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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

There are signs of a grewing interest in the philesephy ef Maurice
Blondel ameng American Catholic thinkers and an indicatien that his werk
may prove te be ef interest te non-Cathelic thinkers as well. Blendel has
had an influence en Cathelic thought which fer the mest part has net been
rtcognizod; According to Infirmations catheliques internatienales, Elendel
influenced the thought ef Reusselot and Marechal.l And accerding te Henri
Beuillard this influence extended te Le Senne, Lavelle, M. Gabriel Marcel,
Jean la Creix, Ftienns Berne, Pere Gaston Fessard, and Pere Henri de ‘Lubac.z
Dru and Trethowan see a pessibility ef interest in Elendel ameng Englishe-
speaking philesephers as mere attentien is given by them to an elaberation
of a philesephy ef religien. The general pattern to date has been for
English-speaking philosephers te cencentrate en linguistic analysis, and
for American theelegians in particular net te leeok to philosephy te give a
ratienal feundatien fer truths ef faith., But Dru sees a growing awareness

of the profit of relating the truths of faith te elements ef experience

; lrplendel and Our Times," Philesephy Teday, VI, (Winter, 1962),
p. 276.

2Henri Bouillard, Blendel et le Christisnisme (Paris: Editiens
dn S.m’ 1%1), PPe 4l-4i2.
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which give suppert te them. In this enterprise Blendel has much te
centribute.’

L'Actien, the first majer werk ef Elendel, is the versien, pub=-
lished in 1893, of the thesis defended in the Serbemne by Blendel en
June 7, 1892.% The published versien differs frem the thesis defended
in the Serbenne in that it centains a chapter, "Le lien de la cennaissance
ot de l'action dans 1l'@tre,"” net found in the eriginal versien but which
figures preminently in the discussiens of l'Actien. L'Actien is censidered
by many te be Elendel's chief werk. It centains the central themss eof
Elendel's theught. These themes are expanded in the Trilogy, which was
published frem 193L te 1937 and which cemprises La Pensée I, II, L'itre
et les Stres, and L'Actien I, II. It has been ebserved that these themes
are stated with mere vigeur and certainly mere cencisely in l'Actien.
The Trilegy, dictated by Elendel after he had gene blind, tends te be
repstitisus. And, familiarity with 1l'Actien is necessary if ene is te
knew first hand the source of the majer disagreements cencerning Blendel's
theught.>

30lexander Dru and I1ltyd Trethowan, (eds., trans.), Maurice
Rlendel: The Letter en Apelegstics and Histery of Do (Lendent Harvill

8y 3 Po .

hL'Action: Essal d'une eriti de la vie et d'un science de la
pratique {Faris: Presses ﬁi'{nraﬂzgos de France, 1550).
SBeuillard, pp. 57-59.
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The preblem Elendsl confronts in 1'Actien is that the cenditiens
of action which man finds himself under seem te be at edds with his desire
for freedom and autensmy. Formulating this preblem in the Intreductien te
1'Actien, Blondel ebserves that action itself is imposed upen man. He
cannot escape it except by suicide, which is itself an actien. This actiem,
forced upon man, is eften disagreeabls to him., As Blendel ebserves: "It
is necessary that actien be realized threugh me, even when it requires of
me an unpleasant cheice, a sacrifice, a death. nb

Blendel attempts to selve this preblem by an analysis eof actien
which reveals that implicit in his acts of choice man has a fundamental
desire that his actien be structured by a necessary principle; in ether
words, that the cenflict between his desire f.or freedem and autonemy and
the element of necessity that he finds in his soctien is enly apparent.

Thus the purpese of l'Actlien is to make manifest that the objective ele-
ments of actien, the elements which are given and beyond men's pewer te
onminaf.o, are found to be upen analysis in cenfermity with his mest
fundamental desires and are thus subjective as well as objective.

L'Action starts with the necessity ef acting, ef dispesing ene's
life through choices. Hewever a man tries, he finds that he cammet escape
a bagic structure: he is always willing semething. An analysis eof willing
reveals that there are always twe elements invelved in it: the velonté
voulante and the volenté yeulu. The former is the basic dynamism of subject

6L'Actien, p. vii.
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manifested in the necessity ef the subject's always willing semething.
The latter is the concrete choice by which the subject seeks te fulfill
its basic dynamimm.

L'Actien proceeds from the willing of sensible objects. The
question of to what extent these ebjects are the products of the subject
himself and to what extent they exist independently of him is prescinded
from. It is established that they are subjective, net in the sense of
being preduced by the subject alone, but in the sense that they are in
cenformity with the basic dynamism of the will, the volente veulante.
For it is the purpese of l'Action to manifest that the ebjective elements
of actien are also subjective in this sense. The analysis ef the willing
of sensible objects reveals not enly that this willing is in conformity
with the basic dynamism of the will, but alse that it does net succeed
in completely fulfilling this dynamism. In an effert to fulfill this
basic dynamism other dimensions ef action are pregressively intreduced:
science, society, a moral erder, a metaphysical order, and ultimately a
"uniquely necessary being," or Ged. In conformity with the purpese of
lt'Action the objectivity of these dimensions of actien in the basic
epistemological sense of the word is prescinded from, and they are in-
corporated into the science of action in virtue of their having been
shown to be subjective; i.e. in conformity with the basic dynamism of
the will.

The climax of the snalysis of action is the cheice man must
make regarding the uniquely necessary being. The analysis of action
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has shewn that implicit in man's acts of willing there is the desire that
the objective element of action be dependent upon a uniquely necessary
being, or God. But if man recognizes this dimension of action, he theredby
obligates himself to serve God and to hold himself in readiness to accept
any manifestations that God may choose to make of Himself. Thus man is
confronted with a fundamental option. Will he recognize that God is what
he fundamentally wants, or will he attempt to live ignering Ged?

In the terminology of l'Action it is in virtue of this option that
man's knowledge becomes truly objective, either frem the light that an
option for God brings, or from the internal cenflict that an eption against
God brings. This terminology has occasiensd much discussion. If kmowledge
is termed objective only after an option, or choice, then it would seem
that the epistemology of l'Action is veluntaristic. It is the purpesse
of this thesis to examine this question, What do the terms objective
lnowledge and subjective inowledge mean in l'Action. In order that the
discussion offered by various commentators be more readily understood,
we will begin with a more detalled summary of the science of actien
presented in llAction.




CHAPTER II
SUMMARY OF L'ACTION

"Yes er ne, dees human life hive a sense, and dees man have &
destiny?"l With this questiem 1'Actiem begins. The semse of 1ife is
questienmable because life is met fully satisfying: its eriginm, geal,
ard nature are met clearly manifest. Amd evem mere impertantly, life amd
the conditiens under which it is lived are impesed upem man. The sense
of life requires, mere than intellectual clarity, that life as it is lived
be leved and willed by man: "If I am met that which I wish te be, then I
am net."2

In erder te arrive at a universally acceptable amswer te the semse
of 1ife, the science of actien prescinds frem practical ceavictiens which
govera and illumine men's daily lives. It starts with mem acting: men
attempting te find satiafaotion,\chrity, aolf-cxprossion.3 The trans-
cendental necessity ef this startimg peint is established by shewing that
the attexpt te aveid it by willing methingmess is actually an affirmatien
of it. When man attempts te will methingmess, ke actually enly wills the

lp, vi4,

JP. XiX.
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nothingness of life as he lives it, and he so wills only in virtue of a
love of a 1ife which he has net been able to actualize.! Tt 1s therefore
undeniable that "in my acts, in the world, in me, outside of me, I do not
lnow where nor what, there is something /Which I mp].nS

The science of action will determine the necessary dimensioens ef

this semething by restricting them as much as possible. And one finds
immediately that this something camnot be limited to a flow of sensations,
for if it were the only thing given in our primery intuitien of the werld,
it would "disappear, because, discontinuous, self-contained, unrelatable,
alvays finished and always in the past, it would be only a dream without
memery, without past, present, or future."™® A further dimensien must be
added: a principle of organisation and cerrelation.

The ultimate form of the principle of organization and cerrelation
of sensation is the understanding of the ebjects given in sensation ac-
cording to scientific concepts. This dimensien ef actioen is required by
the curiesity which is bern of reflection on the antimenies of sensible
knowledge, and the conflicts in individual taste which lead one to con-
clude that sensatiem is incomplete imowledge.! A science is the organi-
zation of sensible data according to censtructed systems of symbols;

5. 1.
%, L6.

7?. 48.
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for example, physics! organisation of data by calculus. Scientific
knowledge in its tetality is the unifying of diverse sciences. Thus
scientific activity necessarily implies a symbol-devising activity on
the part of the knewer,

At this point Elendel emphasizes an element of his methedelegy
which is important in the understanding of the epistemology of l'Actien.
The analysis te this peint, as well as the analysis giving subsequent
dimensions te actien, dees net distinguish characteristics of actien that
are an erganization impesed en a given by the agent from characteristics
pre-existing in the given and discevered and represented in the knewing
subjoct.s A materially ebjective given is not denied. The existence of
other sources of action beth persenal and nen-persenal is rcgarbad as given
with the existence of any individual subject. What is prescinded frem is
the erigin of the characteristics of the given. The pessibility ef this
formal prescinding (prescinding frem the origin eof formal characteristics)
derives from lknewledge being, in any analysis eof it, a state of cen-
sciousness of a content having an objective element and a subjective
element. The objective element is what is organized; the subjective
element is the principle of erganization of the objective element. The
realist interpretatien of this situation maintains that a fermally ob-
jective given is re-presented in the knewer, while the idealist holds

8. 87, note 1.
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that the formal determination is imposed by the knower. In the initial
analysis ef action, "all metaphysical or critical pre-judgment is dene
away with, n?

L'Action proceeds to an anmalysis of freedem which is an impertant
step in demonstrating that the objective aspects of actien are not in
oppositien to the subjective aspects, for freedom itself is shown te be
derived frem objective elements. The analysis of freedem begins with an
analysis of conscliousness. Censciocusness results frem the conflict between
desires prompted by diverse pessible plans ef actien. Without this cenflict
there would be no cmaeimmss.m Thus freedem begins in censciousness
with a conflict within the given or objective elements of actien. Free-
dom itself is manifested in the discovery one makes that ene follews a
plan of actien not merely because it is of itself mere powerful as a
motive, but because one adds "something of ene's aelr."u

The experience of freedom leads to a further integration of the
objective with the subjective. Because one is free, one experiences a
desire to realize the values presented in diverse schemes of motivation.
But one camnot do this since many are mutually exclusive. Thus there 1s
a disproportion between the basic dynamism of the will and individual
choices. One cannot solve this situation by willing freedom, since

%. 88.
10p, 111.

Bp, 118.
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freedom of itself is nothing; it is the non-choice of individual schemes
of action. One must solve the situation by willing s&a object which will
satisfy the basic dynamism of the will. Thus freedom requires a sacri-
ficing of one good for another and commits one to a program of self-
realization invelving a search for the adequate cbject:

It is necessary to transport the life of the subject

into the object which proposes itself as an end, Which

is to say that that which we lmow of force and liberty

is enly a means to aftain the fullness of that which

we desire; we sre in a relation of dependence with re-

gard to the realization of our true end. In short, what

we truly want, is not that which 1s already realized in

us, but that which zosa beyond us and commands us. Whate
ever one wills, one wills that which is not yet. In

scionsnasl:ﬁm imposes itself always on our con-

It is necessary to exercise freedom in external activity in order
to establish the sincerity of one's choices.3 The resistance that ane
finds in bodily fatigue, inertia, and emotions conflisting with the
realization of one's intentions seems initially a threat to subjectivity,
an elemsnt which cammot be integrated into the basic dynamism of the will,
The truth is, however, that the overcoming of this resistance, the effoit-
requiring selection of one scheme of motives despite confliciing motives
and despite the resistance one encounters in realizing the chosen plan of
action, is the genesis of individual personality. I am unigue because I

1%pp. 133-34.
Lo, 13,
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have chosen myself: I wlll stay what I have chosen because I had to choese
strongly to choose effectively. To will to be myself, I must will to find
opposition.u‘

Reflection on the exercise of freedom shows that it is the power
to choose among dynamisms which are given to men and which are the founda-
tion of their exisiance. Man is creative only by giving & new organization
to what already exists. All action is thus an appeal for a co-action. The
form of every production results from the efficiency of the agent and from
the material on which the agent works. Man educes rather than produces.ls
Thus in the integrating the objective elements of action with the sub-
Jective elements, l'Action reaches the stage where the objective, as a
source of activity which interacts with the subjectiviiy of the agent and
modifies the agent's works, is integrated wibta the subjectivity of the
agent.

Man finds that he desires not only impersonal agents involved in
his activity but personal ones as well. He recognizes a desire to be found
by others, to be seen by them in the works that he produces. This is the
first step in his recognition that he desires them to be subjects equal to
himself in originality.16 He desires that his productions be assimilated

Up, 194,
16, 228,
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by them according to their own personality and continue to develop in them.
This development is possible only if they have a subjectivity equal to
his own.l7

In a further expansion of the social dimension of action, man finds
that he desires to act not only as an individual, but as a member of a
state, and ultimately as a member of the whole of humanity.l® In acting
as a member of a group, man recognizes that his original projects will. be
modified by other members. Accepting this movement of the center of
activity to a position outside of himself, is the foundation for the
acceptance of the moral law.19 The precepts of this law are discovered
a posteriori from the experience of mankind, but this a posteriori
necessity is but the specification of an a priori desire for actlon with
a soclal dimension.

The next stage In the discovery of the dlmensions which action must
have if it is to satisfy the baslic dynamism of the will marks the transitiom
to realities which lie beyond that which is directly experienced.

Thus the profound aspiration of man unfolds little by
1little; thus unfolds the series of means by which he
seeks his end. The entire order of nature reenters the

field of his experience. All that which he receives
from it a posteriori he has already solicited a priori.

1%, 23,
18, 276,

195, 280.
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That which he seeks is the definition of his own proper
interest; yes, but what should he understand his own
proper interest to be? He traverses the universe with-
out encountering it. Consequently he becomes disinter-
ested in the universe. The world has an ambiguous
character. Consciousness does not find itself at home
with the world: it requires something else, beyond,

to explain it and te give it a sense. Natural moral-
ity, useful for indicating the contimuity of the
progress of life and the awakening of consciousness, is
consequently made te depend upon a new ferm of thought
and actien, upen a metaphysical merality. By & new
thrust, the humen spirit cenjectures /suppess/ mo
naturally an ideal werld beyend the actual world,

The failure of the world te satisfy man is net due essentially te
the fact that his actions fail to realize all that he had intended them te.
Even if man found that mething eppesed the effecting of his werldly plans,
he would still find in his actiem a primery cemtradiction: "he wills, but
he has mot willed to will."?l It is this primary cenmtradiction which leads
man to the discevery of the "uniquely necessary being."

It is not emough, in other werds, that the cressing
is pleasant; why have I embarked? Is not there an
unexplainable constraiat which speils at the source
every human action, even the most successful? Does
a noble and gemerous spirit accept sven the greatest
of goods if it has been imposed? Witheut a doubt
most men do not have sufficient insight or pride te
appreclate the whole of the imcomgruity of this
situation. All, nevertheless, have a strong feeling
of not being in possession of themselves; they lmow
that they de not find in themselves either the eﬁgb\,
or the subsistence, nor the end of their actien.

20pp, 289-91.
Ap, 326,

221134,
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Thus men finds that he must act. The science of action began with
the demonstration that actioen was a necessary starting point which could
not be escaped. But man does net find the source of this necessity within
himself; it must therefore come from outside of himself,

It is this conflict which explains the forced presence

in conscicusness of a new affirmation; and it is the reality
of this necessary presence which makes it possible for us

to be conscious of the conflict. There is a 'uniquely
necessary being.! The whole movement of the determinisa
[fhe dlalectic of the basic dynwmmism of the will and its
realization in concrete choices which necessitates the
incorperation of mew dimensiong into the cemcept of action/
carries us to this cenclusion. 3

The uniquely nmecessary being is God. Man is thus brought to the
fundamental choice, or optiom, of his life. He has discovered that God
is the source of his actien. Man ought them to submit himself to Ged.
"For man by himself cammot be that which he is already in spite of
hinult."ﬂ‘ That is to say that man does mot furmish the necessity of
the dynamism which makes him what he is. This then is the option:

Yos or no, 1s he willing to live, even to the point of
dying, if ome can put it this way, in comsenting to be
supplanted by God? Or will he pretend to be sufficieat
without him, to profit from his necessary presence with-
out making this presence voluntary, to take from him

the power to do without him, gd to will infinitely
without willing the infinite.

23p, 339,
2y, 351,
25, 355,
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In the chapter entitled "Le lien de la comnaissance et de llaction
dans 1'stre" the relation of the option to imowledge is defined. It is
this chapter which has caused the controversy over the epistemology of
1'Action. At the begimning of this chapter the phenomenological character
of the preceding analysis is restated. The snalysis has dealt with
practical necessities:

It has always been a question of determining the
necessary sequence of the demands of the practical
order, just to the point where, by the definition of
itz total conditions, the truth of the relatiomships
which action requires will be absolutely established.
How the idea of objective existence forms inevitably
in usj; how we invincibly affirm the reality of the
objects of our Imowledge; what is precisely the sense
of this objective existence, under what conditions
this reality necessarily conceived and affirmed, is
actually real, these questions, initislly, con-
timue the movement of practical determinism.

Blondel recognizes that one might be tempted to give teo the analysis
an absolute value which he does not intend it to have; he explicitly rejects
this interpretation: "Whatever the contrary habits of thought of uia reader
might have been able to persuade him, it has only besn a question of meams
gubordinate to action, without it being a question of raising to real truths

these practical conditions. n2?

26p, )21,

275, )es.
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Real truth is consequent to the option: "That which expresses
simply the needs of our will must attain, before our understanding even,
absolute truth, That which is as yet only a factual necessity will be
founded in reascn."2 It is the option which effects the presence of
"absolute truth before the understanding. The real truth of objects,
their being, does not reside thus in the inevitable representation which
we have of them; it consists in that which it depends upon us to will or
not to will regarding them. n29

The way in which the relation between knowledge and option is
defined could lead one to believe that Blondel is proposing a voluntaristic
concept of cognition, "that he is attributing to knowledge a character
which is not properly intellectual since it seems that he is subordinating
it to a volunbary act."3o But he denies that this is the case. '"In
choosing, it is not a question of making reality subsist in itself be-
cause an arbitrary decres has created it in usj in choosing, it is rather
a question of making it be in us becsuse it is in itself and as it is in
itself. This act of the will does not make it depend upon us, but rather
makes us depend upon 1t."3l For though our knowledge of reality is

28p, )25,
2%, 136.
3%, wo0.
e, 0.
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"founded in reason" only subsequent to option, antecedent to option our
knowledge of reality is inescapable:
Thus insofar as we are unable not to posit that chain
of necessities which is the condition of our practical
activity whatever it might be, we are inevitably lead
to attribute to it objective existence, because, if one
may put it this way, this real truth of objects of thought
is antecedent to the substance even of the will. The
issue is decided prior to the dialectical play of ideas,
there where the most radical doubt cannot penetrate,
beneath the region of the understanding, before the
intervention of discursive thought, more deeply than
where intellectual necessitlies rule, even to the point
where we will ourgzlvcsx we are incurably, things are
incurably for us.

Blondel explains the paradoxical relationship between knowledge and
option by saying that option adds to the mere representation of truth the
possession of it: "Perfect knowledge unites to a view of the truth a
complete possession of the real. n33 Cognition before option is termed
"la connaissance de l'éire;" cogaition after option is termed n118tre
dans la connaissance., "3l

We have been speaking of two states of knowledge, knowledge before
option and lknowledge after option. However, two sorts of knowledge after
option must be distinguished, since the option may be either for God or

against him. In the former case, there is a positive presence of being

3%p, 31,
33, wo.
e, )36,
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in knowledge; in the latter, there is a negative presence which is ex-
perienced as a privation.35

It must be noted that the option occurs in the science of action
only when all the dimensions of action have been elaborated:

To believe that one can attain being and legitimately
affirm any reality whatsoever without having attained the
end of the series which goes from the first semsible
intuition to the necessity of God and of religious
practices is to delude oneself: one camnot stop at an
intermediate object and make of it an absolute truth
without falling into the idolatry of the uggorstanding;
avery premature assertion is i1llegitimate.

By showing that to submit to God is in conformity with the basic
dynamism of the will, 1l'Action has succeeded in demonsirating that there is
no cpposition between thes subjective and the cbjective elements of actionm.
The progressive integration of objective elements into the dynamism of the
subject lead to the confrontation with the most objective element, God.

For God is the supreme regulator of man's existence bafore whom man must
hold himself in readiness to receive whatever revelation God may make.

In the course of the analysis of action, any metaphysical defi-
nition of subjective and objective was prescinded from. The subjective

and objective aspects of phenomena were simply described: the objective

BSPPO h37; h39o
35, )28,
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element is what is ergamized; the subjective element is the primeiple eof
erganization of the ebjective oltn.nt.37 New at the cemclusien eof the
chapter "Le liem de la cemmaissance et de l'actien dams 1l'etre" Blemdel
presents a metaphisical defimitien ef ebjective existemce and of kmewledge.

The metaphysics of l'Actien is a relatiemal metaphysics. We are
given net a universe of beings which are mutually related, but rather a
systen of relatiems which in their interactiea cemstitute beimgs. Ob-
Jective existence must be lecated im the tetality:

Neither extemsien, ner duratiem, mer the symbelism eof
science, mer the life of the imdividual, ner seciety,
ner the meral erder, mer the cemstructiens ef meta-
physics can be made subsistent realities . . . .
Reality iz met . . . in ene of the terms mere than in
the others . . . It resides im the multiplicity eof
recipr relatiens . . . . It is the cemplexus
itself.

Knewledge is defimed im terms ef this relatiemal metaphysics. Im
the phenomenelegy of actien, it was stated that the subjective-ebjective
structure ef the phememena admitted am ldealist er a realist imterpre-
tatiun.39 Blendel's fimal pesitiem is a symthesis ef these twe views,
Beth the lmewer and the thing kmewn centribute te the fermal determima-

tiens of the phememena. "Reality resides im the multipiicity ef

375ee abeve, p. 8.
3Bp. 153,

395ee abeve, p. 8.




w20 =

reciprocal relations." Knowledge itself is part of this series of re-
lationships. '"Placed in the series, our knowledge umdergoes and produces
things as a mediator; that which it undergoes, that which it produces,
that which it is, there, from its particular point of view, is what con~-
atitutes objective existmce."l‘o The rolational character of the meta-
physics of 1l'Action is confirmed in a metaphor which Blondel uses to
illustrate it: "The reality of the phenomena is comprised between two
beams of which it is the point of convergence and which, in reuniting

in us, constitute it in itcself, nlil Here the two beams are respectively
the sensible element of a phenomenon and the element which is grasped by
the understanding. Reality is to be located in neither the one nor the
other but rather in their interrelation. Nor can the phenomenon be
defined without relation to the knower. Tt is the "reuniting in us®" which
constitutes the phenomenon in itself. The two aspects of the phenomenon,
the aspect known by the senses and the aspect known by reason, are only
real in ’v:l.r’buo of the fact that while "irreducible to one another, they
are connected in the unity of the same act of the will, the same sensi-
bility, and the same reasc:m."l‘2

KOp, )53,
My, .
b2 5o,
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Blondel distinguishes his position from lidealism by saying thet
"things are not because we make them be, but they are such as we make them
be, and such as they make us be."h3

It does not suffice to say then that the being of
sensible things is to be perceived if one does not
add that the perceiver is also himself in virtue of
the perceived. To be objective is thus to be pro-
duced and to be undergones by a subject, because t
have a real action on a real being is to be real.

Objective existence is defined above as that which the subject
produces and undergoes. This leaves the question open of how the subject
determines to what extent it produces a phenomena and to what extent the
phenomens is produced in it. Blondel answers the question in terms of
what the subject experiences as added to itself. Thus the science of
action began witn the willing of an indeterminate something. This is
one subjective term, comprised essentially of the subject alone, At the
end of the science of action, all of the dimensions of action have been
integrated into the basic dynamism of the subject. This is a subjective
term correlative to the first subjective term. "The difference between

the subjective terms, that is exactly the real objact."hs

L3p, ue,.
bl )6,
Wp, 11,
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Finally the science of action is related to concrete experience.
It is the function of the science of action to make explicit what is
necessarily implicit in owr action. The science of action does not lead
us to make affirmations; it reveals to us the affirmations and their
consequences which are already parts of our experience, albeit wnexpli-
citated parts. From this point of view the whole of the science of action
is phenomenology, even the part which gives a metaphysics of objective
existence and of knowledge.h6 For even this part of l'Action only makes
explicit what is already implicit in our action. Blondel claims to con-
struct his analysis not by deduction or induction, but by making manifest
what is already present in experience. The evidence for any statement
can only be found in concrete experience, "The sclence of practice

establishes that one camot supply for practice."h7

L6y 152,

mP . Lh63.




CHAPTER III
THE CONTROVERSY OVER L'ACTION

From the time l'Actien was published in 1893 umtil the present,
much has been written in discussion of the three primcipal objectioms
that have been brought against it. It has been maintained, imitially by
the faculty of the Sorbomne, that Blondel sacrificed the rights of reason

to religious faith, that his werk was not properly philosophic.l

LtAction
was labeled subjectivist or Kantian on the grounds that accerding te it
speculative reason knew omly ideas without kmewing whether er nmot these
ideas correspended to reality, and that it was only threugh actiea that
one established the correspondemce to rcality.2 Thirdly Bleadel was
accused of maturalism, of making the Cathelic supernatural semething re-
quired by man's nature, hence of denying its gratuity and the impessibility
of lmowing revealed mysteries by umaided reasen.

The fundamental grounds fer these ebjectioms are to be foumd in
Blondel's pesition en subjective and ebjective lmewledge in relatien te the

option. If it is the optiem that establishes objective knowledge im the

lpguillard, pp. 29-30.

%M. B. Scisalm, "Les illusions de 1'idealisme et de leurs damgers
pour la fei," Revue Themiste (Sept., 1896), p. LLO; cited by Beuillard,
p. 34, who mentiems that Schwalm later withdrew these ebjectiems but that
since then eothers have urged the same objectien.
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scholastic sense of the term, then the dectrine of l'Actien is subjectivist
or Kantian. If the eptiem, required by the basic dymamism of the will, is
for or agaimnst met enly Ged as kmown by matural reasem, but fer er agaimst
God as lmewn im specifically supermatural mysteries, them it is net enly
subjectivist but met preperly philesephic. Amnd frem the peint of view ef
the theelegiam, if in amswer te the charge ef subjectivism, it is urged
that the eptien is ratiemslly mecessary, them the mysteries ef faith and
hence the supermatural are reduced te the matural.

There is evidence that the discussiem ef these preblems has been
fruitful. Accerdimg te Dru amd Trethewar, Beuillard's Elemdel et le
Christianisme seems te have been almest unanimeusly acclaimed im Framce
by Christiam writers as a defimitive imterpretatien.’ In amswer te the
ebjections te the epistemelegy ef l'Actiem, Beuillard meintaims that what
BElendel terms subjective lkmewledge 18 a mecessary kmewledge which is ce~
extensive with its ebject, amd hemce equivalent te ebjective kmewledge in
the schelastic semse of the term. It is termed subjective by Elemdel
relative te the mere cemplete pessessien ef its ebject attaimed im cheesing
it, er im the termimelegy ef l'Actiem, im makimg am eptiem with regard te
it. Regardimg the ebjectiem that Blemdel makes ebjective lmewledge depemd
on an act ef faith amd that he reduces the supermatural te the matural,
Bouillard maintains that fundamentally the eptiem has te de with a

SMaurice Blemdel, p. 98.
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supernatural, net im the specifically Cathelic semse of the term, but im
the semse ¢f that which 1s beyend what mam cam attain im his presemt
situatien., That 1s, Blemdel is met dealimg with what is preperly super=-
natural but rather with what is tramsmatural. Blendel is deing semethimg
analegeus te what ether Cathelic philesephers have deme in indicatimg that
man, te be perfectly fulfilled, meeds a mere cemplete kmnowledge and leve
of Ged tham he cam attaim im this life.’

Our cemcern im this theslis is with the philesephical aspects ef the
interpretation of 1l'Action. Thus the thesis fecuses em the meaning ef the
terms ebjective lmewledge amd subjective kmewledge as they are used inm
1'Actien in their relatiem te the eptiem. Im this subject what is rele~
vant is the fumctiem of the will amd the imtellect im the eptiem amd the
nature of subjective and ebjective lkmewledge as described inm l'Actien. As
was imdicated in the summary eof l'Actiem, the sclemce ef actiem develeps
the various dimensioms ef actien amd defines the precess accerdiag te
which these dimensiens are elaberated and the mamner im which they are
known. Whether er met actiem imcludes a tramsmatural dimemsienm er a
specifically Cathelic supermatural dimemsien dees net essemtially alter
the epistemelegical preblem. Fer if im l'Actiem ebjective lmewledge in
the schelastic semse eof the term is attaimed emly threugh cheice, thea the
epistemelogy of 1l'Actien is velumtaristic. That it might alse be making

hB‘uimrd, P 90.
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the attaimment ef truth depemdent om a cheice imvelving the supermatural
wWeuld be emly a further develepment of the veluntarism.

Az was stated abeve, Beuillard's interpretatien has been almest
universally acclaimed im Framce, beth with rogard te the philesephical amd
the theelegical issues. Taking exceptiem te Beuillard's imterpretatien
was Pere J. H. Nicelas, O.P., whe in a review eof Beuillard's boek repeated
his earlier "cemplaints . . . abeut Bleondel's subjectivist and amti-
intellectual appreach te the preblem ef knowlodgo."s The only ether majer
criticism of Beuillard's werk is effered by Heary Dumery inm Raisen et
religion dans la philesephie de 1'actiea® and "Blomdel ou 1'eccasien

d'apprendre a lire."!

In discussing the meaning of ebjective amd subjective lmewledge in
1'Actien, we will cemsider first Dumery's Raisem e% religiem dams la
philesephie de l'actien, simce this is his first cemprehemsive treatment ef
the epistemelegy ef ll'Actien and simce it is used as a peint eof reference
by Beuillard.® Them we will cemsider the ebjectiems ef J. H. Nicelas,
cited abeve. We will them treat the interpretatiem eof Albert Cartier in

Spru and Trethewan, p. 98.

fditiens du Seuil s 1964.

Thrrchives de Philesephie, XIVII (Jamvier-Mars, 196k), 6L-97.
Bouillard respended 1n "PhiTesephie de llaction ot legique de 1a fel,"
Archives de W, XXVII (Jamvier-Mars, 196}), 113-150, and in
Wlecture de Blendel,” Archives, XXVIII (Avril-Juin), 279+287.

8paris: Aubier, 19L8.
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Existence !g.véritb: Ehilosophio blendelienne de 1lactien 2§>ggob1¢latiggo

existentielle, since his interpretatisn treats the fumdamental peint ef
Nicelas’ ebjectiens and is alse used as a peint of refereace byBcuillard.9

We will them take up the discussiem betweem Dumery and Beuillard.

Presses Universitaires de Framce, 1955.




CHAPTER IV

FOUR INTERPRETATIONS OF L'ACTION
Henry Duméry

In La Philosephie de l'action, Duméry intemds to answer the followimg
objections: (1) The dimensions of action are developed in virtue of the
dynamism of the will, a blind force. The acceptance of the ebjective
validity of the dimemsiems is by an act of the wiil. Therefore, on twe
counts, the ebjectivity of the dimensions of actien has not beem established.
(2) Even if the objectivity of the dimensions of action were legitimately
established, according te l'Actiom the truth of a single dimemsien of action
cannet be established umtil all the dimemnsions of actiem have been elaber-
ated. Thus, before man has come to know God, the final dimemsion of
action, he cannot make amy valid affirmatiens.

The substance of Duméry's answer to the first objection is that
the basic dynamism (the volonte voulante) is a cognitive as well as an
appetitive primciple. This answers the criticism that the dimemsions of
action are elaborated by a blind force. With regard te the eptiom, Dumery
maintains that it is the recognition that being, appreheaded as having its
source in the Absolute, is the principle of the basic dymamism of the
spirit. The optien 1s thus the recogaitism that the dimemsions of actiem
which have been elaborated are net necessary merely relative te the dynamism

- 28 -
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of the subject, but relative to the absolute being which is the seurce of
the necessity found in the dynamism of the subjects depemdent on the
absolute heing. The optiom is thus an intellectual act. It is alse a
volitiomal act. As an act of the will it is the subjectiomn of the subject
to the being who is the principle of its action. The optiem is thus ene
act with an imtellectual and a velitiomal aspect. We will new comsider
Dumery's interpretation in mere detail.

According to his amalysis, the method of l'Actien comprises a
method of residues (methods des residus) amd by a methed of implicatiom
(methods d'implicatien). According to the method of residues, 1l'Actiem
Wworks from experiemce., Ilemeats of experiemce are admitted te the sciemce
of actien as thg are shown to be necessary comditiens for the self-
realization of the subject. An effeort is made te exclude elements of
experience. Some elements are found to be imdispensible to the self-

1 The method

realization of the subject; these elements are the residue.
of implication, used in comjumction with the method of residues, establishes
the relatiom of necessity between the dimensions of actiom by showing that
each dimensien of action requires the subsequent dimemsions im order te
fulfill the dynamism of the subject.Z

The total method is called by Dum’cry regressive amalysis (analyse

1Dumery', p. L9,

%Ibid., pp. 111-12.
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réggassive s 1.0., an analysis of action which leads ome back to the source
of action, which 1s, ultimately, the Absolute Being. The regressive
amalysis is clarified by the explanation that is neither a methed of empirie-

cal association mor a method of pure deductiom. It is rather am a prieri

SynthOSiS-B The science of actiom comstructs the mecessary dimemsions of
action from what is given in experiemce amd frem what the subject requires
for its realizatiom, Accerding te a methed of empirical assecistioam, the
dimensions of actiom would be merely recorded as they are found in ex-
perience and then systematized. For example, ome could make the observatiom
that there is a social dimension te memn's actiom that is the centext of
individual action. But 1'Actiom goes beyemd this amd shows that the secial
dimension is required by the dymamism of the humam spirit tryimg to realize
itself. At the same time, the dimensions are mot arrived at by pure
deduction from the starting poimt of a subject mecessarily willing some-
thing. The dimensioms are only revealed as a subject imteracts with his
world and finds action lacking the full dimemsions of action umsatisfactery.
As Dumery observes:

The governing idea of Blemdel is that experieace itself

carries an immanent dialectic, which far from being ex-

plainable by & mutual comditioning of facts accordimg te

a principle of ssseciationm or evolution, is aleme able not

only to establish comstant relatiomships, in addition
to ground and justify necessary comnections.

3Tbid., p. 33.

thid., p. l‘l‘.
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The comnections are necessary because they are mads in virtue of
a principle, the self-realization of the subject. Whem it is discovered
in the course of the amalysis that the human sgpirit is what gives meaning
to the rest of material creation, one realizes that the morm of the self-
realizing subject is really being. One further discovers that the source
of the being of the subject is the Supreme Being. As Dumery peints out,
"The idea of being in Flondel is more exactly the idea of Being."> Acticm
then, through which the necessary dimensions of action are established
"requires that this constituting act implies im turn the mediatien of a
pure Subject or a self-realizing Value, which is able to be universally
Judge not only of fact but also of necessity. nb

Thus theugh the dynamism at work in the analysis is termed by
Blondel a dynamism of the will, it is completely "different frem brute
impulse, since it does not proceed from an tobscure and irrationmal
velitionl'"! nFrom the begimning the imtellect has a thrust, the will has
eyes."8 The norm is mot defimed until all the dimensions have been

5Tbid., p. 107.
61bid., p. 111.

Tibid., p. 35, citing 1'Action, p. 4BB. The comtext: "An obscure
and irrational velition: it does not merit that mame. It is im a will, net
reasoned at first, but capable of being /reasemed/. . . ."

81bid., p. 33. One will note that sayimg that the will is capable
of being reasomed, i.e., that one can give a reasoned explanatiom of its
operation, is not quite equivalent to saying that it is a cognitive power.
See above note 7.
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explicated because being as it can be kmown by man is not a fact or an
essence; it is a dynamic primciple. It can only be grasped in the totality
of its manifestations and as a primciple which reveals itself moving toward
a goal through progressive actualizations. "Action is not a determined act
on the level of facts, because it is in the intelligible order a dynamism

(puissance »rion'lf.eo)."9 "To put off the solution of the ontelogical

problem . . « i8 . « + to refuse to introduce being in pieces . . . . It
is necessary to go through the whele series of objects, or rather to move
upwards even to the tramscendent first primciple, before returaing te the
given and comferring on it boing."lo

The second part of the first objectiom was that in the optiom the
ebjective validity of the dimensions of actien was established by an act
of the will., Dumery meets this objection by defiming optiom as "the
recognition of the normative a prieri and the idemntification with its
movemant."l Tyo elements are discermible im the option: the recognition
of the nerm and the identification with its movement. In the option as
recognition of the morm, the subject aclmowledges that the dimemsions of
actien were mot explicated with a mecessity relative only te the subject
himself, but that this mecessity had its source ultimately in the Absolute.
As recogaition of the norm, Dun'cry refers to the option as an emtolegical

9Ibido, P h6o
101bid., p. 92.

U1pid., p. 113.




Judgment. But besides being the recognition of the morm, the eptloen is

also an identification with its mevement. The norm has been eperative inm
the elaboratiom of the dimensions of action, which present themselves as
the means of the subject's realizing himself, i.e,, as intermediate ends.
Also the morm, Absolute Being, is revealed in the dialectic of action as the
ultimate end toward which the inferior dimemsions of action are leading.

To identify with the movement of the morm is thus to accept as eme's final
end and to submit omeself to it. But the recognition and the identificatiea
are not separate acts. "The option . . . i3 . . . at one and the same time
intellectual and meral,"2

That the recognition of the norm and the identificatiem with its
movement are necessarily connected may seem surprising. Cannot one

separate the recognition ef a transcemdent norm of truth frem the accept-
ance of it as an ultimate final cause?

The basis fer commecting the recognition of the norm amnd the
identification with 1ts movement is that accerding te l'Action "the pheme-~
menon which eccupies a place in the series of efficiemt causes dees met
really subsist im our theughts if it dees met occupy a place im the

system of means and ends."n The series of efficient causes is the
dirensions of actien censidered as that which effects in man the perfectien

12144, , p. 110.

13Tbid., p. 112, citing 1'Actiem, p. L33.,

3, .
% .
A____//
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that ke is striviag fer. Fer example, the secial erder is cemsidered an
efficient cause im its fumctiem ef perfecting man's individual actiem. But
the dimensiens of actiem are met arrived at by mere ebservatieon. The nerm
eperative im their develepment was cemcermed with them as means te the
self-realization of the subject. Thus ene cammet separate in the sciemce
of actien ene's cemception of semething as existing frem eme's cemceptien
of it as a wmeans of achieving self-realizatien. In fact, accerding te
1'Action ene coeuld met ferm any cemceptiem at all eof the ebjective existemce
of semething if it Were met in seme way related te ewr will: "The simple
idea of an ebjective existemce implies the deuble law which ferms eme and
the same dotcrnhin."n‘ Thus the necessary dymamism of the will leads ene
imevitably te the eptiem as an imtellectual and velitiemal act: "There
is thus ne ebject of which it is pessible te cemceive and affirm the
reality, witheut having embraced by am act eof theught the tetal series,
witheut submitting eme's self te the exigencies ef the altermative which
it impeses en us, in brief witheut passing the peint where shines the
truth of the Being whe illumines all reasen amd in the face of whem it is
necessary that every will take a positin."15

Having established the eptiem as anr intellectual as well as a
velitiemsal act, Duméry takes up the preblem of Elendel's calling kmewledge
befere eptien subjective and kmewledge after eptiem ebjective.

itpid,, p. 112, citing 1'Actien, p. L32.

15L'Action, p. L35.
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Accerding te Dumery's imterpretatiem, there is mever im the cemcrete
& purely subjective imewledge fellewed by am ebjective kmewledge. Fer the
sake of a clear amalysis, lfActien treats separately aspects ef actiean
which in the cencrete erder cammet be separated. Thus theugh accerding
te the precedure of 1l'Actien the eptiem is imtreduced teward the emd of

the analysis«-

In the cemcrete application of the merm, the eptiem is

at all peints centemperaneeus with the search. Being,

if eme may put it this way, dees met wait ia the vesti-

bule befere being imtreduced. Its presemce is immediate

and permament, and the rele og the eptien is never any-

thing but te recegmisze this, 1
Simce the eptien is at all peints centempesrameeus with the search, se are
subjective and ebjective kmewledge.

The eptien i3 iselated and emphasized in the sciemce of actienm as

an emphatic statement that "being amnd kmewledge cammet be aoparatod."]'?
It seems that what Duméry means here is that eme camnet kmew the truth abeut
what 1'Actien says abeut the dimemsiens ef actiem witheut experiemcing them
persemally. Accerding te him what Blendel means wher he says that the
"kmeWledge of being /cemmaissance de 1'etre/ implies the necessity ef cheice”
and that "being inm imewledge /I'4tre dams la cemmaissamce/ is met befere

but after the liberty eof cheice” is as fellews:

16Dnury, p. 111.

171biq., p. 11k.
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He does not intend in saying this to connect the
validity of knowledge with an existemtial cheice mor
to introduce being into a thought which has lacked it:
he affirms en the comtrary that it is impossible to
separate being and knowledge, without destroying, with
their relation, their reality and evem their intel-
ligibility; and if one practices just the same this
separation . . . one effects a mortal vivisection,
which juxtapeses a representation to a thing, instead
of maintaﬂiu in living kmowledge the real presence
of being.

Thus Duméry has answered the objectioms that the dimensions of
action are developed in virtue of the dynamism of the will, a bliand force,
and that the objective validity of the dimensions was established by an
act of the will., The objection remaining to be answered 1s that even if
the objectivity of the dimensions of action ware legitimately established,
according to l'Action, the truth of a single dimension of action cammot
be established until all the dimensions have been elaborated. And thus,
before man has come to know God, the final dimension of action, he canmmot
make any valid affirmations. Here again the distinction is made between
what is true for the science of action and what is true for its concrete
application, It is only in the sciemce of actiom that the affirmation is
delayed until the norm according to which the affirmation is made has been
fully presented. In ths concrete the norm is always present and operative.

It would seem however that Duméry's analysis, even if accepted
without qualification, dees not establish that the epistemology of ltictiom

is completely non-volumtaristic. It has been shown that the basic dymamism

18144,
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of the will operates according to the norm of being. But the recognition
of this norm as founded in absolute being and not merely as exprassing the
needs of the self-realizing subject is made in an act in which the intel-
lectual element and the element of moral choice cennot be separated. This
would indicate that before a moral cholce is made, the subject does not
know the absclute necessity of the matter about which the choice is made,
Thus the norm for action is to be true to oneself, not to be trve to what
is lmown to be absolutely necessary. It is true that eventually the norm
operative in the self-realizing subject is known to be being, and this
being is ultimately known to be a participation in absolute being. But
Duriery does not indicate that independently of moral choice the norm of
self-realization is known te be based on absolute being. The question
remains then, whether independently of moral choice, the norm of the
self-realization of the subject in virtue of which the various dimensions
of actior are said tc be necessary is reflexively known to be absolutely

neCcessary.
J. H. Nicolas and Albert Cartier

The issue of the nature of the grounds of reflexive certainty in
1tAction which is not tresated explicitly by Dumery is taken up explicitly
by Nicolas and Cartier.

In his review of Elondel et le Christianisme, Nicolas acknowledges
that Bouillard has shown that it is Blondel's intentien that knowledge be
not dependent upon ar act of the will. He cites the quotation from ltActiom
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that Bouillard uses to establish Blondelts intention: "It is not a ques-
tion in choosing of making reality subsist in itself because an srbitrary
decree has created it inus . . . . " Commenting on this citation, Nicolas
observes that it certainly demonstrates Blondel's intention of avoiding
subjectivism. But it does not tell us how he succeeds in doing so. It is
true that prior to the option, man is in possession of the truth, "but

how does he know that he is?"19 Thus Nicolas raises explicitly the nature
of the grounds of reflexive certainty in the epistemology of 1l'Action.

It 1s Nicolas! contention that this difficulty is inherent in
Blondel's starting point in which he avoilds any "realistic" or "idealistic
prejudice,”" making the principle of necessity the dynamism of the will.zo
According to Nicolas, "the necessity of being which is expressed in the
principle of identity is the first and fundamental necessity upon which
philesophy is based. A philosophy of reflexion on the life and acts of
the subject 1s profitable, but it camot be done until being is affirmed
and it cammot progress without a constant reference to buing."zl

In Existence et verite, Cartier explaims, as does Dumery, that the

basic dynamism of the will (volonte voulante) is not a blind force. Im
fact 1t would most correctly be named "intelligible law,” or "rational

19Pbre Jo Hs Nicolas, "The Centenary of Maurice Blondel," Revue
Thomiste, LXII (July-Sent., 1962), L33. o

2034e above, p. .

2lyicolas, p. 436.
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regulation."?? For 1tAction establishes that ome necessarily wills cme's
own being. The dialectic of l'Action represents man's efforts to become
himself. Man recoganizes that he is not yet what he desires to be. He
can only beceme himself through his choices. In imtegrating the varieus
dimensions of actiom imte his choices, the subject is obeying the imner
law which says, "Become what you are; will what you will, 23 ‘Tbn subject
is seeking ar immament truth, the adequatiem between what he desires te be
snd what he is. The faithful pursuit of this immsanent truth leads the
subject to the comclusion that it will mot be achieved without a relatiem
to a transcendent being.2l

In distinction from Dumery, hewever, Cartier clearly inmdicates
that in establishing the immanent mecessity er subjective need of a
transcendent being one has mot established the objective existence of
such & being: "Im determiming the immanent truth the question of a
transcendent truth, of the adequation of thought with am objective reality,
is mot yet raised."25

According to Cartier, it is by the optiom that ome "foumds
reflexively truth and boinc."zs Thus it would seem that Cartier imterprets

zzcmm, P 1110.
23Tbid., p. 1h2.
2hipid., p. 167.

25Ibido’ P lsho
261bid., p. 18L.
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1'Action as sayimg that ome attains reflexive certitude by an act of the
will. However, Cartier understands the option as am act which, while
remaining free in the semse onme camn choose pesitively or negatively, is
rot arbitrary. For it is omly in choosing pesitively that ome is follewing
one's reasen. The optiom is govermed by a ratiomal necessity, mot an
absolute necessity. Ome remains free to reject the light: "Im the unique
act in which with consent man recogaizes the Tramscemdemt, his intel-
ligence only affirms it as mecessary because his will freely chooses it,
but the will im turm in so choesing to obey the veice of reasom."2! This
explanation of the option leaves still to be explained Blomdel's terming
knowledge before optien subjective and lmowledge after optiom objective.

The key idea in Cartier's explamatiom of this point is expressed
in a quotatiom which he takes frem Blondel: "One must never feorget that
in effect every theught is at ome and the same time act amd lmewledge"
(toute pemsee est i 1a fois acte et commaissance).? As inewledge,

thought is the elaboration of the relatiomships between differemt things.
As act, thought is the affirmation of the truth of these relatiomships.
These two aspects of thought are tramnscendentally related; ome cammet have
one without the other. For before ome cam by the act aspect of thought

2Tnsd., p. 178.

Brp1d., p. 215, citing "L'T1lusion idéaliste,” Revue de Meta-
physique et de Merale, 1898, p. TLO.
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affirm the correspondence teo reality of a set of relationships, eme must
make the relatiomships. And this making of relatiomships is thought as act.
Insofar as it is act, thought participates im the
speataneity of the subject, it iz emgagement, it is
affirmation; but insefar as it is lkmowledge, it re-
flects the objective given, it ascertains necessary
relationships. These two elements are im realit
imseparsble . . . .27 One cammot relate @ﬁ.nzg}
without affirming the relatiems.30

The elements of thought, act and kmowledge, "are found in varying
amounts in every cemorete operation of the hman spirit, frem the most
gpeculative judgment to the most emgaged actiem. n31l  1n the option, these
elements attain their highest expression. But every act of theught has the
structure of ratienal cheice which was showm to be true of the optiem. What
has been made explicit in 1l'Actiom's explanatiom of the eption is operative,
though its eperation iz mot adverted teo, at all stages of the sciemce of
action as they are comcretely realized in man's life.

Thus Cartier solves the problem of subjective ard objective know-
ledge in l'Action by distimguishimg between the sciemce of action as it is
formally presemted in l'Action and the cemcrete applicatior of the sciemce
to human 1life. This distimctiom which Duméry established by shewimg that

the norm operative in the option is the same norm, though not yet explicitly

29Ib1do, P. 216.
Prp14., p. 224,

31pid., p. 178.
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formulated, that is operative at all stages of the science of aetion,32
Cartier establishes through his amalysis of thought in terms of act and
knowledge.

It is only in the dialectical order that subjective
imowledge can be said to be before option. In reality
it is not a cemplete act of knowledge . . . which 1s
rothing witheut the option which opposes or confirms
it. But in that emcounter with the basic dynamism of the
will, vhatever form it might take, it becomes objective
m’.’d&e s> o s ohth.realord‘r, thﬂr.islou-
teriority of posteriority: from the first imstant the
whole has being, comstituted am objective reality
because sgtion is immanent in it and centemporaneous
with it.

Cartier's analysis, hewever, is weakmmed by his imability to account
for all of the formulations of l'Action:

HO‘D‘“GX', ore must admit that . . nany .xpx'.ssj.ﬂna,
especially in Chapter III of Part V, entitled "Le
lien de la comnaissance et de l'action dams l'atre"
¢ o o provoke by their ambiguity a certain embare
rassment . « . . And this ambiguity is mot only
caused by a defect im expressionm; it reveals . . .
a subtle slipping in thought, & deformation . . .
which makes him without his Bﬁiag conscious of it,
unfaithful te his principle.

The expressions that Cartier has reference to are those which state that
"philosophy dees mot furnish the being of which it studies the idoa."35

32300 above, p. 3.
3 3Car'bi.r s PP 18!4-185.
341vid., pp. 220-221.

351bid., p. 220.
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These statements affirm that philescphy studies only the necessary rela-
tions between phenomena and that the possession of being comes only with
the affirmation concretely made, which lies outside of the activity of
philosephy. In so doing Blomdel is being unfaithful to his principle
that "all thought is at ome and the same time act and knowledge."

He hardens in a real separation transcendental re-
lations. In desiring teo really remove the subjective
element from the activity of philosophy, he separates
in effect theory and practice, affirmation and re-
lation, reflection and engagement, thought and actionm

e ¢« « o« But in doing this he forgets that to comstruct
a theory is a cencrete act, that even prescinding from
the ontological question, ome camnot relate phenomena
without affirming the relations; that thus the dia-
lectic, a work of reflection, im order to be accomplished,
calls for am engagement at each peoimt. He forgets that
which he has so often poimted out, that whem action in
relation to being is understoed as the source of the
spiritual dynamism, antecedent to all distinection of
faculties, thought itself is am actiem; that, as such,
it 1s structured by the conditions that it itself has
brought to light . . . including the supreme conditiom,
the option before the Transcendent Being, ‘which it
attains only at the end, glthough (4t is nourished by
it) frem the begimming.!3

However, it is just this primeiple of the imseparability ef thought
as action and thought as lmowledge upon which Cartier has based his solu-
tion to the problem of objective amd subjective kmowledge in l'Actien. Teo
admit that Hlondel "forgets" this primciple is teo weaken the amalysis which
depends on it, especiaily when cne remembers that the primciple is net cited
frem 1'Action but from a later wark.>!

361bid., pp. 223-2li, citing 1'Actiom, p. L27.
3see above, p. LO.
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Hemri Beuillard

Bouillard fimds the solutioms ef Cartier amd Dumery te the preblem
of subjective and ebjective lmewledge inm relation te the eptiom umac-
ceptable because he dees met believe that the optiem and subjective amd
objective kmewledge can be made tramscemdemtal primciples of all acts of
lmowledge, that the temperal element cam be entirely remeved. The
temperality ef the eption in l'Actien cerrespends te a certain temperality
of the eptien in comorete experiemce. In suppert ef this pesitienm,
Beuillard quetes a letter of Blemdel te Dem Bede Lebbe, writtem April 3, 1903:

It 43 the mature of amalysis . . . which ferces us te
reunite in a whele and te separate im twe symmetrical
parts that which precedes amd that which fellews actiem.
In reality the rhythm of cegnitiem and practice is an
infinitesmal pregressien, and as we act witheut ceasing
in order te knew, ze we knew witheut ceasing in erder
te act, speculatien mnever remains purely speculatiem.
One sheuld met reasen as if kmewledge did met have its
suppert in the pessessien at least implicit but real
of being; I say enly that kmewledge emce explicitated
by reflectien, is met am end in itself, a termimatiom,
but & means, the begimming ef actien in erder te ebtain
a better pessessien of beimg threugh it.3

Accerding te Beuillard the "twe symmetrical parts" are respectively
knewledge befere eptien and kmewledge after eptiem. These parts precede
and fellew "actien" which is equivalent te sayimg that they precede and
follew eptien, fer eptiem 1s the cheesing required fer cemcrete actiem, and
actien is always expresses a cheice, whether made implicitly er explicitly.

In partial suppert ef the pesitiems ef Cartier amd Dumery is the statement

38Bonillard, p. 14T,
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that knewledge is am infimitesmal pregressiem. Thus there is net just eme
eptien, but many. There is a distinctiea betweem the sciemce eof actien
and the realizatien ef it in man's life. Hewever these many eptiems are
acts, met the primciples ef acts, amd thus the imterpretatiems ef Dumery
and Cartier are imcerrect in this regard. Amether selutiem must be feund
for the preblem ef subjective amd ebjective kmewledge inm l'Actien.
Beulllard!s selutiem is comsemant with the statememt im the letter

te Dem Bede Lebbe te the effect that "eme sheuld met reasen as if kmewledge
[knewledge befere eptien, hemce subjective kmewledge/ did met have its
suppert im the pessessiem at least implicit but real ef being."3’ Examining
the meaning of the term "subjective knewledge" as it is used im l'Actien,
Beuillard finds greunds te assert that it signifies what curremt usage calle
ebjective kmewledge. Subjective Imewledge im curreat usage means a kasw-
ledge "affected by the particular dispesitiems ef imdividual subjects in
such a way . « . that it cammet be umiversally aclmewledged as an adequate
expressien of the truth." Hewever subjective kmewledge is described inm
1'Actien as

e o o 'a certain imewledge of being ef which we are

net able te divest eurselves,' a kmewledgs ‘ce-

extensive with its ebject,! im such & way that 'there

is between heing and kmewledge am abselute cerrespeme

dence and a perfect reciprecity.! Ceuld eme desire

mere precise statements? That which Blemdel calls
fsubjective kmewledge of the truth' is idemtical

39 1bi4.




- 6 -

with what curremt usage terms ebjective lmewledge

and te which the Aristetelean amnd schelastic tradi-

tien accerds ﬁltolozical significance [u:n mt‘o

ntolo&n?. 0
Thus kmewledge prier te eptiea is met termed subjective accerding te the
erdinary semse ef the werd. It is subjective enly relative te the mere
cemplete pessessien of beimg, either pesitively im the affirmative eptiem,
or by way ef a "pesitive privatien" im the megative eptiem.

In l'Actien the centrast between knewledge befere eptien and lmew-

ledge after eptiem is expressed im varieus ways. Mest ef these are listed

belew eppesite their cerrelative term:

Page 425 beseins de metre velemte verite abselue
nécessite de fait fende en raisea
cenditions pratiques verites reeles
meyens immanents au veuleir fins immanentes a la pemsee
426 idée mecessaire du Dieu rael Dieu seit reelememt . . .
peur meus
la sciemce des apparences -
déterminisme des phéneménes .- .
427 4ideal cemcu réel epere
428 cemmaissamce certain, cesxtemsive
a sen ebjet ~
la cemmaissance 1ltetre
la vue de 1l'4tre la pessessien de 1l'stre
436 1la cemmaissamce de 1l'atre 1:’61:.1-0 dna/la cexaaissance
necessite interne veritable realite
4SO cemmaissamce subjective -

It is Beuillard's cemtentien that where these expressieas imdicate am
imperfectien in kmewledge it is emly an imperfectien relative te a cemplete

4Omid., p. 148, citing 1'Actien, pp. 427; 428; L28; L39, LLO.
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pessessien of being., He ackmewledges that Blemdel's termimelegy is equi-
vecal and indicates seme ef the chamges which Elemdel mads as early as
1898 im L'Illusien idealiste, which is a rewerking ef the last chapter ef

1'Actien, The term "subjective imewledge" is replaced with "speculative
knewledge," "speculatiem,” er "abstract idea." The kmewledge after eptlem
is called "effective” rather tham "ob;)oc’eivc."’-‘l
Beuillard has established te his satisfactiem that kmewledge prier

te eptien is universal and mecessary, He gees en te maimtain that prier
te eptiem, knevwledge is reflexively certaim. The subject kmews that the
principle of his knewledge is beimg which has its seurce im Abselute
Being. The subject kmews that his affirmatiems are abselutely true amd met
merely true relative te his ewn mature. The stage im the science ef actien
vhere this is made explicit is the affirmatien ef the umiquely mecessary
B‘i“’ which eccurs im Part IV.

That which I have velumtarily pesed is thus met able

te be suppressed mer te maintain itself: 4t is this

cenflict which explains the ferced presemce im cem~

scieusmess of a new affirmatien; and it is the reality

of this mecessary preseace which makes pessible im us

even the cemscieusmess ef the cemflict. There is a

uniquely mecessary beimg.' The whele mevement of the

determinism carries us te this term: because it is

frem it that the determinism , the whele semse
of which leads us back te it.

Wlrpid,, p. 149.

421p44,, pp. 173-Th, citing 1'Actien, p. 339, mete 1.
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Part IV has thus "established the mecessary tramsitien frem the sciemce ef
phenemena te the affirmatiem of bei.lg."’"3 In the preceding stages ef the
sclence of actiem, we have beem describimg what appears witheut making

any affirmatiens abeut being. Frem this peimt en we are treatiag with "met
that which appears, but with that which is."w" Henceferth, statements in
1tActien will have entelegical weight; they will be affirmatiens abeut
being.

There remains the pessibility that the reader will be mislead by
the statements at the begimming ef Chapter III ef Part V, "Le lien de la
cemnaissance et de 1l'actiem dams 1'dtre." Here ﬁlond.]. waras the reader
against the "temptatien te attribute te the previeus affirmatiems a meta-
physical sigmnificamce that they de net hnvc."’"s Se far, the dimemsiens ef
actien are emly '"phememena." Imcluded im the phememema are: "'‘certitude
of the umiquely necessary being, the imevitable aitermative, the death-
bringing er life-giving eptien,! -~ precisely these dimemsiens eof actiem
which make up part IV."M’ Hewever, accerding te Beuillard, these state-
nents de met mean that Blemdel i3 demying all emtelegical sigmificamce te
the amalysis ef Part IV amd im turm giviag this sigmificamce te Chapter III
of Part V. Fer he says alse ef the amalysis ef this chapter that whem 1t

LiThid., citimg 1'Actiem, p. 323.
L5Ibid., p. 179, citiag 1'Actien, p. LS2.

L61bid,
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talks abeut the "real existemce ef the ebjects ef theught arnd the cemdi-
tiens ef the practical erder," it talks abeut them as “phenouon."m

Beuillard's amswer te the apparemt cemtradictiem betweem his
analysis ¢f the entelegical signifiéancn of the affirmatien ef the umiquely
necessary Beimg, amd statements im Parts IV aud V of l'Actien demying ente~
legical sigmificance te beth Parts IV amd V i3 twefeld. First, he peints
eut that all of 1'Actien i3 in a certain semse phememenelegical. The
necessary relatiems established betwesn the dimemsiems ef actiem, imcluding
the necessary affirmatien of beimg, depemd upem experiemce. Experiemce in
1'Actien is the experience ef making chelices, realizing im cemcrete persemal
experismce the dimemsiens ef actien, mevimg frem eme dimensien te anether
because of the experiemce imadequacy ef the imferier dimemsien. Experiemce
is had im living life, net iIm the sciemtific amalysis ef it. The sciemce
of actien 1s emly am erganizatism ef this experiemce. It is met withim the
science of actien itself that affirmatiems regerdimg being are made. 'Phile-
sephy, accerdimg te the auther ef l'Actiem, dees met affirm baimg: it shews
that we affirm it mecessarily amd indicates the cemditiems im which we
affirm it mest apprepriately. At the heart evea eof its entelegy, it
remains phenemenelegy. nk8

Hewever within this all emcempassing phemnemenelegy, we cam dis-
tinguish a descriptien eof phenemema which prescimds frem saying anything

4 1pa4.

4B1bid., p. 169.
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absut the relatiem ef the phememena te beimng, ard a descriptiem ef pheme-
mena which imcludes a relatiem te being. The latter begims with part IV
vhere the relatien of phenemena te the umiquely mecessary dbeing is des-
cribed. Hewever evem Part IV dees met ask the reader, as part ef the
science of actiem, te make the affirmatiems regardimg being which are
described there. These are made in cemcrete experieace.

Thus the first part ef Beulllard's explamatiem of the statements
in Chapter III ef Part V te the effect that what precedes this chapter is
merely descriptive is te shew that evem the emtelegy ef llActiem is situ-
ated within a phenemsnelegy. Hewever the fact remains that while affirma-
tien of the umiquely mecessary beimg im Part IV and the discussiem ef the
relation of knewledge amd being im Chapter III ef Part V are entelegies
within a phenemenelegy, yet Blemdel says that im Chapter III ef Part V
that which as yet has been erly "a need of eur will" will beceme "abselute
truth."89 If beth Part IV and Part V centain entelegies, there must de
some distinctien between them.

Beuillard interprets the entelegy eof Part IV as an entelegy "em
sei." The affirmatien ef the existemce ef the umiguely mecessary Being
is cemsidered inx the centext ef the "mersal amd religieus preblem ef ewr
existence.” In Chapter III ef Part V we are fermally cemcermed with
being itself, We are explaimimg why it has the relatiem te actiem that it

dees. We are cemcaormed with emtelegy pesed "peur sei. n50

LSz ractien, p. L26.
5°Ibid., P 180.
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In a mere gemeral view, Beulllard ebserves that it is pessible that
the misunderstanding ef 1'Actien by seme has resulted frem a misumderstanding
of Blendel's intentien. "Because Blemdel declared that he imtemded te
undercut idealism er Kamtiamism threugh the cemsideratiem ef subjective
necessities, sems have been able te believe that he wished te start with
the pure subject and te establish the existemce ef ebjects represeated in
him.">l But this 1s met his imteatien.

Internal phenemena er the ceatent ef cemscieusmess are
for him intentiemal ebjects. Whem he peses the ques-
tien of their 'ebjective existemce! er of their 'real
existence! . . . it is met a questien of kmewing if

semething exteraal cerrespemnds te eur imtermal repre-
sentatien, but te lmew if the ebjects ef eur lkmewledge

and the emds of eur will carry im themselves semething
of the abselute.5?2

Accerding te Beulllard, it is true that certain expressiems ia l'Actienm are
ambigueus, but wvhem eme umderstamds them cerrectly eme realizes that "fer
Blendel ebjective existemce is synemymeus with being, which is symenymeus
with the Abselute."” Thus we cam umderstamd "etre" as "l'stamt, im the
plain semse of empirical existemce! er as "that which is self-sufficieat,
the abselute.">> In expressiens such as "l'4tre dams la cemmaissance is net
befere, but after the liberty ef cheice," eme sheuld umderstamnd "$tre" met
as "stamt" but as the abselute. !

51Tbid., p. 166.

521bid,
SBM.’ po 1510
Shgg__g,, p. 153, citing l'Actiem, p. L36.
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As was indicated abeve, the basic peint ef cemtrast which Beuillard
makes between his amalysis amd Duméry's is that eme cammet selve the preb-
lem of the subjectivity ef lmewledge befere eptiem by making it a cempenemt
of all acts of lmewimg, which im their cemcrete, and therefere cemplete
ferm, alwgys imclude the eptiem amd are thereby ebjective,

Beuillard alse raises a further ard mere gemeral ebjectien te
Duméry's smalysis ef Hlemdel's methed. Im Beuillard's ewa amalysis the
dislectic by which 1'Actien preceeds, the dislectic betweem the velemte
veulante and the velemte veulu, is a dislectic at all stagos between the
dymamism eof the will and the capacity ef cemcrete cheices te satisfy this
dynamism. Thus the dialectic is always invelved with real beimg, which
is enceuntered im cemcrete cheices. Beuillard believes that Dumery ia-
correctly substitutes fer real beimg emceuntered in cemcrete cheices hype-
thetically real being. He dees this because he believes that philesephy
is net cempetent te decide em questiens ef fact. Thus it cammet say that
a given dimensien ef actien actually exists., It cam say that if it exists
them it is im accerd with the fumdamental dymamism ef the spirit. Beuillard
quetes frem Blemdel et la religiem im suppert ef this imterpretatien ef
Dumery's smalysis ef Elendel's methed.

Certain interpreters believe that the megative eptien
eught te be cendemned by the philesepher as being a
rebellien against real beimg. This is a damgereus and
abusive view. Fer it cemtradicts the primciple ef the
methed of immanence, vhich imtemnds that philesephy be
enly oritical, that is te say incempetent en questiens

of fact. The megative eptier is cemsured by phile-
sephy in that it takes away the last stage frem the
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series ef mecossary amd ideal cemditiems; it is a
fault against cemsistemcy and ceheremce. But as far
exly 3 Tres censcleasmess can g that S L

Thus in Dumery's amalysis, the megative eptiem i3 a fault against
reality if it is a decisiem againmst what is im reality the case. But enly
cencrete experiemce, "a free cemscieusness,” can de that, and this cemcrete
experience is put eutside the dialectic ef l'Actien.

This leads Beuillard te cemclude that Dumery's umalysis, preceeding
as it dees en the distimctien between "amalyse r'oguain" on the eme hand
and "plam emtelegique" er "plam reel de llactien" em the ether cemfuses
questiens ef Stre and eof £ait.56 Beuillard meams by this that where Duméry
claims te disqualify philesephy emx questiems of fact he 1s im reality dis-
qualifying it en questiens ef being, because what l'Actiem says abeut being,
it says im virtue ef a dislectic between the basic dymamism ef the will and

concrete chelces. The cencrete cheices are a factual element. If ene

eliminates this factual element then eme chimges the nature of the dislectic.
Respense eof Duméry te Beuillard

As was peinted eut abeve, Beulllard's maim ebjectien te the inter-
pretations of Duméry amd Cartier was that the eptiem ceuld met be made an
element of an act of kmewing. Coemmenting em Beuillard's analysis Dumery

551b1d. P. 193, citimg Blemdel et la religiem (Paris: Presses
Universitilres de Fraace » 1954) pp. 101-102.

561b44., p. 19k.
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says, "I have very great difficulty im fimnding my theught im Elendel et le
Christianisme, 116-157, regarding knewledge befere amd after the eptien. n5T
Hewever Dumbry dees met take up the passages frem his werk cited by
Beuillard amd shew hew they were misiaterpreted. The maim peint of his
refutatien is that Beuillard is wremg in minimiziang the pessibility ef an
eptien regardiag each edbject that enters inte the life ef the subject.
However this dees met amswer the main peimt eof Beuillard's amalysis. Beuil-
lard dees net deny that there can be mere than eme eptien. His peint is
that in hewever many eptiens there are, the structure ef the eptiea is that
it is ar act, met an element in am act, amd that it is preceded by subjective
lmovwledge, and fellewed by ebjective lkmewledge. His ebjectiem te Dumery's
analysis is met that it pestulates mamy eptiems, but that it makes sub-
jective kmewledge, eptien, and ebjective lmewledge parts ef am act and net
acts in themselves.

In La Philesephie de l'actien, the eptiea Was defimed as "the
recegnition of the mermative a prieri amd the idemtificatien with its meve-
nent, 58 The recegaitien of the merm is an emtelegical judgment; the
identification with its wmevement is a meral cheice. In Raisem et religiem
the recegnitien of the merm is clearly separated frem the ideatificatien
with its mevement. The eptien "accemplishes am ethical choico."59 Ante-

57Dunory, Raisen et religiem, p. 140, n. 98.
585ee abeve s Pe 32

5%Raisen ot religiem, p. 140-141, n. 98.
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cedent te the eptiem there is an entelegical kmewledge, amd this kmewledge
is net affected by the eptiea.

The amalytic reflectien knews emly mecessary relatiems.
But the imtermal necessity ef these relatiems is nerma-

tive and thus entelegical. As a legic ef being, the
philesephy ef actiemn 15 am entelegy. Hewever, emly the

eptien and practical actiem vivify us amd make us enter
persemilly and freely ésto the erder sui gemeris ef
effective realizatien.

Thus Blemdel's pesitien is "clnssio."él In this area, all that
distinguishes his pesitien frem the classic pesitiem is his vecabulary. It
is true that befere the imtreductiem ef the eptien inte the sciemnce eof
actien Blendel demies that his statements have utological sigrificance.
But what he meams by this is that mere kmewledge is net emeugh te make what
is knewn real im eur lives. His real cemcera is with "entegenesis: making
be that which eught te bc."62 Unfertumately he uses the term "emtelegy"
for what he eught te call "emtegemesis.” Thus Blemdsl departs frem the
classic pesitier in that he "plays upem the werd being, failing te use
the tramscemdental geed te desigmate being as salutary, amd reservimg the
werd emtelegy fer that fer which his centemperaries weuld use axielegy. n63

Thus im Raisem et religien, while Dumery disagrees with Beuillard
ox the frequency ef eccuremce ef acts which are at lusf implicitly eptieas,

601bid,, pp. 127-28, mn. 2.
61l1bid., p. 136.
621bid., p. 213.

631bid., p. 136.
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his amalysis ef the mature ef eptiem is the same as that e¢f Beulllard., And,
as Beuillard has deme, Dumery must shew that the subjective kmewledge which
precedes eptien is in fact ebjective knewledge. He dees this by shewing
that the dememstratiem at the beginming ef 1l'Actien that actiem is um~
aveidable and that it mecessarily has a subject-ebject structure establishes
the basic ebjectivity ef the sciemce of actiem which precedes the eptiea.
But fer methedelegical reasens, the ebjectivity ef the amalysis is met ad-
verted te until the inclusiem ef the eptiem cempletes the sciemce eof actiem.
"Subjective™ means "a criticism eof the cemditiens ef the pessibility ef an
ebject in abstractien frem the reality ef that object."éh But this
"reality" is established befere it is abstracted frem; therefere, the cen-
ditiens ef pessibility are im fact real.

Thus 1ltActien begins with the "empirical real,” "the given pre-
sented fer criticism, befere fermal verificatiem." Threugh a phenemene~-
legical reductien, a "fermalized real” is attaimed: "The fermalized real
(er the fermal ef the real) is the phenemenal real, that which the pheme-
menelegical reduction attains: it cemcerms lived experiemce itself, but
cemsidered accerding te its semse, abstractiea being made frem all realiza-
tiol."65

The varieus dimemsiens ef actiem are develeped im the study ef the

6Urbid., p. 195.

65Ibid.o, PP 216-217, Re 117.
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formalized real. Here the cemtral thesis ef Duniry is that theugh "the
rule of actien" develeped im “he study ef the fermalized real is develeped
in "abstractiem frem all realizatien," yet it has am "emtelegical meces-
sity." This emtelegical mecessity is feumd in the starting peint and in
the precess im which the varieus dimemsiens ef actiemn are develeped. It
is called an entelegical necessity because the subject has an imtellestusul
grasp of it; it is nmet presemt im him as a brute fact which he cammet
understand. Thus speaking ef the necessity ef the startiag peint Duwery
says:

The emtelegical preef which reveals actien te be un-

aveidabls . . . rests em the real cemtradictien which

it weuld be te maintaim that the will ceuld, witheut

willing, met will er will nethingmess. It cemcludes,

consequently, net te the sele necessity of recegaizing

that practical reasen acts im us (even if we cammet

understand hew it acts), but te the clear truth:
whatever eme thinks, whatever eme dees, actiem wills

itself inm willimg semething, pesits itself im pesiting
ar object., Under these cenditiems, the impessibility

of suppressimg it lmplies the mecessity ef affirming
it, net as a fact, but gs a subjective a prieri, as
an ebjective a Eri.orft..6

Thus the study ef the fermalized real gives an entelegical preef fer the
existence of subjects as such and ebjects as such.

The elaberatlen eof the varieus dimemsiens ef actiem which lead up
te the eptien has alse an enxtelegical mecessity which is based em an "idsal
ebjectivity, an intermal necessity, a realist eatelegy where the fermality
of the 'legic ef being' is met am abstract ceheremce, but am imitiative ef

66Tbid., p. 207-208.
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the spirit which discevers its meeds im iis 'cemceptiems,' its requests im
'that which it cemstitutes.!"S7 And just as the mecessity el the startimg
peint is feund in the impessibility ef demyimg 1t, se the "abselute certi-
tude" ef the "rule ef actien" is established by shewimg that its demial
implies a demial ef the dymamism ef the spirit: "The apedicity ef the
rule is feunded em the mecessity immament im cemcrete actiem. The fermer
is xe mere able te be centested tham the latter is te be demied, since its
negatien makes use of it again. n68

It is the emtelegical mecessity ef the startimg peimt and ef the
rule ef actiem which is built upem it which distimguishes Bleadel's
pesitien en the relatien of practical actiea te speculative theught frem
that eof Kant. It must be gramted that there are fermulatiems im 1l'Actien
which appear Kamtiam; as fer example: "What differemce can scieace esta-
blish betweer that which will always appear amd that which is? . . . In
the practical erder it is differemt: im actinmg as if it were, it /The
subject/ pessesses that which is, if it truly 18,69 Hewever, the "true
theught ef Blemdel is met im the juxtapesitiem ef a phenemenil series
and a meumenal liberty, w10 but in the mecessary limk between theught amnd
actien established im the emtelegical preef at the begimming ef l'Actiem.

67Ibid., p. 1L3, citing 1'Actiem, p. 370.
681bid¢’ Pp. 195"196-
691bid., p.198, citimg 1'Actiem, p. L63.

0 ‘
01pid., p. 199.
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The necessity ef the starting peiat and ef the system ef relatienms
which is built upen it is an entelegical mecessity. !Hewever at the begin-
ning eof lfActien it is mel presented as such. The begimmiag ef l'Actien
presents merely the fact that there are necessary slements. The extelegical
implicatiens eof these necessary elements are met presemted until the sciemce
of actien has been cempleted, simce Blendel wished te present these implica-
tiens im terms ef the tetal sciemce.’l Simce the fermalized real is
develeped in "abstractien frem all realizatiea,”

e « «» the entelegical mecessity which precedes the
optien is hypsthetical imsefar as the necessary
affirmation of beimg has need of beimg given centent
"etre pris en charge/, ef being pesed in thesis, by
a subject whe w save himself im ratifying it er
lese himself ia denying it. But it is slready thetie
on the intellsctual level, already apedictic, judica-
tive. Otherwise it weuld met cemstitute that "neces-

sary presence" ef beimg which effers itself as cl_;%torion,
83 nerm, or as sanctien for the persemal cheice.

Thus the entelegical necessity is hypsthetical insefar as it has been made
in kbstractien frem all realizatiea."” It becemes real exly whem it 1is
realised in cemcrete actien. Hewever this realizatiea is net necesasary

st

T21bid,, p. 138. Ome will recall (see page 53 abeve) that Beuillard
repreaches Duméry fer making the dialectic be cemprised of the velsmte
voulante and hypethetically real being. Ome sees here that he uses -

in a special semse. Cemmenting en Bsuillard's criticisa,
writes: "He takes the fermalizatiem, the phenemenelegical reductiea eof
empirical actien fer a reflection en the idea of actien. Nething esuld de
mere imcerrect. A phenemenslegy describes the actien im act as in act.
Deing this, it dees met act, it reflects. But its reflesctiem grasps the
act accerding te its imtentien, in its eperatien, witheut ceas te see
it where it i3, in the lived practical erder” My, Pe 265’ Re Oo
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te cemplete it emn the imtellectual level, fer it is the preduct ef am a prieri
necessary startiag peint and the dimensiens ef actien which are imcluded
in it are the necessary expressiemns ef the "imiative eof the spirit." The
fellewing quetatien cerreberates this amalysis ef the fermalized real.
Duméry reminds the reader im & mete:

I restate that the criticism ef actien centrels a

fermalized real, met a real real; its emtelegical

Judgment is upem real being in the semse ef eb-

Jectively feunded amd feumding, met upem real being
in the sense of realizatiem-cheice. Omly living

x ia::tu ”uchuauu has cempetence regarding
or.

As was stated abeve, the entelegical mecessity ceases te be hype-
thetical wheam it is realized. Dumery distimguishes twe realizatiems, and
twe types ef real being cerrelative te the twe realizatiems. First, "there
is a real being which is necessary, haviag issued frem the umaveidable
realizatien of mecessary being which is the same as fermal being." Secend-
ly, "there is alse a real being which desigmates the pessessed real, ac-~
cepted, interierized by chelce; it results frem the realizatiea ef the
'veulu,! of the elicited realizatien. n7h

It is the secend type of realizatiem which is the eptiea. In its
mest develeped ferm the eptiem is the explicit cheice fer er agaimst Ged.
But as we have seen abeve, in Dumery's amalysis the eptiem is frequemtly
implicit in the acceptance er rejectien ef ether values. These value

731bido, ppo 215‘16’ R 115.

Thrvid., pp. 216-217, m. 117.
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cheices are always based em objective lmewledge, fer it is the first type

of realizatien which is cemrtitutive of being:
All depemds en a distinctiem te be made betweem actien
in the practical erder as a realizatien (free and in-
evitable) ef mecessary truth amd the eptiem as a re-
newal of this cemstitutive realizatiem under the
fermality ef geed and svil. Te speask rigerseusly, it
is net the eptiem which is cemstitutive ef beimg. It
is entegenic liberty, liberty im act, whatever be its
chelice . . . . The eptien suppeses the realizatien
of the mecessary, it dees met decide it; it enly
decides, in werds eof Elemndel, 'the use which eme
makes of it.?

In 1tActien the entelegical implicatiems ef the twe types ef
realization are met made explicit umtil the tetal sciemce of actiem has been
fully expesed. But this dees met meam that in the practical erder eme is
unaware of the emtelegical feumdatien eof eme's imewledge umtil after eme
has made a value-cheice regardimg it. Im the practical erder eme deses met
abstract frem the reality ef ebjects. Blendel dees se im the sciemce eof
actien because he is primarily interested in emtegemesis, hew ene realizes
persemally being as geed. If the emtelegical implicatiems ef a particular
part of the sciemce of actien were made explicit befere the tetal sciemce
was develeped, eme might derive an entegeny frem this partial eatelegy.

This weuld be illegitimate:

151144, , pp. 215-16. Duwery ackmewledges that 1'Actiem is met
always clear em this peimt: "The imprecisien ef the 18393 thesis cemes
frem the fact that in several passages mecessary beimg appears te remain
purely fermal, whem its realizatiex eught te have prierity and serve as
the feundatien, the measure, the samctiem ef the eptiem, which are real
(at the same time they are epistemelegical amd critical." JIbid., pp. 216-
17, ». 117.
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Ontelegy, as the verificatiem that such amd such am
ebject is mecessarily cemmected te am ebjectivity
based ex primciple, can be fermulated with regard te
a particular metiem. But emtegeny cammet. It enly
issues frem cencrete actienm, y?rgich realizes simul-
tameeusly all its cemditiems.

Thus in l'Actien kmewledge prier te eptiem is called subjective.
This means that it cemprises a "critique ef the cemditiens ef the pes-
sibility ef am ebject im abstractiean frem the reality ef that objoct."n
But inm the practical erder eme dees met abstract frem the reality ef eb-
Jects. Therefere im the practical erder eme makes value cheices em the
basis ef am ebjective kmewledge.

When l'Actien states that kmewledge after eptiem 1s ebjective, it
dees met mean that ebjectivity im the basic semse ef the werd is enly
attained after eptiem. The ebjectivity which depemds em the eptiem is ia
the erder of value:

Te simply will it /am ebject/ as mecessary is te remaia
subjective; ene for emeself, te be emeself. Te
will it as valuable im itself is te be fully ebjective;
ene recegnizes that its reality is irreducible te the
desire that eme experiemces, te the representatien that
one makes of it . . . . The geed eptiemn wills the Ab~
selute, net te satisfy a meed, but te restere it te
itself; 1t wills the neighber, net eut ef egetism, but
out of l,gt, net as a cemplement te itself, but as amether
subject.

When We cempirs Dumery's pesitiem as fermulated im Raisen et

religien with Beuillard's im Elemdsl et le Christiamisme amd im his reply

T1bid., pp. 209-10.

MM1vid., p. 195.

78m_‘ na 211,
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te Dumery im Archives de Philesephie, We see that there are sigmificamt
areas beth eof agreement and disa;realcnx.79 On the side of agreement,
they give essenatially the same amalysis ef the fumctiem ef the eptiem.
The lmewledge em which it is based is mecessary and adequate te its ebject.
The eptien determimes the use that eme makes ef the truth. In Dumery's
terms it "vivifies" us and "makes us emter persemally amd freely inte the
erder . . . of effective rcalizatitn."eo In Beuillard's terms the eptiea
is erdered te a cemplete pessessien of boing.al

They are alse able te agree en a cemmen fermulatien ef the relatiem

between the velexe veulamte and the velente veulu as a dialectic ef the

basic dynamism ef the will amnd cemcrete cheice, and disagree enly em its
applicatien te the supermatural erder. Beuillard states that he agrees
with the fellewing fermulatiem by Duwery: "The precess ef fermalizatiea
attains the real actiem, the real subject amd ebject, such as they are
lived, and dees met substitute represeatatiems which are their doublos."a2
Hewever he maintains that Dumery is net cemsistent whem he speaks ef the
desire fer the supermatural: "Why dees he reduce the desire te 'a legical

insertien of a mecessary idea imte the descriptiem ef the cenditiems ef

T9%philesephie de 1'actiem et legique de la fei," XXVII (Jamvier-
Mars, 196L), 113-150.

805ee abeve, p. 3.
815qe abeve, p. /G,

82n4ui11ard, "Philesephie de 1'actien,” p. 132, citing Raisen et
religies, p. 203. =
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action?! Why dees he met recall hcro~ that the precess ef fermalizatien
attains am autheatic desire, immament in a real actiem and lived by a real
subj-ct?"83

There are significant differemces betweem Beuillard asxd Duméry ia
their amalysis ef "subjective kmewledge," especially im their amalysis ef
its reflexive certitude. Apart frem any questien ef reflexive certitude,
Duméry imterprets "subjective" te mean "a criticism ef the cemditiems ef
the pessibility ef am ebject im abstractiem frem the reality ef that eb-
Juct."m" Hewever, as the kmewledge precedimg eptiem im the cemcrete erder
it is me lenger subjective because im this erder there is met am abstractiea
frem the reality ef ebjects. Accerdimg te Beuillard, evem within the sciemce
of actien, apart frem amy distimctien betweem the science of actien and its
cencrete applicatiem, subjective lmewledge is equivalemt te that which
"the Aristetelesn and schelastic traditiem accerds emtelegical sigmificamcs. B’
It is ebjective im this basic semse because frem the begirming ef l'Actiem,

"interaal phememena . . . are imtentiemal objocts."aé They are termed

831pdd., p. 133, citimg Raisem et religiem, p. 327. This discussiem
is centimued im twe articles im Archives esephie: Duméry, "Eleadel
eu 1l'eccasien d'appremdre a mom_ﬁm-%s , 1955), 6L4-97.
Beuillard, "Lecture de Blemdel," XXVIII (Avril-Juim, 1965), 279-87.

Bhgee abeve, p. 50.
85Beuillard, Blemdsl, p. 1L8.

BéIbid., p. 1670
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fsubjective” enly relative te a mere cemplete pessessien ¢f being which
gees beyend mere kmewledge of it.

Beuillard dees distimguish between the sciemce of actienm and its
cencrete spplicatien. But he dees se te explain statements im 1'Actien
which say that evem what is termed "ebjective" is im a semse subjective
alse. As was peinted eut abeve, im Beuillard's view even the entelegy of
1'Actien is descriptive. But Beuillard dees met use this distimctien
between the science of actien and its cemcrete applicatien te make the
knowledge preceding the eptien im the cencrete erder ebjective.

Dumery, en the other hamd, clsims that im sayimg that Elemdel's
"subjective" knewledge is equivalent te the "ebjective kmewledge" of the
schelastics, Beuillard dees met take adequate acceunt ef the differemces in
methodelegy that the differemce im vecabulary reflects: the Aristeteleanm,

schelastic traditiem dees met make use e¢f the phenemena-being categery which

Blendel onp101'a.87
There is alse disagreement em what establishes the reflexive certi-
tude of the Imewledge upen which the eptiem is based. This is an impertant
peint fer it is precisely em this peint that Nicelas bases his centimuing
ebjectien te the epistemelegy ef 1l'Actienm. ‘Accordiu te Beuillard, the
subject kmews that the sciemce eof actien i3 net merely the expressien eof
what 1is necessary relative te the abselute, because the affirmatien of the

87ncrest faire bem marche des questiens de vecabulaire, des
differemces de preblematique." Dumery, Raisem et religiea, p. 137, m. 76.
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"uniquely necessary beimg" reveals that the sciemce of actiem is based en

a mecessity which tramscemds the subject and is greunded im abselute
boinz-aa Whereas, accerding te Dumery, even "the preef ef Ged emly estab-
lishes a necessary cemceptien ef the Tramscemdemt withaut deriving frem it
the being eof Ged."9 In his analyaié the abselute mecessity ef the sciemce
of actien is greunded in its startimg peimt which establishes the trams-
cendental necessity ef uctiem and the dimemsiens of actiem which the sciemce
of actiem establishes.

88540 abeve, p. .7,

3
s

89Duliry3 Raisem et religiem, p. 197.




CHAPTER V
L'ACTION: AN EXPLICATION OF THE DINAMIC PRIMACY OF THE GOOD

As has been peinted eut abeve, even these whe imsist mest stremgly
onr the basic men~veluntaristic character ef the epistemelegy eof l'Actien
are willing te cemcede that there are fermulatiems im 1l'Actiem which are
unfertunate, that there are places where Blemdel dees met fellew his methed-
elegy censistently, and that the vecabulary ef his later werks is better
suited te his thought.l

However, if eme dees net attempt te harmemize cempletely the
epistemelegy of l'Actien and traditiemal schelastic epistemelegy, eme can
see that the terminelegy and legic ef l'Actien are perfectly cemsistemt.

The purpese eof l'Actien is te shew that the elements of human
experience which seem te be impesed em man frem witheut de met make life
moaningless, fer am analysis ef man's subjectivity reveals that he fumda-
montally desires that there be these elements impesed frem witheut, i.e.,
the necessity ef sacrificing seme values im erder te pursue ethers, =ecistal
restrictiens, the ebligatiens teward Ged. Im the termimelegy of l'Actien
the elements impesed frem witheut are termed ebjective. The fundamemtal
dynamisn ef the humam spirit is termed subjective. Accerdimg te this

15ee abeve, Cartier, p.)2; Beuillard, pp. %, 51; Duméry, pp. 5¢; °7,

v
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terninelegy the purpese ef 1l'Actien cam be expressed as the effert te shew
that the ebjective elements are subjective, nmet in the semse that they
are purely creatiems ef human freedem, but im the semse that they are net
in cenflict with man's autememy, but rather the cemditiems fer its existemce.

In Blendel's view, the subjectivity ef the ebjective elements can
best be shewn whea all the dimemsiens ef this ebjective element have been
expesed, imcludimg the existemce eof Ged, the uniquely necessary being.
Therefere, until all the dimensiens ef the ebjective element have been pre-
sented, 1'Actien prescinds frem any statement em the ebjective validity ef
the amalysis which it preseats. Te assert that the amalysis was ebjectively
true befere it had beem cempleted weuld be te impese ar ebjective element
befere all the facters have been presented which shew that it 1s met in
cenflict with man's subjectivity. The legic ef l'Actien them up te the
chapter, "Le lien," merely shews that the dimensiens ef actiem which are
successively presemted de met cemflict with mam's subjectivity, but rather
are required by it. The fimal stage im the develepment ef the mecessary
implicatiens ef man's subjective dymamism is the umiquely mecessary being.
At this stage eme is presemted with the mecessity ef cheesing te accept
the uniquely mecessary being as the tramscemdeat seurce ef all being amd
te live ene's life accerdingly, er te refuse this acceptamce. But the
question of ebjectivity im the epistemelegical semse has met been raised.
What is at issue is whether er met eme will censisteatly fellew eut the
implicatiens ef the subjective dymamism.

The chapter, "Le lien," raises the questien ef the epistemelegical
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ebjectivity ef the amalysis which precedes it. It cemcludes that this
analysis is ebjective in the epistemelegical semse fer the fellewing
reasens: (1) Ome cammet aveid recegnizing the subject-sbject structure ef
phenenena, feor it is part ef the mecessary startiag peiat, the subject
willing semething. (2) If eme fellews eut the mecessary implicatiens ef
this startiag peint, enme sees that all the dimemsiens ef actiem are required
by it. At this peint the dimensienz eof actien are subjectively necessary,
i.e., necessary in virtue ef man's subjective dymamism. (3) Ome kmews the
transcendental mecessity ef the amalysis frem the cemsequemces ef eme!s
cheice, or eptiem, regardimg it. The pesitive eptien preduces the awareaess
that ene hapg achieved the fullmess ef existemce by epening ene's self te
vhat is beyend eme's self. The nmegative eptien preduces am awaremess ef a
privatien. Either ef these twe experiemces give evidemce that the dimemsiens
of actien which have been olaboritcd in the science eof actien are net merely
subjectively mecessary.

The similarities and differemces of this epistemelegy relative te
traditiemal schelastic epistemelegy are evideat. Prier te the eptiem the
idea which eme has is ebjective im the semse that it is mecessary amd
adequate te its ebject. Hewever the abselute necessity ef eme's cenceptiems
is net kmewn in a reflex act ef judgmemt, but frem the cemsequences eof eme's
cheice.

This is the evaluatien of the epistemelegy eof l'Actiem which is
giver by Marechal in "PHememémelegie pure eu philesephie de l'actien?"

In this article in vhich he cemtrasts the epistemelegy ef Blemdel in
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1'Actien with that ef Husserl, Marechal asserts that they preseat twe
epistemelegical extremes. In Blendel we have the dymamic primacy ef the
Geed, im Husserl the fermal primacy ef the Trus., Marechal says that prier
te the eptiem in l'Actien lmewledge is rightly termed subjective:

First, being is pesed enly im legical depemdence en the

initial and ebscure nmecessity ef the veleate veulante;

the metaphysics remains "subjective"” (the werd is

Blendel's) im virtue ef the primciple of its mecessity

e « « » Them in virtue ef the develepment ef the exe-

gencies of actien, it is received im its "en sei," that

is te say affirsed in its transcendemce, by & supreme

act of lib.rt .

The fellewing amalysis will attempt te shew that this imterpretatien

shews that the termimelegy ef l'Actien iz im harmeny with its thesis, amd

that the legic ef l'Actiem is perfectly ceheremt.
The Purpese ef 1ltActien

LtActien begins with the questien ef whether er met humanm life has
meaning. But as Beuillard recegmizes at the begimming ef Blemdel st le
Christianisme this gemeral questiem is specified te the questiem ef whether
or net it 1s pessible te reselve the cenflict hetween "autememy and heterenexy
in eur existence."> Cartier peiats eut that im the time ef the writing ef
1'Actien there was an attltude ameng idealist amd pesitivist thimkers that

"nething ceuld impese itself em man, requirimg the assemt ef his intellect
or the adhesien of his will which did met have its begimnimng in seme way

21n Melanges J. Marechal (Paris: Desclee de Breuwer, 1950), I, 202.
Jp, 18.




-71 -

in man hinsclf."l‘ This same idea is expressed explicitly im the Imtreduc-
tien te 1l'Actlem: "Imvelumtary and cemstrained being weuld me lemger be
being."5

Later en in Blendel et le Christiamsime wher Beuillard says that the
preblem ef l'Actiea is net te kmew whether eur ideas cerrespead te an ex-
ternal reality, but te kmew if the "emd eof eur will amd the ebjects ef eur
lmewledge carry im themselves semething ef the abselute," and again whem he
says that knewledge befere the eptiem is termed subjective relative te the
mere cemplete pessessien ef the ebject after eptiem, it seems that he has
changed the perspective ef 1'Actien.® The questiem regardismg the abselute
is net directly te kmew if it exists er hew eme attaims it, but rather
whether eor net it cenflicts with man's subjectivity. And, as we will shew
further emn, kmewledge befere the eptien is met termed subjective merely
in a semse relative te a mere cemplete pessessiem, but subjective im virtue
of the primciple by which it is develeped. When eme remembers that the
purpese eof l'Actien is precisely te dememstrate the subjectivity ef the
ebjective elements in man's existemce, the use ef the terms "ebjective”
and "subjective" is perfectly understamdable amd apprepriate.

Lpxistence et verite, p. 7.

5p. xxiid.

bpp. 167, 9.
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The Oantelegical Implicatiems ef the Startimg Peint
of 1'Actlien

As was peinted eut abeve, Dumery maintains that prier te the eptien
the dimensiens ef actien are lmewn te have emtelegical value, altheugh in
the sciemce of actien itself this emntelegical value is met explicitly
claimed until the chapter, "Le liem," which is after the presentatien ef
the eptien, He further states that this entelegical value is established im
principle by the starting peint: every actiea has the structure ef a sub-
Ject willing an ebject, the attempt te demy this resulting emly inm the
repesiting of 1t.7 He emphasizes that this mecessity is am a prieri meces-
sity ner merely a factual eme. A factual mecessity weuld be eme that is
based en empirical experiemce. He gives as an examples of such am experiemce
the discevery that eme might make that pesitive sciemces are imceherent
unless eme affirms a subject-ebject structure ef the wcrld.B The necessity
is a prieri because it is the cemditien eof pessibility fer all theught amd
actien. This amalysis faithfully fellews l'Actiem, which states that the
subject-ebject structure is amtecedent te all theught and therefere in-

oscapab10.9
At this peint the questien of the entelegy ef l'Actien dees net

- Tsee abeve, pp. =%, 7.
BDun'-ry, Raisen et religiem, p. 208.

9L'Action, p. 431,
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twra or the imterpretatien of what Elemdel says, but em what eme will claim
is mecessary in erder te have an entelegical mecessity. Fer Duméry emte-
legical mecessity meams a prieri mecessity, Marechal calls this mecessity
subjective because it is feunded enly em the needs of the subject. It is
net yot knewn te be feunded em a mecessity trumscemding the subject. It

is essentially different frem the schelastic emtelegical mecessity which is
based en & grasp of being im Judgment. As we have seen the absence eof an
entelegical necessity im this semse is what Nicelas ebjects te in the
epistemelegy of 1l'Actiem.

The Methedelegy ef 1'Actien and its Epistemelegical Implicatiens

In develeping the dimensiens which actiem must have if it is te
fulfill the basic dymamism ef mam, BElemdel presciads frem the ebjectivity
of the fermal determinations of the phememena which ceastitute these
dimensiens: He dees met reselve the questien eof te what extent these fermal
determinations are the preduct of the subject and te what extent they are
the preduct of the ebject. He dees state that there is a materially eb-
Jective element in the phememena; i.e., they are te seme extent caused by
that which is ether tham the subject.

Having fermulated the starting peints as a subject mecessarily
willing semething, BElendel explaims what ke means by this "semething."

It is geed te ferestall smy misumderstamding. It is
net the will which makes te be that which is . . . by
the fact that it wills it implies semething which it

dees net preduce; it wamts te be that which it is met
already. Se it is met a questien of cemsidering this
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%‘ either as semething exterier, mer as imterier
or ible te the represemtatien which we have of it.
It is a questien of amalyzing the cemtent ef the actiem
willed in erder te see that it cemprehends the whele
diversity ef ebjects which appeared te be ends aliea te
the subject, but which are im reality ealy meams te
bridge the iaop frem that which we are te that which we
wish ve be.

This passage establishes the fact that Hlemdel helds that there is a
materially ebjective element in the phenemena. The ebjectivity ef the fer-
mal determinatiens is ambigueus at this peimt. It is stated that we are
censidering phenemena as neither extermal mner imtermal, and this implies
that the questien ef the ebjectivity ef the fermal determimatiems is beinmg
left epen. Onr the ether hand the passage implies that these fermal de~-
terminations are te a certain extent ebjective since they effect the passage
of the subject frem that which it is te that which it desires te be.

However in the fellewing passage it is clearly stated that the
ebjectivity ef the fermal determinatiems is left epem:

One can say with equal justice either that the imtermal
fact 1s a cencentratien and an expressien ef the whele
axterier, er that the phensmens, whatever it might be,
is cempletely interier te cemscieusmess; because
scientific truths, psychelegical facts, metapkysical
affirmations, all these thiags are at first a sub-
Jective state. Im place them of searching fer a way
te extract the metien of a subject frem empirical
knowledge, ene can shew hew, even frem the inside

We are led te distinguish an inside and am eutside.

In this latter ferm, mere precise perhaps but mere
paradsexical, the questien mew discussed new becemes:
in every state of censcisusmess hew can ene separate

101pid., p. 43, nete 1.
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that which is ebjective representatien frem that which
is subjective act? hew can ene separate and defime,
starting with empirical facts, that internmal act which
cemprehends all phenemena. Te be thus able te imvert
or mix the twe ferms, idealist er realist, ef the ques~

tien with impunity is the preef that alhutaphysical
or critical prejudice has been remeved.

Here Blendel is saying that whether ene takes a pesitivist pesitiem and
denies the reality ef the subject, er an idealist pesitiem and demies the
reality ef the ebject, eme must still recegnize that the phenemensa have a
subject-ebject structure. Imn his analysis he will analyze the phenemeaa
accerding te this structure witheut settling at this peint its ultimate
feundatien.
Therefere we camnet accept witheut reservatiem Beuillard's state-

ment that when Blemdel declares that he intends te:

e « o Analyze the whele centent ef censcieusness, te

study the eatire system of intermal phenewenz er sub-

jective facts, ene sheuld net umderstand, despite the

ambiguity ef certain expressiems, that he weuld preceed

te a psycheleglcal analysis ef subjective states . . .

Internal phenemena er the “5 ts ef censcisusness are

for him intentienal ebjects.
But a distinctien is mecessary here. The internal phenemena are imtentiemal
insefar as there iz a materially ebjective given. But their intentiemality
with regard te ths formal determimatiens ef the phenemena is left an epen

questien.

uIbidO’ pp‘ 87’88, ”t. 10

12pguillard, Elendsl, p. 167.
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The methodelegy by which l'Actien preceeds alse renders the phene-
mena subjective. The primciple upen which phenemena are incerperated inte
the science of actiem is their being necessitated by the dynamism ef the
subject: "Frem the erigim ef this research, the enly agreement which has
beer made is net te require ef the will amy cemcessien, te receive ealy
its ewn preper desires, te register erly the resulis ef its inithtivo."u
Therefere the phenemena are subjective en twe ceunts: the ebjectivity ef
their fermal determimatiens has met been determimed, they are kmewn te be
necessary enly relative te the needs eof the subject.

Acserding te Beuillard, this methedelegy is fellewed enly up te the
preefs fer the existence of Ged. Accerding te his interpretatien, these
preefs establish the abselute ebjectivity ef the phememena.

The Ontelegical Implicatiens ef the Preefs
for the Existence ef Ged

The principal text upen which Beuillard relies te suppert his
thesis that the preefs fer the existence of Ged establish a tramsitiem
frem phenomenelegzy te entelezy im l'Actlen is as fellews:

That which I have veluntarily pesed is thus net able
te be suppressed mer te maintain itself: it is this
cenflict which explains the ferced presemce in cen-
scieusmess of a new affirmatien; amd it is the reality
of this mecessary presence which makes pessible im us
oeven the cemscieusness ef the cemflict. There is a
"uniquely mecessary beimng." The whele mevement of

13L'Action, pe 1hi7.
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the determinism carries us te this term: because it

is frem W the whele

sense of which leads us bac .
The italics are added by Beuillard te highlight the basis in the text fer
his interpretatien. The sigmificance ef the affirmatien being a "aew
affirmatien” is that this suggests that a break is made with the preceding
methedelegy. Of ceurse this is emly a suppertative argument. The umique-
ness ef the matter of the affirmatien is emeugh te make it a "mew affirma-
tien," and ne change in methedelegy is necessarily sigmaled. The sig-~
nificance of the expressiem, "it is frem it that the determinism begins,"
is that it states that what is attaimed im the dememstratiems fer the
existence of Ged im 1'Actien is already implicit in all theught amd actien.
However, oeme can grant this and still say that what iz referred te in
1'Actien is a cenceptien ef Ged which is necessary enly relative te the
needs ef the will. Beulllard gees en te cite a passage frem the preefs
fer the existemce ef Ged im whick it is said that te the degree that we
form an idea ef Ged we wust affirm his reality, '"because this idea even is
a reality."l5 And, here 1t dees seem that Blendel is sayimg that Ged is
affirmed abselutely and net merely that the dynaxrism ef the subject makes
one cenceive of a Ged whe exists.

As further evidemce of his imterpretation, Beulllard cites a

letter frem Elendel te the Abbet Briceut:

lhBouﬂlard, Blendel, p. 178, eiting ltActien, p. 323.

15Beuillard, Blemdsl, p. 174, citing 1fActien, p. 3LS.
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You ask me if I affirm "the reality ef Ged," amd if
ene can "demenstrate it ratiemally." I respemd abe
selutely yes; and this is the meaning ef the chapter
in 1tActien emtitled: "L' umique mecessaire™ (p. 338
te 357). 1 shew there hew the whele determinism eof
our knewledge amd ewr actiem leads us te this ter

e o o « We mecessarily cenceive Ged; threugh the
offort of reflection, we Justify eur necessary and
gpentaneeus cenceptien, in dememstrating that ggd is
affirmed as real and efficacieus im us. . . »"

Beulillard admits that there are passages in l'Actien which seem te
centradict his imterpretatien. Speaking ef his demenstratien of the exis-
tence of Ged Elemdel says: "It is net a questien at all ef cemcluding te
the being of Ged." And agaim: 'We weuld met knew hew te arrive at Ged,
and truly affirm him . . . except in being fer him and sacrificing all the
rest fer him."17

Hewever, Beuillard says that these and simllar passages are smbi-
gueus. They are te be understeed in the same way that statements that
knewledge befere eptien is subjective are te be understeed. Net cemcluding
te the being of Ged means met achievimg the full pessessien that the eptien
achieves. But this dees net mean that ens dees net have certain knewledge
of Ged's existence as the tramscemdent seurce ef all being. In suppert
of this Beuillard might have cited the centinuatien eof the letter te the
Abbet Briceut where Elemdel sgys that the enly limit he places te the

knewledge of Ged im this sectien is that he wishes te cembalt the illusien

161p1d., nete 8.

171bid., ». 175.
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that "te knew is already te pessess and te equal the real. nl8

Hovwever, as we shall shew in the next sectien, there is streng
evidence that in Blendel's interpretatien ef these preefs withim l'Actien
itself theyr de mot censtitute an abselute affirmatien ef Ged and a tramsi-

tien frem phenemenelegzy te ontelegy.
"The Bend of Knewledge and Actien in Being"

In this chapter Blendel shews that eur certitude regarding the
ebjectivity ef all the dimemsiems ef actien, including the divime dimensien,
is a functien ef eur cheices regarding these dimensiens ef actien. He shews
first of all that whatever eme thinks er whatever ene dees, ene ferms an
idea which contains at least implicitly all the dimensiems ef actiom. Apart
from actiem, this idea is subjective in the sense that it is mecessary
relative te the subject. Hewever in realizimg the idea in actien or in
refusing to realize it, ene either succeeds in beceming that which eme
wishes te be, er ene is aware that eme has failed im this regard. It is
this awareness which makes ene realize that ene's idea of the dimemsiers
of actien 1s necessary net enly relative te the needs of enet's will, but
abselutely necessary.

Zlendel begins by stating that all that has preceded as well as
all that will fellew has enly shewn what is mecessary in virtue ef the
dynamiem of the will. Therefere the preefs fer the existence of Ged have

) 18Maurice Blendel, Lettres Philesephiques (Paris: Aubier, 1961),
p. 124.
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net established a transitiem frem phenemenelegy te entelegy. Fer the certi-
tude of the ebjective validity ef the sciemce ef actien is met feund within
the science itself but im cemcrete actiem:

But in erder that eme may met misunderstand either
what has geme befere or what will fellew: it has

always been the necessary sequemce eof the needs ef
the practical erder 1;lmt it has been & questienm eof

determining . . . .

Whatever the cemtrary imtellectual habits ef the
reader have beea able te persuade him, it has enly
been a questien ef means suberdinate te actien,
witheut raising te thgolovol of real truths its
practical cenditiems.

That which expressed simply the needs ef eur will
must acquire befere the understamding even aam ab-
selute truth., That which as yet is !117 a factual
necessity will be feunded im reasem.

Te establish the efficacy ef Ged cemceived as real
and living, this is net te prejudice the live
reality ef Ged whe is cemceived: his truth as yet

is co_t_glotoy relative te human actien as a practical
Means,

Blendel them shews that mam cammet aveid eptimg, acceptimg er re-

Jecting Ged as his ultimate final cause. He dees this first by shewing that
a1l the dimensiens ef actien, which we necessarily will, we mecessarily

cenceive of as real, because they ferm a cemplete system amd because we

1972 action, p. L2,
20Tbid., p. 425,
211pid.

227bid., p. 426, italics added.
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Recessarily cenceive ef them as that which will emable us te pass frem
what We are te that which we wamt te beceme.2> This ef ceurse dees net
establisk their ebjective validity; it emly cemtimues the presemtatien eof
the demands of the subject. Next he recalls that the preceding study ef
the dimensiens of actien has established that the dimemsiems of actiem
preceed nccossaiilg‘frou the dymamism of the will and thus ferm & system
in vwhich ene phenemena or dimensien ef actiem mecessarily implies the
others. Thus he is able te say:

There is thus ne ebject of which it is pessible te

conceive and affirm the reality witheut having em-

braced by an act ef theught the whele series, with-

out submitting emeself te the demands ef the al-~

ternative which it impeses en us, im shert witheut

passing by the peint where the truth of Being shines

which illumines all reasem and in the face eof which

it is necessary that every will declare itself.
Because of the selidarity ef the system, it i1s met mecessary te explicitly
cenceive all the dimensiens ef actien im erder te have made the eptien
implicitly: "Every particular ebject is able te beceme feor the will, the
matter of an eption . . . ."25

Blemndel them takes up the effects ef the pesitive and megative

eptien en knewledge. This treatment dememstrates that the awaremess ef the

transcendeat ngturo of the nmecessity ef the dimensiens ef actiem is preduced

2Ibid., p. L33.
2hrpi4., p. L3S,

25_12&9.0’ ppo h33"‘3}40
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by the effects ef eur cheice, but that it is met the will whichk creates

reality., First im the case ef the negative eptien:
The subjective lmewledge of reality remaims cempre-
hensive and pesitive; the ebjective knewledge of
reality is cemprehemsive alse but megative . . . .
For . . . he nmews equally that the real pessessien
of that of which he has deprived khimself weuld have
giver him am infinite imerease ef clarity amd jo;y'.26
On the ether hand, in the case of the pesitive eptiem: "That which
was simply the idea ef the ebject becemes, im all truth, ebjective certi-
tude and real possossion."27
The permanence of subjective kmewledge amd the effect of the pesi-
tive or negative eptien imdicate that it is met the will which creates
truth: "It is net & questien in willimg of making reality subsist im it-
gself because am arbitrary decree has created it im us; iv is rather a
questien in willing ef malkimg it exist im us because it is im itself amd
as it is in itself.n28
As was stated abeve, im the ceurse eof their elaberatiem im the
science of actien, the dimemsiens ef actiem are subjective en twe ceumts:
the questien of the ebjectivity ef their fermal determinatiems has been
prescinded frem, and their mecessity has been established enly relative te
the subject. In the relatiemal metaphysics which cemcludes the chapter,

"le lien," the ebjectivity ef the fermal determinatiemns of the phenemena

26Ibido, pl h39-

271bid., p. LLO.
281p4d.
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is defimed im a way whickh cenfirms the fumctiem of cheice im establishimg
their abselute necessity. Accerdimg te this metaphysics, the meaning of
ebjective existence cammet be feund im the subject er the ebject takem
alene:

Reality, thus, is met in eme of the terms mere thar in

the ethers, meither is it in eme witheut the ethers; it

resides in the multiplicity ef the reciprecal relatieas

which jeims them all; it is im the cemplexus itself.

Situated in this series, eur kmewledge submits te things

and preduces them as a mediater; that which it submits

te, that whick it preduces, that which it is, this 1s

vhat constitutgg ebjective existence frem its particular
peint of view.

Thus accerding te this amalysis the fermal determimatisns of tame
phenenena are the preduct ef beth their subjective amd their ebjective ele-
ment. The cemtributien ef the ebjective element cam be lkmewn frem what it
adds te what the subject was befere it assimilated this ebjective element.
Thus it is in the transitiem frem what eme desires te be but is met yet te
the state of being that which eme has desired te be that eme lknews the
ceatributieon ef the ebjective element of the phenemena.

Cemclusien

We believe that the precedimg study has shewn that there is a cem-
flict between the epistemelegy eof l'Actien amd schelastic epistemelegy em
the peint of hew ene cemes te kmew abselute mecessity. Om the basis ef
passages in the preefs fer the existemce of Ged amd of Blemdel's ewn testi-
mony in the letter te the Abbet Briceut, Beuillard makes a geed argumeat

29Ib1d,, p. 1453, see alse abeve pp. 19-21,
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that this abselute mecessity is kmewm im subjective knewledge. Hewever we
believe that the argument feor sayimg that abzelute mecessity is knewn enly
in ebjective mewledge is tee stremg te be dismissed as the result ef
ambiguities im l'Actien. The defimitiem of subjective as that which ex-
presses the needs eof the will is met based em iselated texts im l'Actien.
Lt'Actien begins with the dymamism ef the will; it is this dymamism which
is the primciple accerdimg te which dimemsiems ef actien are imcerperated
inte l'Actien. This meaning of subjective is repeated with emphasis at the
begimning of the chapter, "Ie liem," and applied explicitly te the pa.'oofé
for the existemce of Ged. The relatiemal metaphysics at the emd ef this
chapter supperts this interpretatien alse. Therefere we believe that this
is the demimant meaning of subjective in l'Actien.

We believe that if eme dees net recegaize this meaning as demimant,
one rums the risk ef missimng the impertant cemtributiem ef 1l'Actiem te
epistemelezy: the evidemce which can be givem frem the peint of view ef
the will realizimg itself im cemcrete actien fer the validity ef the
dimensiens eof actiem which are dememstrated iam l'Actiem. Frem the peint
of view of schelastic epistemelegy, we weuld say with Marechal that 1l'Actiem
iz a valuable expesitien eof the dymamism ef the Geed, which eught te be
cemplomented by an expesitien ef the dymamism ef the True.
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