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ical analysis’, | mean the analysis of an implicit con-
tent of thought, as opposed to a psychological analysis
of ‘state’.”

@ Clyde Pax, An Existential Approach to God: A study of
Gabriel Marcel. (The Hague: M. Nijhoff, 1972), p.14,
"...the phrase ‘content of thought’ refers not to objects
cognized by abstract thought, but designates the mat-
ter or content of the experience in which the subject is
involved and continues to be involved.”

& Pax, An Existential Approach to God, p.55. "Marcel's
approach remains always the same: a selection of par-
ticular experiences wherein we are personally in-
volved, followed by a close descriptive analysis.”

&) Marcel, The Existential Background of Human Dignitv,
p-98, ... All 1 wish to do is to assert the rights of a
phenomenoclogy in the light of which the primacy of
experience over what could be called pure thought

must be rigorously preserved.”
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(D **...this life is inseparable from love.” Gabriel Marcel.
The Existential Background of Human Dignity. (Cam-
brid~-e, Massachusetts: Harvard University Press,
levs), Peve

@ Marcel, The Existential Background of Human Dignity,
p.27, "...(a topic) appeared to me of supreme im-
portance I mean love, and love understood in the
deepest, widest, and least psychological sense.”

(® Gabriel Marcel, Being and Having. (New York: Harper,
reprinted 1965), p.167, "Love {is)...distinct from de-

. »
‘e...

(o))
—

APNNREESZABRT 20 B BMR b5



(=]
g% ]

MMSWIEAEE | — MTSER - w

@ Marcel, Being and Having, p.162, .. . having...exists, in
a most profound sense, in desire or in covetousness.”

(8) Gabriel Marcel, Metaphysical Journal. (Chicago: Henry
Regnery, 1952), pp.221-222, "Love rises up like an in-
vocation, like an appeal of the 7 to the I, ... 1 love what
he is because he is he, ...”’

(6 Marcel, Being and Having, p.166, "The man who re-
mains on the plane of having{or of desire) is centred,
either on himself or on another treated as another:...”

(@ Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.222, “Love is life
which decentralises itself, which changes its centre.”

Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics. Bk.VIII. ch.3, 115625-20,
"...those who love for the sake of pleasure do so...not
in so far as the other is the person loved but in so far
as he is useful or pleasant...”

@ Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theologica, 11-1I, Q.23, a.l,
“If, however, we do not wish good to what we love. but
wish its good for ourselves, ...it is love not of friend-
ship, but of a kind of concupiscence...”

Cf. Thomas Aquinas, Commentary on Nicomachean Eth-
ics, VIII, 1.

® Max Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy. (New Haven:
Yale Univ. Press. 1954}, p.166, ""...the love which has
moral value is not that which pays loving regard to a
person for having such and such gqualities, pursuing

such and such activities, or for possessing talents,

Coepyrigetoed ratonal



beauty or virtue; it is that love which incorporates
these qualities, activities and gifts into its object, be-
cause they belong to that individual person. And it is
therefore the only love that is ‘absolute’, since it is
unaffected by the possibility that these qualities and

activities may change.”

@D Robert Johann, The Meaning of Love. (Westminster:

@

AR

Newmr ~1nt Press, 1959), p.24, “If, th a1, d-—"re is said to
be functional and abstractive, what is meant is that it
looks to being as taleity.” p.25, "The term of direct
love is not loved as a res, a taleity, an existing nature;
it is loved as being, ens, ipseity - it is loved precisely
for its proper and incommunicable subsistence.”

B B W _RAEMHHE YL AMLBE -FRMEE
TE Being and Having, pp.31-32 & p.171 7 » EEWB 2 K
penser vs. penser a; {¥Creative Fidelity (N. Y.: Noonday
Press, 1964), p.13 + % JE W §8 = & Pensee pensee vs.
pensée pensantte; £ The Mystery of Being, Vol. I. (In-
diana: Gateway editions, 1950), p.83h - EEWHE Z A
Primary R Tlection vs. Secondary Reflection °

Gabri - Marcel, The Mystery of Teing, Vol. [.{(Indiana:
Gateway editions, 1950}, p.83, ""Roughly, we can say
that where primary reflection tends to dissolve the uni-
ty of experience which is first put before it, the func-
tion of secondary reflection is essentially recuperative;

it reconquers that unity.”
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(& Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. I, p.211, "A problem
is something which I meet, ...But a mystery i1s some-
thing in which I myself am involved, ...”

Cf. Marcel, Being and Having, p.171.

(9 i Gallagher 5~ W R 2B H -

Cf. Kenneth T. Gallagher, The Philosophy of Gabriel
Marcel. (New York: Fordham Univ. Press, 1962, re-
printed 1966), pp.31-40.

Cf. Marcel, The Mystery of Being, |, pp.211-213; Being
and Having, p.213.

Marcel, Being and Having, pp.158,160-161.

4D Marcel, Being and Having, pp.160,163.

® Marcel, Being and Having, pp.155,162.

49 Marcel, Being and Having, pp.166-167.

Q0 % FEW A M W8 (Cf. Being and Having, pp.172-174) * {B
WEAERBAILFELE: [ MEhE | AR XEE LSRR
D -

@D Cf. Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.222; Being and Hav-
ing, pp.-173-174.

@ Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.33-36.

@3 Cf. Marcel, Being and Having, pp.167,173. 7 Being and
Having'h » SRBAEA WA M B[ H | — K8
[B] - AXEEAKEL @R FEERE! &2 | R
(A ISt MR B J2mEEs -

@) Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.146, *...it be~1 so to

speak by being essentially a Aim with the form of a
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kind of suffering or burning which is an essential part
of desire. ... There is also an absolute balance between
covetousness and the pain I feel at the idea that [ am
going to lose what 1 have, ...”’

@ Marcel, Being and Having, pp.166-167, “"The man who
remains on the plane of having (or of desire) is cen-
tred, either on himself or on another treated as ano-
ther; ... Desire is at the same time auto-centric and he-
tero-centric; we might say that it appears to itself to be
hetero-centric when it is really auto-centric,...”

8D Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.223, *...it is perhaps
only absolutely disinterested love that is susceptible of
affecting the thou.” p.288, “Love rises up like an ap-
peal from the I to the 1.”” Marcel, Being and Having, p.
167, "'...1t is possible to transcend the level of the self
and the other; it is transcended both in love and in
charity. Love moves on a ground which is neither that
of the self, nor that of the other qua other; I call it the
Thou.”

@ Marcel, Creative Fidelity, pp.33-34, “The being whom 1
love can hardly be a third person for me at all; yet he
allows me to discover myself: my outer defenses fall at
the same time as the walls separating me from the
other person fall. He moves more and more into the
circle with reference to which and outside of which

there exist third persons who are the ‘others’.”

Coepyrigetoed ratonal






N
o]

BRI ERIBE | — MR - W

]

nate the love to me; 1 subordinate myself to the love.’
Marcel, Being and Having, p.167, “love, in so far
as distinct from desire or as opposed to desire, love
treated as the subordination of the self to a superior
reality, a reality at my deepest level more truly me
than I am myself — love as the breaking of the ten-
sion between the self and the other, ..."

@ Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.222, "'l love what he is
because he i1s he.” p.288, "I love the other ‘for what he
18'." p.232, “It is vain for the lover to enumerate the
characteristics and the merits of the beloved.”” Marcel,
Creative Fidelity, p.36, "We are not concerned with
some further quality which could be rightly or wrongly
attributed to a him.”

@) Marcel, Being and Having, p.173, “(Love) is rooted in
Being, ...in a sphere which transcends all possible pos-
session; the sphere, indeed, which 1 reach in contem-
plation or worship. And, in my view, this means that
such nonautonomy is very freedom.”

@ Marcel, Being and Having, p.166, “Wherever there is
pure creation (of being and loving), having as such is
transcended or etherialised within the creative act: the
duality of possessor and possessed is lost in a living
reality.”

@ 2% {8 M Fromm &9 35 4] % M # : Erich Fromm, The Art of
Loving. (New York: Bantam, 1956), p.24, “Love is the

Coepyrigetoed ratonal



child of freedom, never that of domination.”

@ Cf. William Luijpen, Existential Phenomenology. (Pitts-
burgh: Duquesne Univ. Press, 1960), p.220, "The effec-
tiveness of love, however, has nothing to do with
domineering or tyrannizing the other. In this connec-
tion it may be pointed out that love is modest and re-
served, i.e. has an immense respect for the other’s sub-
jectivity. This respect is so essential that its absence
would destroy love.”

@ Cf. Fromm, The Art of Loving, p.46, "Erotic love is ex-
clusive, but it loves in the other person all of mankind,
all that is alive. It i1s exclusive only in the sense that 1
can fuse myself fully and intensely with one person

only.Erotic love excludes the lov for others only in

the sense of erotic fusion, full commitment in all as- *
pects of life — but not in the sense of deep brotherly f’
fove.” ¥
@ Cf. Adrian van Kaam, Bert van Croonenburg, & Susan ;i

wadto, ..le ._.nergent ", -
Soc., 1969), Bk. 11, Sec. I, p.73, “A truly receptive open-
ness respects the other’s need to be alone. It communi-
cates an attitude of unselfishness which even the most
hardened person may recognize as sincere.”

@ Cf. Max Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy. (New Ha-
ven: Yale Univ. Press, 1954), p.140, ""Love of other peo-

ple can lead to one ‘wishing them well’, but this is

AYRGEETIEIE S E
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the beloved. The love offers the world as well as him-
self to his mistress: ‘All this is yours'.”

ww Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.40, I belong to you. ...I
freely put myself in your hands; the best use I can
make of my freedom is to place it in your hands...you
belong to me...it means: ‘I welcome you as a partici-
pant in my work, in the undertaking to which 1 have
given myself.' ”

& Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.234, *...to love is in a
sense inevitably to suffer.”

&) Cf. Adrian van Kaam, et tel, The Emergent Self, Bk. 1,
p.-32, “A true lover does not ask for returns but is
grateful when they come. He is grateful not primarily
becau t-2 o0th -lov ;1 | k-t Lt :ause the other is
loving.”

6 Cf. Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.147, "Our love
for someone does not alter for all the pain and grief
the loved one may cause us...”

«» Marcel, Metaphysical ovurnal, p.c.., "'Love is ____
which decentralizes itself, which changes its centre.”

& Marcel, Creative Fidelity, pp.33-34, "My outer defenses
fal at the same time as the walls separating me from
the other person fall. He moves more and more into
the circle with reference to which and outside of which
there exist third persons who are the 'others’.”

Marc , Creative Fic’ 'ity, p.36, "...I expose myself to
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the other person instead of protecting myself from him,
which makes him penetrable for me at the same time
as | become penetrable for him.”

© Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 1, p.205, *...somebody
who is sitting in the same room as ourselves ...is
nevertheless far further away from us than some loved
one who i1s perhaps thousands of miles away or per-
haps, even, no longer among the living. We could say
that the man sitting beside us was in the same room as
ourselves, but that he was not really present there, that
his presence did not make itself felt. ..."

63 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, I, p.205, *'...this person,
who is in the room, but somehow not really present to
us, is communication without communion: unreal com-
munication, in a word. He understands what | say to
him, but he does not understand me: ..."”

Cf. Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 1, p.53.

(AFAEZEH MG ERBIZEH  —HA=ZFSA " R
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(O Joseph Donceelffiti - AMEREA THEARLMGRS -
DB AT AMALENS FR2AREH&K? JEM
B o Cf. Joseph Donceel, Philosophical Anthropology.
(New York: Sheed & Ward, 1967), p.319.

& Erich Fromm, The Art of Loving. (New York: Bantam,
1965), pp.48-53.

@ John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion. (Phila-
delphia: Presbyterian Board of Chri-‘ian Education,
1928), ch.7, par.4, p.622.

(4@ Cf. Fromm, The Art of Loving, pp.48-49, "For him
{(Freud) s 'f-love is the same as narcissism, the turning
of the libido toward oneself. Narcissism is the earliest
stage in human development, and the person who in la-
ter life has returned to this narcissistic stage is incap-
able of love: in the extreme case he is insane. ... Love

id lf-' e are thus mutually exclusive...”

(® Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, 1X, 4, 1166*1-2, “Friendly
relations with one’s neighbours, and the marks by
which friendships are defined, seem to have proceeded
from a man’s relations to himself.”

(® Thomas Aquins = Summa Theologica, 11-1I, Q.25, a.4c,

w
4)]
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"“...Just as unity is the principle of union, so the love

with which a man loves himself is the form and root of

friendship. For if we have friendship with others it is
because we do unto them as we do unto ourselves, ...”

@ Fromm, The Art of Loving, p.50, "If an individual is
able to love productively, he loves himself too; if he
can love only others, he cannot love at all.”

Robert Johann, The Meaning of Love. (Westminster:
Newman, 1959), p.30, “"...direct love for another is an
extension of the direct love every being has for itself.”

(® Gabriel Marcel, Creative Fidelity.(New York: Noonday
Press, 1964), p.46, "'Self-love...is...the complete oppo-
sition ...(of) an idolatrous love, a heauto-centrism...”

(0 Gabriel Marcel, Homo Viator. {(New York: Harper &
Row, lst Torchbook edition 1962), p.61, "...I form with
myself a real community, an us: it i1s, however, only on
this condition that I have my active share as a centre
of intelligence. of love and of creation.”

@) Cf. Fromm, The Art of Loving, p.51, "Selfishness and
self-love, far from being identical, are actually oppo-
sites. The selfish person does not love himself too
much but too little; ... He seems to care too much for
himself, but actually he only makes an unsuccessful at-
tempt to cover up and compensate for his failure to

care for his real self.”

@2 Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.46, “To love oneself...is...

Coepyrigetoed ratonal
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an attitude towards the sclf which permits its maxi-
mum development. ..."”

Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.46, "Patience towards one-
self, ...(is)reccommended by several teachers of the
spiritual life...”

Marcel. Homo Viator. p.131, "The more | am able to
preserve this intimacy with myself, the more | shall be
capable of making real contact with my neighbour ...”
Marcel, Creative Fidelitv, p.46, "'Self-love...is...a charity
towards oneself which...consider it (the self) as a sced
which must be cultivated, as a ground which must be

readied for the spiritual or even for the divine in this

world.”

6 Gabriel Marcel, The Mysterv of Being, Vol. 11. {Chica-

7

go: H. Regnery, 5th printing 1968), p.109, "I love less
for my own sake, ...more for the sake of the other.™

Cf. Joseph Donceel, Philosophical Anthropology, p.319.
PGB A RIERTR.CHERI G @A - UAH)

e

18: Cf. Max Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy. (New Haven:

Yale Univ. Press, 1954), pp.26f, 32, 73, 97-98, 107, 172-
173, 176, 193-194.

19 Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.173, "This immedi-

ate feeling for the child as “hers’, like the original long-
ing for fulfillment of a love already cevinced before-

hand. i1s an intrinsic feature of the feminine conscious-
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ness as such, ...it 1s only 1in woman that the procrea-
tive urge has the form of an innate instinct.”

@0 Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.172, “The presence
of this specifically ‘motherly’ disposition is not con-
tingent upon the woman in question having children of
her own, nor would the affection disappear...if she had
never seen children, or had absolutely no conception of
the process of child-bearing. It is only these genuine
kinds of love therefore, that are capable of true ‘fulifill-
ment in a given object.”

@V Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.176.

@2 Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.107.

@ Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.28

@ Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.32.

@9 Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.27.

@ Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.27. "Does it not
seem as if the purely maternal instinct-— unmixed
with love — were seeking to draw the child back, as it
were, into the protecting womb? It is maternal love
which first checks this tendency, directing itself upon
the child as an independent being.”

@D Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.193.

@ Marcel, Homo Viator, p.103.

@9 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.111.

@0 Marcel, Creative Fidelity, pp.90-91 : ER®EE/BT ML
B (RS EBBR 6B ERET & - A
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ey Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.173, “This immedi-

ate feeling for the child as 'hers’, like the original
longing for fulfillment of a love already evinced before
hand, 1s an intrinsic feature of the feminine conscious-
ness as such, and has no analogy in the masculine
frame of mind. Corres >ndir 'y, it 1s only in w mnan
that the procreative urge has the form of an innate in-
stinct, whereas in man this urge has merely the character

"

of a wish, and not that of an instinct or drive; ..

@2 Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, p.173. ''...in most

cases the first awakening of the father’ love for the
child occurs at a ' ~re advanced stage of the child’s de-
velopment than the mother’s, for it only begins when
the mental and spiritual personality of the child has

begun to assert itself more plainly.”

@ Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, pp.172-173, "“a man’s

wve wor his caill .5 much W . -7
his love for the child’s mother than is the mother’s
love for his child by her love for the child’s father; just
as it also depends to a far greater extent on the ap-
pearance and character of the child itself. His love for
the child is also ¢ ditioned, of course by the fact that

it 18 ‘his own’ child, but this only comes about by

means of an act of judgement, and not in the immedi-

w0
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the reciprocal appeal which two beings flung to each
other...they flung beyond themselves to an incompre-
hensible power whose only expression is the bestowal
of life. I am this reply, ...by being what | am, | myself
am a judgment upon those who have called me into
being; and there by infinite new relationships will be
established between them and me.”

@ Marcel, Homo Viator, p.71, "My family, or rather my
lineage, is the succession of historical processes by
which the human species has become individualized
into the singular creature than I am.”

@9 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.86, “Conjugal union finds its
consummation...in the appearance of a new being in
which the husband and wife fulfill and pass beyond
themselves...”

€D Gabriel Marcel, "Regard en Arriére” in Etienne Gilson
(ed.), Existentialisme Chrétien: Gabriel Marcel. (Paris:
Plon, 1947), p.296.

8 Cf. Donceel, Philosophical Anthropology, pp.261-262.

& Marcel, Homo Viator, pp.125-129.

70 Marcel, Homo Viator, pp.127-128. ""...to obeyv...is the act
by which he has to reply to the act of the chief, which
is that of commanding. The function of the chief is to
command, the function of the subordinate is to execute
orders...There could be no sense in c¢laiming that on

the level of feelings or judgment he is obliged to ap-

Cepyrigetoed ratonal



prove of the orders he has received.”

@1 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.128, "Where the human quality
of the chief is introduced it is a question of fidelity."”

2 MAEEEY 2E1aRE  2H FXS+  HUOERER
Erol 5 IR B(G 1>

@ Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, pp.169-174.

I® Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy, pp.173-174.
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(1) Julian Marias. “"L.ove in Marcel and Ortega’, in Paul
Schilpp and Lewis Hahn(eds.), The Philosophy of Ga-
briel Marcel. (La Salle, Illinois: Open Court, 1984), pp.
566-567, ''...we cannot help questioning the small im-
portan : Marc¢ * assigned to the body in his doctrine of
love. ...I have shown how necessary it 1s to derive the
reality of love from the effective way human life exists,
that is, in its empirical structure, one of whose ingre-
dients is embodiment and the other...is the sexual
character. ...there is not just 'human life' but 'men’
and 'women’, each defined by the installation in its

own sex and its vectoral projection toward the other.

Human need is primarily the need man has for woman 1
and woman for man; in fact they need each other to be %
man and woman, to be human beir~s in each of the ¥
two concrete ways they actually and not abstractly ex- j::
.3t. _..ere is why ve 3 - } ‘
L
‘sexual’ love but love between persons of opposite sex. I fi
do not mean that all love is a transformation or degen- 'Eg-
eration of this kind of intersexual love but rather i&
that every love is conditioned by this aspect, by this ﬂi
e

radical human need for the opposite sex to project it-
self toward it. This is why any anomaly in intersexual

love distrubs all other ways of love, including ‘love’ in






Y.: Harper and Row, 1955), pp.180f, "‘sexuality...is
diffused through out his whole being , penetrates all
his cells and determines the whole of his life.” (Cf. W.
Kelly and A. Tallon (ed.), Readings in the Philosophy
of Man. (N. Y.: McGraw-Hill, 1967), p.126.]

@ Rollo May, L¢ : and Will. (N. Y.: Norton & Co., 1969;

8th Laurel Printing, 19 ), p.111, "We are created as
male and female, which leads to perpetual yearning for
each other, a thirst for completion which 1s doomed to

be temporary.”

Nicolas Berdyaev, Solitude and Society. (London: Geof-

frey Bles, 1938), reprinted in Kelly and Tallon (ed.)},
Readings in the Philosophy of Man, p.124, "Man is a
sexual ' :ing, i.e. half a being, divided and incomplete,

£ piring to be complete.”

@ May, Love and Wilil, p.111, "Sex is the human counter-

part of the cosmic process.”

A0 May, Love and Will, p.111, "The existence of maleness

and { naleness, secen ontologically, is or._ ey ion of
this fundamental polarity of all reality. The smallest
molecular particle gets its dynamic movement from the
fact that it consists of a negative and pc tive charge,

with tens] 1— ad therefore movement—between them.”

D Erich Fromm, The Art of Loving. (New York: Bantam,

1956), p.28. ' .he same polarity of the _ale & female

principle exi s in nature; not only, as is obvious in
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“* May, Love and Will, pp.314, 316, "'S ¢ is saved from self-
destruction by eros. ...eros cannot live without philia.
...(318) philia, in turns, needs agape.”

@~ <1 Donceel, Philosophical Anthropology, pp.237-238.

@) James Feibleman, The Stages of Human Life: A Bio-
graphy of Entire Man. (The Hague: Martinus Nijhoff,
1975), p.105, ... Adolescence is critical in many ways.
It is a wild ti : when th- powers are developing and
before the controls are introduced.”

@) A. C. Kinsey, et tel, Sexual Behavior in the Human Fe-
male. (Philadelphia: Saunders, 1953), 14.

@2 “...the human male is pretty active sexually, beginning
some time before adolescence and not ending until
death; or if he lives that long, until the seventh or
eighth decade of his life, and in some instances into his
ninth decade.” Donald Porter Geddes, “New Light on
Sexual Knowledge”, in P. Geddes & E. Curie (eds.), A-
bout the Kinsey Report: Observations by 11 Experts on
“wexual .chavior in the Human Male”. (New York:
New Amer. Lib., 1948}, p.24.

@ May, Love and Will, p.38.

& Cf. May, Love and Will, pp.30, 53, 106.

) May, Love and Will, p.293, "The Hedonist tradition em-

hasized finding pleasure in sensual satisfaction. But...
sensual satisfaction cought for its own sake turns out

to be strangely unsatisfying. ... Hegesias, despairing of
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woman, ...

&0 May, Love and Will, p.75.

&Y May, Love and Will, p.314, "But eros cannot live with-
out philia, brotherly love and friendship. The tension
of continuous attraction and continuous passion would
be unbearable if it lasted forever. Philia is the relaxa-
tion in the presence of the beloved which accepts the
other's being as being; it is simply liking to be with the
other, liking the whole being of the other. ... Philia
does not require that we do anything for the beloved
except accept him, be with him, and enjoy him. It is
friendship in the simplest, most direct terms.”

%23 May, Love and Will, p.315.

&3 Harry Harlow, "Affection in Primates”, in Discovery,
London, January, 1966.

& S0 BB W T BRI RERE 2 5B o

@3 May. Love and Will, pp.310-313.

&® May, Love and Will, p.313.

@ Max Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy. (New Haven:
Yale Univ. Press, 1954), p.25, "...in truly loving sexual
intercourse (i.e. the opposite of the sensual, utilitarian,
or purposive act), when the partners, in an impas-
sioned suspension of their spiritual personality (itself
the seat of individual self-awareness), seem to relapse
into a single life-stream in which nothing of their in-

dividual selves remains any longer distinct, though it

Cepyrig-toed ratonal



has equally little resemblance to a consciousness of
‘us’ founded on the respective self-awareness of each.
...{the lovers) themselves (are) plunged back again
into the one primeval source of natura naturans, with
an ecstatic dissolution of all individuality.”

& May, Love and Will, p.316, "Love and will take place
within the forms of the society. The forms are the chan-
nels tf}rough which the vitality of the society flows.
Creativity is the result of a struggle between vitality
and form. As anyone who has tried to write a sonnet
or scan poetry is aware, the forms ideally do not take
away from the creativity but may add to it.”

wy Charles S. Ford & Frank A. Beach, Patterns of Sexual
Behavior. (New York: Harper, 1951), pp.180-191.

® G. P. Murdock, Social Structure. ( New York: Macmil-
lan, 1949), pp.264-265.

# Murdock. Social Structure, p.264 Bt 4 : BENHE 2

Todas B AP P 2 l.aingang .. MF EIENWBK - Hit
M4 FaA @ (Ince ) > 377 5F. - 7t N T
Ly zamy!) T[REEEEE Iy T adogamy ) HRH) -
®2 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.85, “The essential act which
constitutes marriage is obviously not the pure and
simple mating...common alike to men and animals; ..."”
6® Marcel, Homo Viator, p.85, “...there are innumerable

false marriages...those unions which are perfectly le-

gal, but where there is nothing in the inward depths of
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character, nothing in the very centre of the will which
corresponds to...to the strictly sacramental character
of the union entered into.”

Marcel, Homo Viator. p.86, "...the more marriage is re-
garded as a simple contract the more one must logi-

cally come to admit that it can be renounced by com-

mon accord, that it can even become no more than a

€3

()

temporary promise,’’ \

e

Marcel, Homo Viator, p.85, ""...it is not just a momen-
tary union, but one which is to last; ..."

Marcel, Homo Viator. p.85, "The essential act which
constitutes marriage is obviously not the pure and
simple mating which is only a human act, common a-
like to men and animals; it is not just a momentary

union, but one. which is to last: ... A family is founded.

it is erected like a monument. ...”

® Marcel, Homo Viator. p.86. "Conjugal union finds its

consummation...in the appearance of a new being in
which the husband and wife fulfil and pass beyond
themselves...They are no longer simply united by a
reciprocal a;:t which by common accord they can annul,
but by the existence of a being for whom they are
responsible and who has rights over them which can-

LRl

not be set aside. ...

®® Marcel, Homo Viator. pp.87-88, "...a marriage con-

cluded simply with a view to procreation is...in danger
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burgh: Duquesnme Univ. Press, 1960), pp.231-259.
27 Sorokin, The Wavs and Power of Louve. p.58. "Love Be-
gets Love, Hate Begets Hate.”
(AFEREEHAL(FERLILY P+ —EF+— + =
Mo —hwF+—E+ = AAAW~—00O= > —0
g ~——00)
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printed 1980), pp.14, 98-114, 123-196.

@ TRWIAW - FAEwamE  Bal TIERMELE - |1
HXEEPEZFALRBRABLHE
Cf. Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, pp.24-25.

® Rollo May, Love and Will. (New York: Norton & Co.,
1969; 8th Laurel printing, 1984), p.111.

® Erich Fromm, The Art of Loving. (New York: Bantam,
1956), p.28; Nicolas Berdyaev, The Meaning of the Crea-
tive Act, pp.183-185; cf. Kelly & Tallon (ed.), Readings
in the Philosophy of Man. (New York: McGraw-Hill,
1967), pp.126-127.

8 B=% CH] EWHBEMHERGBHZE> o

@ May, Love and Will, p.313.

SHE=8ER A HIRERTEZE -

Cf. Thomas Aquinas, De Veritate, Q.1, a. 1.

@ A FTHREEHZ 1T "1 T ]t B&@&
Z2E¥E  SHAEFNYBZE — ELEAHBRI (S :
i —ANEIR—PE~—HME-

5L (Plato) 78 Sophist P RBEMZIER K X— ]+ &
By 2 MR~ ftBrEPhilebusFBHFER B[ L8 | (The
Mind) @ ARBMRLE "t [ K | i X7 Republic 778
Zh[I# ] UBRHMEAYFEENER. T8 X&E
Symposium FHBZ K[ £ | WAFBEZZXER - M
MK - BIERTE Summa Theologica la, Q.11, a.1-4 FFETF
B2l —]: £ De Veritate, Q.1, a2 h#gkts =7 J: 1%
Summa Theologica 1a, Q5 & 6 $fEH 2 [ # ] 1
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(D Gabriel Marcel, The Mvstery of Being, Vol. II. (Chica-
go: Henry Regnery Co., 1951, reprinted 1960), pp.21-75.

(@ Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, pp.23-27.

(® Marcel, The Mvstery of Being, 11, pp.23-24, 40, 57 °

&) Marcel, The Mystery of Being. 11, p.23.

(&) Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.41.

(8 Marcel, The Mvstery of F-"ng, 11, p.24.

(@) Marcel, The Mystery of reing, 11, p.27.

o ' The s *vof 7 - Il pp.45-46.

(@ Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.24.

10 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, pp.67-69.

uwy Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.45.

42 Marcel, The Mvstery of Being, 11, p47. i AR /F A H
e BICBZ R [ BP9 )WL 1 (The Need
for Transcendence; Exigence for Transcendence).

Cf. The Mystery of Being, 1, p.39-56. Lt AL BAZiN
BRARM LS  iFE -tNERTELVBRERE -H
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of René A. Spitz.”

@) Sorokin, The Ways and Power of Love, p.62, "Depriva-
tion of love 1n childhood ordinarily leads such unfortu-
nate persons to moral and mental disturbances in their
youth and adult periods.”

@ Sorokin, The Ways and Power of Love, p.62.

@9 Martin Buber, I and Thou. (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark.
1970), p.67, ''Relation is reciprocity. My You acts on
me as [ act on it. OQur students teach us, our works
form us. ...”"

30 Max Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy. (New Haven:
Yale Univ. Press, 1954), p.157, "Love itself, in the
course of its own movement, is what brin s about the
continuous cmergence of ever-higher value in the ob-
ject — just as if it was streaming out from the object
of its own accord, without any sort of exertion {even of
wishing) on the part of the lover.”

@) Erich Fromm, The Art of ™ >ving. (New York: Bantam,

b, pi.. “In thus givi _ of b 1., 2 ¢ ¢ _. the
other person, he enhances the other’s sense of aliveness
by enhancing his own sense of aliveness. ...”

‘32 Marcel. The Mystery of Being, 11, p.56.

@ Cf. Marcel., The Mystery of Teing, 1, p48. BIC LI K EM
RRYBERE - MR AMER A AR E RS BE -

@& Marcel, The Mystery of Being, II, p.24.

@89 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 1, p.24 : 2ME A E L &
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@6 Gabriel Marcel, Metaphysical Journal. (Chicago: Henry
Regnery, 1952), p.222 and p.62. /| p.222, “"There is love
only where there is absolute renewal and even rebirth.”
"The transvaluation which is at the basis of love cor-
responds to a real transformation of the lover.” p.62,
"Love creates its object.”

@) Marcel, The Mystery of Being. I, p.181, "My relation
with you makes a difference to both of us, and so does
any interruption of the relationship make a difference.”

@ Gabriel Marcel, Le monde cassé. {Paris: Desclée de
Brouwer, 1933) %X X fF The Mystery of Being, 1, pp.168.
169 PRI P YR ©

&9 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.68.

@® Marcel, The Mystery of Being, I, p.67, "When we are
dealing with an individual being, apprehended in its
quality of being loved, that is to say, for the act of
loving — then the meaning of the word ‘perish’ is by
no means clear.”

@) Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.68, "To say that one
loves a being...means 'Thou, at least, thou shalt not
die” "SRIB - VI BECEEET —— HEEERBHL -

@2 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Ii, p.69.

@ Picrre Teilhard de Chardin, Le Miliea Divin: An Essay
on the Interior Life. (London: Collins / Fontana Bks., Tth

impression, 1968), p.55.
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enon of Man, 'At what moment do lovers come into
the most complete possession of themselves, if not
when they are lost in each other? ™

20 Gabriel Marcel, Homo Viator: Introduction to a Meta-
physic of Haope. (Chicago: H. Regnery, 1951, reprinted,
New York: Harper Torchbook, 1962), p.61.
SHP+=Z8<HFEHE L RER BRBOREZ AR
#> o

@2 Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.137.

@3 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.41, "'...the exigence
of being 1s not a simple desire or a vague aspiration. It
is, rather, a deep-rooted interior urge, ...an appeal.”

29 Gabriel Marcel, Being and Having. (New York: Harper
Torchbooks, 1965), pp.208-209.

S0 {-PUBECERIET HIEREMBHE -

@ Augustine, Confessions, Bk.l, sec.1.
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(D Blaise Pascal, Pensées, §277, in European Philosophers
from Descartes to Nietzsche. (New York: Random House,
1960), p.124, "The heart has its reasons, which reason
does not know.”

@ ":sich i m, The rtof Louvi (*Tew York: P ntam,
1956), p.24, "There are many layers of knowledge; the
knowledge which i1s an aspect of love is one which does
not stay at the periphery, but penetrates to the core.”

(® Max Scheler, The Nature of Sympathy. (New Haven:
Yale Univ. Press, 1954), p.157, “...true love opens our

spiritual eyes to ever-higher values in the object loved.
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X &P, "The Need for Transcendence” fESRIE

& Thomas Aquinas, De Veritate, Q.14, a.lc; Summa Con-
tra Gentiles, Ill, 51, Summa Theologica, la, Q.12, a.8 ad.
4; Summa Theologica, 1-11, Q.3, a.8.

Cf. Bernard Lonergan, Verbum: Word and Idea in Aqui-
nas. (London: Darton, Longman and Todd, 1968}, p.53.

@ Joseph Maréchal, Le point de départ de la métaphysi-
que. (Bruges and Paris: Desclee de Brouwer, 1922.23),
Cahier V. pp.377-380. 2] £li 5 < - AR 4T S 1) 48 50 9K (5]
EERRE - (F EHXE A A8 lwm * —LAA
A -HAZ~H=-

@® Bernard Lonergan, Insight. ( New York: Philosophical
Library, 1957), ch.12, pp.348-374.

@) Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 1, pp.51-52.

@® Jean-Paul Sartre, Being and Nothingness. (New York:
Philosophical Library, 1956), pp.9-17.

UHERRE [ KB A RER | (Pre-Reflective Self-
Consciousness)) iR * KA HRMA T8 -

@9 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.179;: Gabriel Mar-
cel, Homo Viator: Introduction to a Metaphysic of Hope.
(New York: Harper Torchbooks, 1951), p.61.
MBI+ =8<(HKFIBELEER — KSEAUREZ T
#> o

4 cf. DEQ® -

@ Gabriel Marcel, Metaphysical Journal. (Chicago:Henry

Regnery, 195°), p.C™ “...-“ly " » isreal® a" lge...



adequate knowledge...only for love is the individuality
of the beloved immune against disintegration and crum-
bling away...into the dust of abstract elements. ...love
posits the beloved as transcending all explanation and
all reduction.”

wsy Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.63, "Love needs to ap-
pear to " ielf as perfect knowledge, and in the measure
in which it 1s now no longer permissible to dissociate
being from appearances we can say that it is perfect
knowledge.”

@ Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.158, "In reality the
bein—~ I ! ve has not got qualities for me; I grasp him
as a whole, that is why he is refractory to predica-
tion.”

Cf. also Metaphysical Journal, pp.62, 304, 306, 314.

& Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.306, "It is infinitely
more difficult (and perhaps not legitimately possible)to
answer the qu :.ion: 'Do you love him?' becaiv 2 here
the w rd . . o
clearly grasp 'stat =~ with which we can ntrast the
state we have experienced.”

@ Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.314, “I am unable to
take my friend’s place | r a number of reasor of
which the most striking is that he is not distinct from

his place, that he is that very place itself (ar ' this ap-

plies ¢ _ually in the instance of love: I cannot hope to
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(@ Gabriel Marcel, Creative Fidelity. (New York: The
Noonday Press, 1964; Fourth Printing, 1967), p.154. *...
he is a faithful friend, | mean mainly: he is someone
who does not fail me, someone who stands up to what-
ever the circumstances may bring; he does not shp
away, but we find him there when we are in difficulty. ”

(8 Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.149, '...faith on the one
hand became clear to me from the moment I thought di-
rectly about fidelity; while fidelity, on the other hand,
was clarified beginning with the thou, with presence
itself construed as a function of the thou.”

Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.168, '"Any kind of fidelity
whatever must be defined starting with the I believe.”

‘4) Marcel, Creative Fidelity, pp.122-130; The Mystery of
Being, 11, pp.77-84.

® Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.77.

(® Marcel. Creative Fidelity, p.122; The Mystery of Being,
II, p.77.

-« ---dreel, _ reative Y, | 1 .8 _'of
I1, p.77.

Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.77.

&) Marcel, Creative . .delity, p.123; The Mystery of Being,
11, p.78.

{D Marcel, Creative Fidelity, pp.123-124; The Mystery of
Being, LI, p.78.

@ Marcel. The Mystery of Being, 11, pp.78-79.
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per & Row, Harper Torchbooks, 1965}, pp.199-212.

@9 Marcel, Creative Fidelity, pp.134, 169, (& L& ): Du re-
fus a l'invocation. (Paris: «sallimard, 1940), pp.1.. ..J.
@ M :el. Creative Fidelity, p.169, *...believing that, i.e.

assuming that...”

@ Marcel. Creative Fidelity, p.134, ( #: X & ): Du refus a
Utnvocation, p.176.

@ Marcel, The Mystery of Teing, 11, p.L., "If 1 believe in
something, it means that | place myself at the disposal
of something, or again that | pledge myself fundament-
ally, and this pledge affects not only what I have but
also what I am.”

@0 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.87.

@) Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.88-89.

“* Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.137. 41

@Y Marcel. The Mystery of Being, 11, p.88.

@ Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.135; The Mystery of Being,
11, p.89.

€«
®® Marcel, The Mystery of Beir~, 11, p.88.

@ Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.89.

@w Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.136.

@9 Marc *. The Mystery of Being, 11, pp.89-90.

@0 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, pp.90-94.

(s |RT& JFA% ®m #oX

4D * _he Heart has its reasons, which reason does not

know.” Blaise Pascal, Pensées, £°77, in European Philo-
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Augustine, Confessions, Book I, Sec.l.

®) Marcel, Being and Having, pp.208-209, *...she (the
soul)is led to a discovery. This faith of hers can only
be an adherence, or, more exactly, a response. Adher-
ence to what 7 Response to what ? It is hard to put
into words. To an impalpable and silent invitation
which fills her, ...to the appeal made by an inner voice
to all that is deepest in us. ...if the soul really asks
herself this question (i.e. 'Am I really sure that I don’t
believe ?°) in all sincerity, ...she will be brought to re-
¢ zniz not indeed tl : she alre 1y believes, but that

"

she is in no case to say that she does not believe. ...
%2 Marcel, Being and Having, pp.208-209, ‘From the point e
of view of faith and of the t ‘iever, ur’ :lief, at any
rate when it is explicit, begins to look like a refusal,
refusal more ever which can take on many different
forms. ...very often, perhaps most c..e , it tunes th_
form of inattention, of turning a deaf ear to the appeal
made by an inner voice to all that is deepest in us. ...
perhaps it would be truer to say that the assertion of

unbelief, made just then, would almost inevitably be

tainted with pride, and that completely honest and care-

[iee [T J3AN WA 43w

ful introspection could not{ ] to unmask th p de. ']

do not believe' ceases to look like ‘I cannot believe’ in
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@ Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.162, "The fact is that when
I commit myself, I grant in principle that the commit.
ment will not again be put in question.”

@ Gabriel Marcel, Homo Viator: Introduction to a Meta-
physic of Hope. (New York : Harper Torchbooks, 1962},
pp.107-123.

@® Marcel, Homo Viator, p.117.

@9 Marcel, The Existential Background, pp.70-71.

@® Marcel, The Existential Background, p.66.

@D Marcel, The Existential Background, pp.68-69.

@ Marcel, Homo Viator, pp.129-132.

@@ Marcel, Homo Viator, p.129.

#0 Marcel, Homo Viator, pp.125-129.

@D Marcel, Homo Viator, p.128.

@2 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.128.

@ Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.164.

@) Marcel, Homo Viator, p.134, "Creative when, it (fidelity)
is genuine, it is so fundamentally and in every way, for
it possesses the mysterious power of renewing not only
the person who practises it, but the recipient, however
unworthy he may have been of it to start with.”

8% Marcel, The Existential Background, p.64.

@ Marcel, The Existential Background, p.66.

#D Marcel, The Existential Background, p.66.

8 Marcel, Creative Fidelity, p.164, *"...all fidelity is based

on a certain relation which is felt to be inalterable,

Lp






its principle.”

@ Marcel, Homo Viator, p.134, "It is in this way that
fidelity reveals its true naturc, which is to be an evi-
dence, a testimony. It is in this way, too, that a code of
ethics centred on fidelity is irresistibly led to become
attached to what is more than human, to a desire for
the unconditional which is the requirement and the
very mark of the Absolute in us.”

88 Cf. Sam Keen, "The Deveclopment of the Idea of Being
in Marcel's Thought”. in The Philosophy of Gabriel
Marcel, ed. by P. A. Schilpp and L. E. Hahn. {Illinois:
Open Court, 1984), pp.112-113, "The first question
we must ask is whether there 1s anything within fidel-

ity itself that scems to demand faith in God as the con-

e dition of fidelity to one’s neighbour. The first hint...1s
? the factor of unconditionality. Fidelity demands an un-
L% conditional vow, an absolulte commitment to the other
?.__E person. ... Does an absolute commitment demand that
| one be committed to an Absolute Personal Being to
{E God ? Marcel’'s answer is that ultimately it does. The
?% person who makes an absolute commitment to another
# in fidelity gives witness to the Absolute Thou even
% without articulating this witness.”

g ®® Gabriel Marcel, "Theism and Personal Relationships’.

Cross Current 1, no.1 {(1956), p.40, "One might say that

conditional pledges are only possible in a world from

Copyrig-ted Tatenal






@ Marcel, Being and Having, pp.119-212.

# Sam Keen, "The Development of the Idea of Being in
Marcel's Thought”, p.114,
1. "Fidelity cannot be separated from faith any more

than love of neighbour can be separated from love of

God.”

o

"Fidelity in human relationships is not something
added to faith; it is the way in which the believer is
faithful to the Absolute Thou.”

3. "Faith and fidelity are...the same reality directed to-
ward different foci. Faith is the paradigm of fidelity
pledged to the Absolute Thou.”

@ Clyde Pax. An Existential Approach to God, pp.59-60,

“"When the believer is affirming the reality of God, he

40 1s not going from his pledge or his faith to an external
? guarantor of the pledge. He is rather appealing to an
E ultimate strength which from within enables him to
FCE make the pledge which he knows he could not make
| from himself alone. It is in this sense that fidelity to
God might be called simply faith.”

?% @ Sam Keen, "The Development of the Idea of Being in
Fiif Marcel’s Thought’, p.115. “"Those unbelievers who live
% in fidelity create a climate in which belief can grow
g just as small trees create a climate in which a forest of

large trees can grow.’”’

Kenneth Gallagher, The Philosophy of Gabriel Marcel,

Copyrig-ted Tatenal



p.73, "Fidelity to a transcendent may precede a well-de-
fined conception of a deity: ...it is perhaps in function
of our fidelity that the true notion of God can be
sculpted.”

#® Marcel, Being and Having, p.119, "...the concrete ap-
proaches to the ontological mystery...should rather be
sought in the elucidation of certain data which are
spiritual in their own right, such as fidelity, hope and

LA

love, ...
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centre of hope’s dwelling-place.”

(42 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, pp.178-179, It may be
that we are capable of hoping only in so far as we start
by realizing that we are captives.”

19 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.42, "Yet the father pei in
hoping. Each day he awaits the letter which would
bring his anxiety to an end.”

i® M ccel., Homo Viator, p.35, ""Does not the hope of the
invalid, the prisoner or the exile boil down in the end
to a sort of organic refusal to accept an intolerable
situation as final?”’

4% Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Il, p.179, "To hope is to
carry within me the private assurance that however
black things may scem, my present intolerable situ-
ation cannot be final; there must be some way out.”

Marcel, Homo Viator, p.36, *'...Experience seems to es-
tablish that hope is able to survive an almost total
ruin of the organism; ...perhaps we mi ht be justified
in : Lt t
principle itself.”

4D Marcel, Homo Viator, p.50, *...the authentic formula of
willing 1s I will, therefare I can; in other words, I de-
cide that it is in my power to do a certain thing, to
obtain a certain result precisely because it is my will
(or because it is necessary) that this thing should be

done and this result obtained.”
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true for the inventor or the discoverer who says,
‘There must be a way’ and who adds: 'l am going to
find it." He who hopc say  imply: ‘It will be found.’ In
hoping, I do not create in the strict sense of the word,
but I appeal to the existence of a certain creative pow-
er in the world, or rather to the actual resources at the
disposal of this creative power.”

ey Cf. Marcel, The Mystery of Being, I, pp.211f.

@) Marcel, Homo Viator, p.33, ''The optimist is he who has
a firm conviction, or in certain cases just a vague feel-
ing, that things tend to "turn out for the best’.”

@9 Marcel, Homo Viator, pp.33-34, 44.

@® Marc , Homo Viator, pp.34-35.

@) Marcel, Homo Viator, p.35

@ Marcel, Homo Viator, p.35.

a ~allagher. The Philosophy of Gabriel Marcel, p.78, “To
hope is not to gamble not even to make the famous
we<«ar of Pascal. Hope is metaproblematic: as an act it
is no longer possible to dis >ciate it from that on
which it b rs.”

80 Marcel, Homo Viator, pp.54-55.

ERWRE LA RA T 4§81k ] (Rationalization)i¥ —
&1 BIEATCRNEEE 42  BREE -m%
W ERL, WRRMELS -

@2 Marcel, The Mystery of Beir ,1I, p.179, “"Th’ will help

us to understand why it is that in some countries
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ationcannot be final; there must be some way out.”

@3 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.39, "...to take one’s time. He
who stiffens and rebels does not know how to take his
time. ..."Take your time’, ...That means, do not force
the personal rhythm, the proper cadence of yvour reflec-
tion, or even of your memory, ...”

@4 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.39. "...the secret affinity be-
tween hope and relaxation...”

@5 Marcel, Homo Viator, pp.39-40.

@ Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.177, "Hope is akin
to courage. ...in every instance courage consists
primarily in facing something.”

4D Marcel, Homo Viator, p.53, "...despair is in a certain
sense the consciousness of time as closed or. more ex-
actly still, of time as a prison...”

@9 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.60, I shall alwavs be exposed
to the temptation of shutting the door which encloses
me within myself and at the same time encloses me
within time, as though the future, drained of its sub-
stance and its mystery, were no longer to be anything
but a place of pure repetition, as though some unspec-
ifiable disordered mechanism were to go on working
ceasclessly, undirected by an intelligent motivisation.
But a future thus devitalised, no longer being a future
for me or anybody else, would be rather a prospect of

vacancy.”

Copyrig-ted Tatenal



@9 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.53, "...hope appears as piercing
through time: everything happens as though time, 1n-
stead of hedging consciousne: round, allowed ->me-
thing to pass through it. It was from this point of view
that I previously drew attention to the prophetic char-
acter of hope. Of course one cannot say that hope sees
what is gonig to happen; but it affirms as if it saw. One
might say that it draws 1ts authority from a hidden vi-
sion of which it is allow 1 to take account without en-
joving it.”

50 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.51, "(Hope) develops in the de-
partment of the us, that is to say in fellowship.” pp.57-
58, "Now it is precisely where such love exists, and

onl where it exists, that we can speak of hope, this

love taking shape in a reality which without it would 4
not be what 1t is.” 1%5
8D Marcel, Homo Viator, p.58, "...hope is always associ- :
ated with a communion, no matter how interior it may %

t
and ¢ "‘tude are not at bottom necessarily identical.”
The Mvstery of Being, 11, p.181, '...despair...sees no-
thing before itself and...expects nothing from anybody:
it can as well be that of a man who 1s shut in in the
circle of his daily tasks, who i1s chained by the fet-

T ‘ 0T ", b * he is not
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contracted soul.”

& Gallagher, The Philosophy of Gabriel Marcel, p.74, ...
this claim of hope...is not drawn from the resources of
the ego. ... Disponibility is the presupposition of hope-
disponibility that begins in finite communion and is
consummated in the total openness that turns the soul
to a source beyond the visible world.™

&) Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.175, "...if human
love is centered on itself, if it sinks into a mutually
shared narcissism, it turns into idolatry and pro-
nounces its own death sentence.”

6 Marcel. Homo Viator, p.59, "One of two things must
happen. Faced with this determination to monopolise

him, the other person either makes his escape by flight

or lying, or else he loses his own nature and becomes a e
nonenti . ...we become strangers to ourselves, In so g
far as we treat the reality as something which can be *
won and placed at our disposal. We might say again ﬂ%
that this rea...y thus referred and enslaved to selfish "
ends loses its true nature also, and becomes a sham 3"_
and an idol. But shams and idols always appear. to |
those who view them with enough penetration, as mile- ;’_
stones, marking the road to despair.” r?i
®9 Cf. Gallagher, The Philosophy of Gabriel Marcel, p.75, g
“"The subject of hope is a subject in need of others; ...” ..,j)
$0 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.51, “(Hope)develops in the de- ﬁ



partment of us, that is to say. in fellowship.”

&) Marcel, Homo Viator, p.44 *(Hope) appears to us as in-
spired by love, ...”

®2 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.57, '...it is precisely where
such love exists, and only where it exists, that we can
speak of hope, ...”

89 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.58, *...hope is always as-
sociated with a communion, no matter how interior it
may be.”

€ Marcel. Homo Viator, p.60. *"...there is only one re-
medy, and it has two aspects: it is the remedy of com-
munion, the remedy of hope.”

%9 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 11, p.179, "...each man'’s

personal reality is itself intersubjective.”

4 %8 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.61, "...I form with mysclf a real
? community. an us: it i3, however, only on this condi-
g tion that I have my active share as a centre of in-
ch telligence, of love and of creation.”

| ®2 Marcel, The Mvstery of Being, 1I, p.179, "Hope was not
simply a hope for one’s own self: it meant spreading
% one’s hope. keeping its flame a radiance of hope burn-
# ing around one. We may go further and say that it is
% probably only by so doing that a man can keep 1t alive
g in the depths of his own being.”

$® Marcel, Homo Viator, p.51, "We talk to each other of

our common hope...”

Copyrig-ted Tatenal



@9 Herbert Spicgelberg, The Phenomenological Movement:

A Historical Introduction, Volume Two. (The Hague:
Martinus Nijhoff, 1971), p.442, '"Marcel's phenomeno-
logy is to him only a step in his metaphysical reflec-
tion ...”
Ibid., p.439, “(Marcel’'s) first and last ambition...is
metaphysical: he wants to discover ultimate reality,
not only phenomena regardless of their validity. What-
ever phenomenological insights he gains in the process
are steps on the road of this larger enterprise.”

70 Gallagher, The Philosophy of Gabriel Marcel, p.119, *...
the real metaphysical question is not "What is being?
but 'Who is there? Metaphysies is the ‘science’ of

answering this question. How is it carried on? Through

475

a series of concrete approaches, we are given to under-
A
stand. ... Marcel’s favorite concrete approaches are the 13
&

supra-sensual experiences of love, hope, and fidelity.”
7" Robert Rosthal, "Translator’s Introduction”, in G. Mar-

cel, Crc¢ 'ive Fidelity. (New York: Noonday Pre
1964 ), p.xii, "For Marcel’s bein is an 'Abscolute Thou’,
not the whole of reality, a particular being, not being
in general.”
Ibid., p.xxi, "...the Absolute Thou, God, whom Marcel
identifies with being ...”

T &Ry o

® Marcel, Homo Viator, p.46.
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not essentially to hope that...”

80 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Il. p.182, "...possible for
hope to be another name for the exigence of transcend-
ence ...the driving force behind man the wayfarer.”

@D Marcel, Homo Viator, p.47, "Does not this invincible
hope arisc from the ruins of all human and limited
hopes?”

®2 Marcel, Homo Viator, pp.64-65.

83 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.46. "It really seems to be from
this point of view that the distinction between believer
and unbelicver stands out in its true meaning. The be-
liever is he who will meet with no insurmountable ob-
stacle on his way towards transcendence.”

@) Marcel, Homo Viator, p.46, "...the ontological position
of hope absolute hope, (is) inseparable from a faith
which is likewise absolute, transcending all laying
down of conditions. ..."

@9 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.47, "'( Absolute hope)appears as
a response of the creature to the infinite Teing to
whom it is conscious of owing everything that it has
and upon whom it cannot impose any condition what-
soever without scandal.”

89 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.63, ““...the gift is a call to
which we have to make response; ...”

@ Marcel, Homo Viator, p.47, ''...despair as an indication

of treason, ...what is the meaning of despair if not a
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tendency to hold on to the deceased by means of this
memory defeats its own purpose. Because it is only a
t 2oll :tion, itdc not:r 1d - th other pri 1t. It is
only a substitute for the beloved, because he is not pre-

sent but absent. ”’

@ FHIRTHMTEEREE ~FH ™ EFNEHLAAERD
HHEEZTE> -

Gabriel Marcel, Creative Fidelity. (New York: Noonday

A | f th
instead of protecting myself from him, ' 1ich makes
him penetrable for me at the same time as 1 become
penetrable for him.”

20 Gabriel Marcel, Présence et immortalité. (Paris: Flam-
marion, 1959), p.159.

BEEMBEINT - [ MAAEHANM > ARERDG LB
R MR EERA - MR AR e 1 CPEx
H{ERHIHA A=)

@D Marcel, The Mystery of Being, I, p.205, ...this person,
who is in the room, but somehow not really present to
us, 1s communication without communion: unreal com-
munication, in a word. He understands what | say to
him, but he does not understaad me. ...”

A% Gabriel Marcel, Metaphysical Journal. (Chic go: H 1-
ry Regnery, 1952), p.133, "...the lover posits the reality

of the beloved as cutside and above time.”

@9 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 1, p.205, *...somebody

op



who 1s sitting in the same room as ourselves...is
nevertheless far further away from us than some loved
one who 1s perhaps thousands of miles away or per-
haps, even no longer among the living. We could say
that the man sitting beside us was in the same room as
ourselves, but he was not really present there, that his
presence did not make itself felt.”

@) Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 1, pp.187-188.

29 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 1, p.188, I have an inde-
feasible certitude...that if beyond the gulf of death 1
were to re-encounter those whom [ have really loved...
I st ald recognize them i~ staneously and as if by a
flash of lightning, and it would be just as if no separa-
tion had ever taken place.”

@® Roger Troisfontaines ¥ 17 & & 69 B B A % 2] 09 # 3it B2 5
M TGS PEM TR A -

Cf. Roger Troisfontaines, I Do Not Die. (New York:

Desclee. 1963).
@ Marcel, Metaphysical Journal, p.163, "'...the dead man

present in the evocation does not answer; ...he does
not inform. ...he does...enrich by his real presence...”
@ Marcel, Metaphyvsical Journal, p.133, “love wishes for
the eternity of its object.”
@9 Pierre Teilhard de Chardin, Le Milieu Divin: An Essay
on the Interior Life. (London: Collins / Fontana Books,

7th impression 1968), pp.55-56. A thought, a material
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@3 Gabriel Marcel, Homo Viator: Introduction to a Meta-
physic of Hope. {(New York: Harper & Row, Harper
Torch book edition 1962}, p.148, *'...death is a silence
we cannot mark its boundaries, for we neither know
what it is veiling, what it is protecting, nor what it is
preparing. The fallacy., the treason, consists in inter-
preting this silence as non-existence, as a decline into
non-beir

@ Marcel. Homo Viator, p.152, "...if death is the ultimate
reality, value is annihilated in mere scandal, reality is
pierced to the heart.”

@9 Marcel, Homo Viator, p.147, "To consent to the death
of a beir — is in a sense to given him up to death. ...it is

the spirit of truth which forbids us to make this sur-

509
render, this betrayal.”

30 Marcel. The Mystery of Being, 11, p.171, "First let me 1?;
quote again what one of my characters says, 'to love a ¥
being is to say, "Thou, thou shalt not die.” ' .. .It §
certainly cannot t tak 1 mply as a w 1, a choice; &
the er * s of it is that of a prophetic assurance.” ‘

@) Marcel, Homo Viator, p.152, ""there is no human love i
worthy of the name which does not represent for him ;71
who exercises it both a pledge and a seed of immor- g

ik

tality: ..."”"
G HERMWMERBYNMHERMFRAMI 78 ] REIEMIES -
Cf. Marcel. The Mystery of Being, II, p.24, "It 18 very












&® Cf. Croonenburg, Gateway to Reality, p.120, “...it is in-
evitable in our present condition that love among men
falls short of the fullness we want it to possess. ... Hu-
man nature is so changeable and so many have been
unfaithful. ”

6D Cf. Croonenburg, Gateway to Reality, p.120, “There is
in me a hunger for authenticity that cannot be satis-
fied by any single human person nor by all of them to-
gether. ..."

&® Marcel, The Mystery of Being, 1. p.48.

%9 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, I, p.48. "'l hope this ex-
ample gives us a glimpse, at least, of the direction in
which we must set ourselves to move if we want to
give a meaning to these words that are certainly ob-
scure in themselves: urgent inner need for tran-
scendence. ... the term ‘transcendence’ taken in its full
metaphysical sense...denotes an otherness, and even an
absolute, otherness; .,."”

@D SIS [T Rt ANEHA Bl 05 7 vy 115 o [ O L £, 2 E) [0 A~ 1T 37 P80y
o] EED B B bR WTE ANLORIRRE o
Cf. Gabriel Marcel, Being and Having. (New York: Har-
per Torchbooks, 1965), pp.208-209.

8D Cf. Marcel, Being and Having, pp.14, 15, 24.
HWREREMMILAEIE - 28 Vincent P. Micel, Ascent to
Being: Gabriel Marcel’s Philosophy of Communion.

(New York: Desclee, 1965), pp.5-6.
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Il Marcel, Being and Having, pp.167f, Metaphysical Jour-
nal, pp.62-63, 221-222.
=B USRI ER TR KRR Z T -

12 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, I1, pp.168-176.

7 Boros. The Moment of Truth, p.44. "Even the saints
have found that their love of their neighbour was
constantly threatened with collapse, ... The fightening
ambiguity, the dualism of love consists in our never
reaching the good in itself, ...”

q® P-~os, The Moment of Truth, p.4~. "...in th ecstasy of
love no self-enrichment is sought or indeed experi-
enced, ...there occurs a surrender that is complete.”

@ Boros, The Moment of Truth, p.46, "Therefore, each act
of existence must climb a steep slope if it is to ascend
from "having-possessing’ to ‘surrender-being’.

@® Boros, The Moment of Truth, p.46, "...the first possi-
bility for changing the condition of having into a con-
dition of being is presented at the moment of death.
We te the ti """ ntotlt ‘r~ only wt our ab-
solute possession, our body, takes leave of us.

@ _BED-

@ “mM™o

@ Marcel, Being and Having, pp.123-124. & BIR € b ¥
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birth, for example, or the completion of a work of art.”
@ Charles Bent, Interpreting the Doctrine of God. (New
York: Paulist Press, 1969), p.37, “Marcel further dis-
tinguishes between existence and being. Being, he says,
is essentially a gift which provides the foundation and
ground of existence. A man can participate in it but he
cannot take hold of it and control it. To ex-ist, on the
other hand, means to arise out of, to.emerge. Existence
is a mode of being and as a mode of being it is some-
thing that a man can manage to take hold of and con-
trol. The more one falls into egc :ntricity, the less he
exists. Conversely, the more that one’s existence par-
ticipates in that of others, the clc :r it comes to being.
Openness goes beyond individual participation.”
Gabriel Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. 1. {Chicago: %68
Henry Regnery, 5th printing 1968), pp.90-91; "It might
be better, indeed, instead of saying, 'l exist’, to say. ‘[
r1 manifest’. The Latin prefix ex— inin - out,
« = ards, out from - ‘exist’ hi the atest 1r or' “nce.”
Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. 11, p.31, "But if on
the other har ', we climb up the slope again, existence
will seem to us as having ultimately to be i1ndistin-
guishable from authentic being.”
Cf. M arcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. 11, p.37.

Cf. Gabriel Marcel, Metaphysical Journal. {Chicago:

A% HRIEBME — [pedw 23D R AGR

Regnery, 1952}, p.179, "Take care not to confound ‘to



sible presence of the thing, which if it is not confused
with its existence seems at least to be its most immedi-

ate revelation.”

) Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. [l, p.28, "...to think
of existence is ultimately to think of the impossibility
of any opposition here between being and appearance...”

{2 # Martin Heidegger, An Introduction to Metaphysics.
(New Haven: Yale Univ. Press, 11th printing 1980}, pp.
98-114 * RS EMBIICE APNERE  BAGFHT - A
H(Aletheia) ~ d 5 ( Physis) -~ Bi 9% ( Phainesthai) * BI &
(Phainomenon ) ¥ FERFHHEME - FB -ABRAKH
MM WG THENIRE . [ B ] W¥E Phainesthai
(to Appear) IR {FTE R 2Bl A » T4 & Phainomenon
(Appearance) HIfR{r A RH I Z X AHRY -

49 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. lI, p.33, “...reject-
ing the notion according to which existence could be
considered as a modality of being.” p.34 “If we avoid

the mistake of treating being and existence as quali-

1 t
a sort of specification of a fundamental act; which act
would be the act of being.”
® Albert the Great, In I Sent. Q.5, a.6.
@9 Master Eckhart, Parisian Questions and Prologues.
(Toronto: Pontifical Institute of Mediaeval Studies,
1974),  43-50.

w 2 M Michael Gelven, A Commentary on Heidegger's
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Being and Time. (New York: Harper Torchbooks,
1970), p.45, "...existentia is the existence of entities,
whereas Existenz applies only to Dasein.”

4D Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. I, p.35, "...to exist
1s to emerge, to arise.”

i® Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. I, p.91, "I exist-

that 1s as much as to say: I have something to make
myself known and recognized both by others and by
myself, ...”’
Gabriel Marcel, Homo Viator: Introduction to a Meta-
physic of Hope. ( New York: Harper Torchbooks, re-
printed 1962), p.15, “In every case [ produce myself, in
the etymological sense of the word, that is to say I put
myself forward.”

Cf. Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. 11, pp.26-27.

@ Cf. Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. 11, pp.28-29.

@D Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. II, p.29, "nothing
could possibly happen to a mere thing, because it has
no interiority, no life of its own, it is cwnless.”

@2 Marcel, The Mystery of Being, Vol. II, p.29. "It is true
that the. thing which has been destroyved, or taken a-
part, or reduced to dust, has ceased to exist, but in the
deepest sense of the word. has it ever existed?”

@9 Marcel, The Mystery of Being. Vol. 11, p.29.

Cf. Gabriel Marcel, Being and Having. (New York: Har-

per Torchbooks, 1961}, p.37, “"Perhaps something could
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