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This thesis aims to address the philosophy of Ion Petrovici from the perspective of 

spiritualism, presenting and analyzing those elements that can be considered as spiritualist. 

This approach represents a new regarding the philosophy of Ion Petrovici, taking into 

consideration that in all the work of the Romanian philosopher, there are relatively few 

studies on this topic. On the one hand, there are works which presents in a synthetic manner 

the philosophy of Petrovici in which the aspects of the subject are listed briefly reviewed. On 

the other hand, there is an ample descriptive monography which includes his articles and 

studies of logic, metaphysics and philosophy of culture, drawn by Șt. Munteanu and I. Necula 

is the one who did researches about Petrovici in the last years, more precisely the period of 

detention, based on records compiled by the Communism. 

The thesis is divided into six chapters. The first chapter clarifies what is the spiritualism 

based on general acceptance of this concept, presents the spiritualism of Petrovici based on 

his study of Spiritualism (1911), in which the Romanian philosopher criticizes history of 

spiritualism. For Petrovici the spiritualism is a metaphysical possible solution of the ultimate 

nature of the universe, which highlights that the essence of reality is a spiritual one. Thus, he 

distincts two spiritualist paths, one which considers the matter as ideal appearance of the 

spiritual factors and the other which considers the matter as a real product of the spirit. The 

idea supported by Petrovici is that spirit will keep the superiority of consciousness over matter 

and the matter is not a thing in itself, but a phenomenon. 

The second chapter presents the problem of metaphysics in Romanian philosophy from 

the late nineteenth century and early twentieth-century at the philosophers V. Radulescu-

Motru who influenced the metaphysics of Petrovici. 

The third chapter evidenţează Petrovici's philosophical conception. His research has 

been directed towards the analysis of the content of the concept of philosophy, the traits of  

philosophy and the relationships between philosophy and the other spheres of cultural life. 

From the point of view of his philosophical solutions he is placed on a spiritualist position 

because his philosophical conception tends to explain the absolute. 

For showing the need of philosophy, Petrovici starts from a conception of the soul, 

providing spiritualist solutions. He examines the relationship between philosophy and religion 



considering that the two fields can not be a relation of exclusion, but of harmony, since both 

share the sacred, the transcendent, the absolute and God. Petrovici believes that these two 

fields are closely related, if thinks in a philosophical way starting from a religious belief, or 

starting from a philosophical perspective, achieving a religious belief. 

The fourth chapter is dedicated to spiritualist metaphysics, analyzing the problem of 

metaphysics and presenting the arguments brought by Petrovici to show its necessity. 

The first argument to show that Petrovici's metaphysics is a spiritualist one he sustains the 

idea that the need of spirit is to unravel the deep mysteries of existence and to refer to the first 

principles of the world. Another argument is that the theoretical need of metaphysics is based 

to Petrovici at the idea of the unity of the soul.  

The empirio-rationalist method of metaphysics proposed by Petrovici is also the method 

of identification of spiritualism because the collaboration between the empirical and rational 

knowledge was combined into a doctrine that states in the same time the existence of God and 

the faith in the immortality of the soul. Regarding the relationship between metaphysics and 

religion, the conclusion sustained by the Romanian philosopher is that religion is the practice 

of metaphysics and therefore between them should not be a conflict because both are designed 

by nature to understand each other.  

The fifth chapter focuses on the problem of the existence, where we can identify 

spiritualist elements in the philosophy of Petrovici. His position regarding in the problem of 

existence is that admits the body and the spirit as arising from a transcendent substance 

conceived under the sign of mystery, because overtakes the human ability to understand. 

Because he admits the coexistence of spirit and matter, where the spirit has a fundamental 

role, Petrovici reaches a spiritualist conception of existence. 

Trying to clarify the problem of nothingness in relation with the existence, with its 

forms of development represents a main point in the philosophy of Petrovici, although the 

acceptance of the idea of nothingness has led to several contradictions. From the inability of 

the mind to derive something from nothing, it appeared the idea of nothingness which has a 

great advantage that it is an existence, even unknowable, though intended as necessary. 

However, it can not remain to unknowable.  

The idea of nothingness and the unknowable are steps toward the idea of God which 

according to Petrovici, it represents the existential equivalent of the idea of nothingness. Thus 

unknowable is a step towards the idea of God namely the support which drives us to the 

conception of absolute. 



One of the most important spiritualist elements highlighted in the philosophy of 

Petrovici is the existence of God. He argues that the concept of God even if it comes from the 

society, was also produced by the philosophical spirit so the concept of God was not foreign 

to the spiritual needs of knowledge and full explanation of existence. The position supported 

by Petrovici is that without the intellectual element it could not be created or kept the idea of 

God without denying the diversity of sources that feed the soul of faith in god. Therefore, 

what gives consistency in God and keep believing in the existence of the Divine is the 

effective participation of intellectual factor. 

He believes that God's existence can be proven by the religious experience, which is a 

direct observation and would be no need for other demonstrations, though, except mystics 

who have communion with God through a supernatural experience, any believer feel the 

presence of God through some interior effects, which is a normal religious experience. 

Another way that can be proves the existence of God, as in his opinion the empirical 

aspects. The first aspect is the hierarchical nature because nature is presented in evolutionary 

degrees, culminating in man. The human spirit does not stop referral to existing stairs but 

imagine the steps beyond and stood up to the idea of a perfect existence. 

The conclusion of Petrovici is not a certain one but supports intellectual argument, even 

probable results, which we consider to be more satisfactory than a pure faith, subjective and 

emotional. 

Another spiritualist element is the belief in immortality of the soul. Petrovici believes 

that fear of death led to this belief as fear of death makes one alert to the dangers that 

surround him. The argument in favor of Petrovici immortality of the soul is that this belief 

arose spontaneously as a consequence of accepting a total destruction. Human desire to 

believe in immortality is to retain individuality in the next life, even if it is separated from the 

body, and not merge into the universal spirit. 

The conclusions of Petrovici regarding the immortality of the soul are uncertain. He 

believes that man is too attached to earthly life and regrets when death occurs, no matter how 

big the hopes of immortality of the soul are. The regret and sorrow occur because no one 

knows what will be after death. However, Petrovici hopes in the immortality of the soul even 

if sorrow or regret occurs before death. 

The last chapter presents the problem of compromise theory, the limits of human knowledge, 

objectivity in knowledge, the question of truth in knowledge and critical knowledge. In 

knowledge, Petrovici admits the bounds of reason in the great truths and the profound 

enigmas, accepting the idea that these limitations can be overcome by other spiritual 



functions. He believes that all knowledge is useful only for spiritual progress. He seeks a 

compromise between rational and irrational knowledge, which is the same conception of the 

inner life. Therefore, we can say that for Petrovici the rational and the irrational reinforcing on 

a suprarational reality. 

 His original way of approaching metaphysics, the idea of mystery, the idea of 

nothingness, the idea of God, shows that Petrovici is a rationalist philosopher of spiritualist 

essence and idealist-objective conception of the world is all essentially spiritualist. 
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