

• I

... of God •

. .
• •.,

1\:
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

This dissertation is about, some approaches to the
'-~ . ,

preiof of the eXiste#ce of God,contained in .the writings
~ '. 'i"

of Joseph Marec~al-,-S~.-J-.~:~(1878-l944),1principally but

7lot exclusive~y in the last volume (Cahier V) of'hismajor

work~ g point de depart·~ la metapllysio,ue'.2 The purpose' .

.

lThe reader will ffud 'd~tall:s of Marech,il,' sper
sonal ang in.tellectual history in the followiJlg 'sources:'

(1) E. ·Dirven, .De' la forme a. l'acte. Essai sur'le .
. thomisme de'"7oseph' r,lareChal";-'T:"J • (Par~alia'

Bruges: Desdlee De Brouwer, 1965); passim put
. especially pp. 13-60.

,(2) A. Hayen, "Le Pe:r:e,Joseph Marechal (1878-lc;l44)", "
fnMelanfis Joseph Marechal (3ruxelles: L'Editiqn'
UniverSe e and Paris: Desclee De 3rouwer, 1950),
I, 3-21. (Tl;etitle'r,1elanges Josenh i.!arechal will
henceforth be aobreviated as MM.) "

0) A. Hayen, "Un interprete thomiste du kantisme: l'e
Pere J. i,larech~l (1878-1944)", .Revue internationale
de ~fltS0f.~ie, VIII.(1954),'449-469~

(4~ I: 1 e , 'es'Cahiers'du P.'Marechal. Sources
doctrinales' etinfiuences subies"'· Revue neo-

. scolastioue:de ,PhiIosonhie, xLIII" (1945),2'2"5":25i., .
(5)., X. ll:ilet.. "Les 'premiers ecrits philQ,sophique,s 'du .

.' P. Marechal (1901-1913)", 'in,MM" I,. 23-46. .,
.' " • ;' •., - #

2The fuh.. title. 'of this: five~vo'lu:ne ~6rk' ,is.r.e
point de denart de la metan~sigue. Lecons sur'l'e de=

'yeloPEement historiaue et theor10ue du:problemeae Ii
. conna1ssance. . Hencefortn· Vie shall aoorevi'ate, this ntle '

," as PD. '. . . . '." /
. - ;' 'The' individual volumes of.m> are called by their

author "Cahiers", and, they areJ.dennfied respectively by
the;RomannumeI'als I through V. For references to thE{, ,. '.

"

. '".

, ".,

" '

• •

- .. '

"

"

.
i

.
" 1

" ,

. '
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•
of this introductory chapter is to lay 'i;he ,gro\1iidwo;'k for

the treatment of Marechal's~pecificapproaches to the
- , 0

proof. A diversity of topics will be treated in this

, -

,-

•..._..'

, .

,
"• ;,f~ .:~.

chapter', as is indir::ated by .the diversity of the. principal

'sU~~eadings.3The~eadershould not lOij f~r a strict 4#":
unity 'of theme 'in' thetopics J treated under these' sUbheacf~i' ,

ings, although he will'note many interconnections. The

unity of the'matters treated in this introductory chapter

does not consist, in their development of a common theme, ..

but ,'rather' in their cpmmon,;i:elatedness to :th,e later dis

,cussion,. which ' it ,is the :purpose' of tliis chapter to pre-

pare and fE!-cili tate" 0.

j- • •

Principal and Subordinate Purposes 5 Marechal in' PD

_ 0 b, the- five V:01um~s'of ~Mare~hal's pr~cipa1
.;' _. Gl ~

and:in~egra1 purpose was not directly to prove the, existence
:- ..- ~

•

" ,

. - , Cahiers ,of PD we shall, use the following shorthand: I, 10
will mean Canie-r'I, page 10; V, 5;00 will mean.~ahier V,
page 500; and so forth. . ~ "

. Our references Wi~ be to the most recent edition.
of>~ach,Cahier. These mo t ~ecent editiori~ are, as jollows:

, Cahier I - foutlh ed ion (1964). - , '
Cahier 1I,- fouI"bh ed tion (1965) •

.' Cahier III - fourth e i tion (1964).
Cah~~!"-:tv -,fi:rst (w:d _unigue ~ edition (1947) •
CahJ.er V ,- second edJ.tJ.on ~ 1949) • : '

For 'full titles of the individual Cahiers and
bibliographical" information qn,~ see our Bibliography'.

',' '3seeTab1e of Contents.
(

c'

V' . \"

" ,

f '. '---,----------- ,-

•
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of God, :bl;t rather to prove that a realist metaphysics,

defensible against the Kantian and other modern critiques

of realist metaphysics, was possible_a~ong the lines which. ". ~ .

were traced historically by. f1Thomistic.Aristoteliailism".4

That is to say that his chief purpose was to defend the
c·

9·:····. . . ~

\

,

possibility of a realist m~taphysi~s and to show in what

concrete form it·is defensible.
'.

In order to show t~e possibility of this realist
. .? .

.n:-.etaphySics Marechal.proposed~to·~ow the logical necessity

,and defensibility against criticism·of its.point ~'denart
\ ... . .. .

•

the one at which .

re (all the~further .

or "first·step" , that 'first ste 

the. possibility'.Qf tfe whole ve

steps) is decided. The first st· of realist metaphysics
. - .

is th~t which Marechal calls the ontological.affirmation. 5
,

...". " ,"

This affirmation. is' the .primordial intellectual act, the

/

'.

•

..; 4"L'aristote:I.isme-thomiste": phrase used repeatedly
'by Marechal in Cahier V. See pp. 41, 463, 511, 515 (head
ing), 597. The· precise meaning of the phrase is stated by·
Marechal in I, 257 and'V, 39. We quote the latter: "L'aris
to':!;elisme, precise et 'complete - corrige,' si l'on veut 
par. lesScolastiques et,plus particulierement par S.
T;J:iomas • • •.. • ' . ,

"Marechal'calls this affirmation by fourprincipill
names: "affirmation ontologique"j "affirmation metaphysique"j
"affirmation absolue de l'etre"j "affirmation objective ab
Bolue". All four expressions' appear frequently in PD.
The first expression' ("affirmation ontologique")' is, how";
ever, the most used, and Marechal chooses i tfor'the title

-. "of aniinportant section of Cahier V (-pp.~3l7:-502, "De.
duction de l' affirmation ontologiqU:e")~.. For' these reasons.
we use. it in our text by preference over theequiva,lent
expressions.

•



,
•

4 ..
:

•

positive ~udgm€oht of reality, by which the mind implicitly

relates all cQntents of consciousness to the ontological

order,' by assigning them ~ place. in relation 'to being•

Thus it is the implicit affirmation of the on:tological'

order in general. It is Marechal's priricip8J. contention,

•

, , .
,and,it is hisp~inc~pal purpose in ~ to prove, that this

~,

c ssity which can

~~neously'makes,basic affirmation, which th~m~~,

possesses a theoretical and Obj~ctive
, .

stand up to any critique o~ knowledge •
. "

, In Marechal's wQrk the vindication of the possi~

bility of a proof of God'~ existence is a consequence of. '

the vindication ~f the possibility of realist metaphysics
, - ,

in its fir~t st~p. In 'order to se~ this relationship one

has only :to recall,that all further steps in metaphysics

follow wit~rational necessity from the first step; and
~. .

the pr90~ of the existence of God is one such, further step. '

So, ,in the course of vir).dicating metaphysical realism by

proving the necessity of affirming the ontological order

. ,

. . "' ., ~ .

in gene~, Marechal comes inevitably to the question of

the b'ase of the ontological order, that

Y'it is necessarily grounded or 'anchored~. . ... ..-.

reality in which
,

And so he de-

..

velops several approaches (which we shall see) to the

necessity of affirming th~t grounding reality (God).

Accordingly: ,the proof of the existence of God follows as
.'

a con,sequence of the proof of the necessity of affirming

• . ,



, . ,

5

...
, - .

the ontological order in general.

It is imp~rtant to keep this order of relationships

in mind in dealing with our topic (proof of 'God's ex-

-,istence) in Marechal: his principal objective, to demon

stz:a.'te· the absolute ra.tf0nal necessity of the ontological

affirmation,. and consequently the sound fpundatio of'

realist metaphysics; and the proof

a consequence of carrying out that principal

God being the ~ltimate reality to be concluded with ne-

,

cessi~y a realist metaphysics, or, as Marechal writes,
",

nL'~tr mfini - clef devoftte de la M~taphysiqite" (V,

462). In Marechal's eyes,ametaphysical realism must

alwayscl,de God at?east implicitly, 'since its first

s~p is an affirmation of an ontological order, and an
~, .

d

ontological order requires a base or, grounding. By "God"-

we here mean merely "that reality which bases the ontologi-
•

caJ,order". ~ We shall justify this meaning of "God", in

relation to Marechal's work, in a later section of this
\

chapter. 6

( , In: the last 'tnree p.aragraphs we have used the

expression "theontolo.gii:al order". - By the ontolog~cal

order we mean the order ofnoumenal. reality as distinguished

: •

..






































































































































































































































































































































































































































































