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SATIT TEONAS ASUINAT AMD CONTEIPCRARY THOIISL,

Thomas Aquinas, eminent philosopher, theologian, Doctor of the Church,
and Patron of Catholic Universities, collages and schools, has a greater, a
more valuable #nd a more enduring title than all these,- the title of Saint.
This shining jewel in the Church's diadem was born either in the year 1225
or in the year 1227 at Rocca Secca in the Xingdom of Naples.

His family connections were augurs for a brilliant future for one so
richly endowed with mental gifts as was the litile Thomas. His father was
Landulph, Count of 4~uino, who had married Theodora, Countess of Teano. More-
over, his family was rrlated to both:Emperor Henry VI and Emperor Frederick IT,
as well as to the kings of France, Aragon and Castile.

His family confided the training of Thomas to the Benedictine monks of
Monte Cassino. Even at the early age of five years he was noticeably studious
and remarkable for his love for prayer and meditation. In the year 1236,
(approximately), the Abbot of Monte Cassino asked the Count of Aquino to send
Thomas 10 the Univarsity of Naples.

In Naples, as at Monte Cassino, Thomas was a model student beth in
learning and in piety. He received the Dominican habit soeme time between 1240
and 1243. When his mother ﬁeard of this, she travelled to Naplqs, only.to find
thet the Dominicans~had-sent him to Rome, lest she should foré; him to return
with her. She then persuaded her other sons to capture Thomas if possible.
They succeeded in doing so near Aquapendente, and carried him back to San Giovanni
at Rocca Secca. During the confinement of the novice, which lasted for nearly two

years, his relatives did all in their power to turn him away from his vocation.
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T+ was during this period that his brothers sent a temntress to Thomass
£ i

but he was too pure in mind to yield to such temptation. He snatched a burning

brand from the fire, and with this weapon he drove the wretched creature from
the room. Seeing the dangers which arsailed him from every side, Thomas knelt
down and asked God to preserve his purity of mind and of body, s fell into a
gentle #leep: during this sleep two nanzels t0ld him that hic prayer had been
granted, and girded him with a white girdle, suying:"'e gird thee with the

girdle of perpetual virginity." e are arsured that from that day forward

{ Thomzs never exparienced the leas: motions of concupiscence.

After nis mother had become more resigned to what had happened, she was a
little less savere and sirict with Thomas. 'le was allowed to hav~ both habits
and books. At last, shs allowed him to follow his desire and set him at liberty.
“homas immediately pronounced his vovs, after which he was sent to lome by his
superiors.

Affer Tnnocent IV had examined his motives in joining the Dominicuns, he
forbade any one to interfere with the vocation of Thomas. lioreover, he dismissed
the latiter with his blessing. Thomas was then taken to Paris. From this city he
went to Cologne, where he arrived either in the year 124% or in the year 1245,

At Cologne, Thomas was placed undsr Albert the (reat, who said of the young
student: "Ye c21l this younz man a dumb ox, but his belloving in doctrine will
one day resound throushout the world.' - This prediction has indeed besn fulfilled
to an extent far beyond the imagination of the renowned professor wno uttered it.

“hen Albert the firsat was sent té Paris in the yvear 1245, Thomas accompunied
him thither. 7hen, in 1243, Albert was recalled %o Cologne as rejent of the new
studiwn generale, (erected that year by the {teneral Chapter of the Dominicuns),

Thomas again accompanied him to teach under him as Buchelor.

’

It was probably in the year 1250 that Thomas had the privilege to be ordakd

oriest in the city of ZTologne. The officiating prelat~ was Conrad of Yochstaden,




the Archbishop of that city.

Thomas not only taughf in the universiity, but also wrote the works so
well known to pesterity. ile also found the time to preach and expound the great
truths of the faith in Germany, France and Ttuly.

About one year after his ordination he vas sent to Paris as Baschelor in
the Crder's studium in that city. ot only the sindents, but the professors as
well, were atiracted by his method of teaching. “e exrlained the Sentences of
Feter Lombard so explicitly that 2ll,vho attended his lectures,understoed them
lperfectly and left the lecture hall in ~dmiration af Thomas's forceful and
lucid arguments. lioreover, these commentaries furnished much of the mumterial and
a large part of the plan for his cnief vork, the Summa theologica.

His superiors had orderc: Thomas to prepore himsel? so that he would be ready
to obtain his degree of Doctor in Theology from the University of Faris. Tiie
degree was not conferred at this time, howe#er, as an unfortunate dispute had
arisen between the Friars and the Imiversity.

It was during this period that Thomus vrote a trealise, Contra impugnantes

religionem, to refute what had be=n written by T/illiam of Ste.-imour in his book,

Ye Periculis Novissorum Temporum. Pope Alexander IV condemned 'illiam of 3t. -

wnour's book at Anazni on October 5, 1256. The Pope also gave orders that the
mendicant friars were to be admitted to the doctorate. Mowever, the authorities
of the University did not obey immediuzte’y.lot belfore 5t. Louis IX had used his
influence and the Pope had sent eleven Briefs was peace between the Friars and
the University firmly established. At last, in 1757, St. Thomas was admitied to
the degree of Loctor in Theology. When he expounced his theme, "The !ajesty of
Christ," and his text,"Thou watsrest the hills from Thy upper rooms: the earth
shall be filled with the fruit of Thy works." { Psalm CTII, 13 ), he seemed to
be inspired by heaven rather than to be defending a theme on which the obtaining

Bof a dogree depended.
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From this time until his death, the life of St. Thomas could be
summed up in a.few words: praying, writing, prevching, teaching ant travelling.
He Was.sucéeSSively at Anagni, Rgme,:Bologna, Orvieto, Viterbo, in Perugia,
in Paris again, and finally in Maples.

Pope Clement IV appointed St. Thomas to the Archbishopric of Maples,
but ho begzed to bs excuced from accepting it. He had no cesire for earthly
dignities: his only desire was to explain and to defend Christian truvth for
the greater glory of (od.

On several occasions he took part in tie deliberations made by the
general chapters of the Dominicans. At V-lenciennes, in the year 1259, he
co}laborated with Albert the Great and Peter of Tarentaise (later, Pope Innocent
v } in planning and formylating a system of stu'ies. Thig system has been sub -
stantially nreserved to the present period of time in the studiu generalia of
his COrder. HYe also took part in the generai chapiter held in Loudon in the year
1263, In thece assemblies of the Friars, St. Thomas, heavily built, bu. straight
and well proportioned for his lofty stature, played an important role. All welcomed
him because of his lucid exvlanations of obscure points an® because of his
unfailing ability to find'a rood solution for difficulties.

Ste. Thomas was, ho.ever, more tihan an intelligent man of this world. God
i favored him with frequent ecstasier. On December 6471273, he..pit his peniasideg
and said that he could write no more. During holy liass that morning he had
:fexperienced an unusually :long ecstasy. It is not definitely known what had been
;irevealed to him . 7e may, however, surmise that God had favorcd him with some
special revalation, because, when Father Reginald urged him to continue his
t.Writings, he replied: "I cen do no more. Such secrets have been revealed to me
f that 411 T have written appears to be of little value." St. Thomas had completed
§~the Summa only as far as the ninelisth cuestion of the third part(De partibus

fpoenitentiae). Hle would not write any more, He put agide his writing materials
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beran his immediate preparation for death.

A general council, convoked by Pope Gregory X, was to open at Lyon on
¥ay 1, 1274. The Fope invited 5. Thomas and Ct. Bonaventure to take part in
ftne council, and he commanded the former to brins his treutise, Conira irrores
Graecorum. St. Thomas tried to obe; the command of the Sovereign Pontiff. He
;set'out on foot in Junuary, 1274; but he fell to the ground near Terracina.
81e was taken to the 8astle of llalenza, the home of his niece the Countess
d ~rancesc: Ceccuno. However, as the Cistercian monks urged him to accept their
nospitality, St. Thomas prefuorred to be taken to their monastery in order that
ne might die in a house beloncing to relizious. As they vere taking him into
§ +he monastery, he exclaimed to his companion: "This is my rest for ever and
1ever: here will I cwell, for I have chosen it." { Tealm CYXXI, 14 Y.
Shortly before the end, he dictated a brief commentary on the Canticle
4 of Conticles, thus satisfying a desire which had been expressed by the monks
B who were so kind to him. After the Sacrament of Tixtreme Unction had been ad -
;ministered, Holy Viaticum was brought into the room in which St. Thomas was
l"dying. The Saint, in the presence of his God, made the following act of faith
>iand humility: "If in %his world there be =ny knowledge of this Sacrument stronger
fthan that of faith, I wish now %o use it in affirming thet T firmly believe and
i?know as certain that Jesus Christ,True God and True lan, Son of God and Son of
@ the Virgin lury, is in this Sacrament.- I receive Thee, the Price of m s redemp-
i tion, for “Jhose love I nave watched, stulied and labored. Thee have I preached;
iThee have T tauzht. Never have I snid anything against Thee: if ansthing was
Whot well said, that is to be attributed to my ignorance. ¥either do I wich to
ﬁ{be obstinate in mv opinions, but if T have written anything erroneous concerning
¥ this Sacrament or other matters, I submit all to the judgment-and correction of
?the Holy Roman Church, in whose obedience I now pasc from this life.”

Numerous miracles were attributed to the intercession of 5t. Thomas. le
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as canonized by Fove John XXII, July 1d, 1°"3, TFope Urban V decided that his
body should be ziven to his own brethren. As 2 result of this order, the body of
b, Thomus was solemnly translated to the Nominican Church at Tonlouce, on January
3, 1362. It was removed, at a later date, to the Cgurch of Tt. Ternin.
ne works of St. Thomas have been clessified as philosophical (ehiefly
8 onmentaries on Aristotle), theological, scripiural, and controvercinl, or
;pologetic. among these works msy be mentioned:
4. Cuzestiones disputatae, or treatises on the cuestions:- De potentia, De malo,
-Je spirit. creaturis, De =anim:, De unione Verbi Tnerornati, De virte. in communi, De
faritate, De corr. fraterna, De spe, De virt. Carcinal.,anc De veritote.

B. suodlibeta, or juestions or arpuwaents propored and nnsvers given in or outside
he lecture halls.
C. De unitate intellectius contra Averroistos, or a Fefutation of a very wide -
 pread error, namely, that there was but one‘ﬁoul for all men.
D. Commentaria in Libros Sententiarum.

. Summa de veritate catholicae fidei contra gentiles. This was written at

ey

ome 1261 - 1264, at the request of St. iaymond of Pennalort, who esired to have
philosophical exporition and defence of the Chrictian Taith, to be used against
ihe Jews an’ lloors in Cpain. This book it a perfect mocel of puiient and sound
ﬁpologetics. Tt shov's Lhat no demonstrated truth, or science, is opposed to revealed
z'ruth, or faith.

F. Three works written in obedience to orders giv~n by FPope irbun IV.Zhese are:

1;1\ Opusculum contra errorum (raecorum., Tn this book, St. “homze refuted the errors

Pf the Greeks on doctrines in disoute between them and the Roman Church. Tnese
Roctrines were:The loly Gnost proceeding from the Sather and from the Son, the
:ﬂrimacy of the Roman.Pontiff, the Toly TWucharist, and purgatoery.

Q2) Of ficium de lesto Corporis Christi. This office combines solid toctrine with

@ender piety and enlightening parsages from !loly Seripture, and is expressed in a



~1

form not only accurate but also beautiful and poetic.
( 3 ) The Catena Aurea.For this book St. "aomas selected a reries of possajes
from the writings of the various Fathers. e arranged them in such an order that
they form an orderly commentary on the Gospels.

G. The Summa theologica. Tt is a complete, scientifically arranged exposition
of theology. It is, moreover, a summary of Ghristian plillosophy.

Tn the prologue, which is brief, 7t. Thomas brings out the difficulties
which vere experienced by the students of sacred doctrine in his cantury. He
tells his reacders that he wishes to trest of certain cuert’ons with brevity and
| with clarity. By means of his introduchory question,"Cn Sacred Doctrine', he
proves that the knovledge given to man by reason is not sufficient for salvution,
pbut that Xevelation must be added to husan knowledge. We unnouncns the divisicn
of the Summa as follnows:"Since the chief aim of this sacred science i: to give tne
knowledge of CGod, not only as le is in Himself, but also as lle is the Beginning
§ of =11 things, and the Tnd of all, especially of rational creatures, we snall
# iroat first of God; secondly, of the rationsl creature's advance towards Cod;
thirdly, of Christ, ‘Who, as !an, is the way by which we tond to God."

T

esides the introductor:s question, "Cn Srcred Docirine”, the first part

93]

;lof the Summa troats of things pertaining to the Divine Tssence, to the distinction
E;Of persons, and to the production of creatures by Zod. St. Thomas sub~divides

the third of these into three parts treating of the production, the distinction,

# and the preservation and:government of creatures.

In the second part, the Summa gives us an exposition of human acts. 5t.
1‘Thomas here treats of man's end; of acts that man alone can perform; of acts

B ihat animals, as well as man, perform; of habits in general; of good habits,or
:2virtues, and of evil habits,or vices; and of laws and grace. He also treats of
:Ethe Theological Virtues of Faith, Hope and Charity; the Cardinal Virtues of

8 Prudence, Justice, Fortitude and Temperance; graces given b Cod without any
‘ P g g



f:merit on the part of the recipient; the active and the contemgplative life; and the

[ various offices and conditions of men.

Cur-Lord limself is the theme of the third part. The mystery of the

Tncarnation, and Our Lord's works and sufferings are considered. Tesides these
T'points, the Sacraments are considered in general =nd in particular., The third
R part ends with a consideration of immortal life, or the resurrection of the body

4 ond the four last things.

Tt took about eight years for “t. Thomas to write the Summa. Later, it was

3 completed by the addition of a supplement taken rom other writings of the author.

P .~ s i 8

l “he entire 3umma includes thirty-eight treatises. In these, six hundred and twelve
i-f&1estions, subdivided into three thousand one hundred and twenty articles, are dealt

'B.ith in such a manner as to propose and answer about ten thousand objecticns.

St. Thomas int.oduced every subject in it in the form of a guastion which

ine divided into articles.The latier vere uniformly divided into parts. He employed

the term "Utrum" to introduce his topic under the guise of an inguiry. He then

stated the objections against the proposed thesis. I'e generally had three or four
objections, but sometimes found it necessary to give seven or even more., Ailter
stating these, 3t. Thomas introduced his conclusion by "Respondeo dicendum". "hen

he had expounded his thesis, he answered the objections "ad primum, ad secundum”,etc.
In the Summa we find that all points of Christian doctrine are treated in
secientific form. Tt was a tremendous task masterly accomplished, and one for which
later generations ove a debt of gratitude to its author.

St. Thom:s obtained his :method of axposition by the use of objection and
#nswer from his teacher and friend, Alb~rt the Great. loreover, he had the advaniage

%f direct translations, However, his method and style are characteristic of the
ﬁan. Bndowed with a brilliant intellect, he chose only vhat was the best from the

rritings of more ancient philosophers. The result of this choice is that his
ethod of procedure:is drawn from Aristotle, Flato, and Socrates; he employs
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induction az well as deduction, analysis as well as synthesis. ''is words are
;‘few but ﬁell chosen. His style is an example which may well be imitated if
accuracy, .completeness, brevity, and lucidity are recuired. It is scarcely
nepessary to add that he was known,even among his éontemporaries, as a man

y whose judgment was both sober and solid; and his writings are no exception,
vas they invariably give the correct judgments and solutions to the points
undsr consideration.

St. Thomas had an uarivalled power for obtaining from general principles
and fundementals a metaphysical derivation of details. e vias capable of
unifying the tenets of several systems, correlating the chief parte, and co =
ordinating the principal ideas which ke had chosen from various SOUICES.

Tn order that we may have a thorough comprehension of the 3cholasticism
of this period, we musi necessarily have before our minds a brief sketch of the
older Scholasticism. It will, therefore, nof be an um-arranted digression to
give such an outline at this point in the thesis.

Tt was in the thirtesnth century that Scholasticism, a pluralistic system
of philosophy, became sysitematized into as many forms as there were individual,
or groups of, exponents of its theories. }. de Wulf, Ph. Dey LL. Dey J. Ue Doy
cave five divisions to Scholasticism at this period: “$ha older Scholasticism
of the thirteenth century, embracing the pre-Thomistic systems) The Peripateticasm
of the Albertino-Thomistic 5chools Conflict of Thomism with the older Scholasticismj
the Peripateticism of Duns Scotus and the wmranciscan School; and a group of
logicians and grammarians."”

Some of the principal tenets of the older Scholasticism were: the good
predominates over the true; God must give light before the intellect cam accomplish
certain acts; the will is supreme among man's faculties; the rationes seminales;
primarv matter, without substantial form, is the lowest form of actual being;the

plurality of substantial forms; the soul and its faculties are identical; und, an
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M eternal creation is imporsible.

The second of these,namely, the FPeriputeticism of the Albertino- Thomistic

l School, wds more decidedly Aristotelean in form. Albert the Creat began it by

his iteachings in philosopny. “t. Thomas perfected the work begun by his mastier and
*zfriend. He discarded many of the older theories .

Using physical and psycholopical fucts for basis, Scholastic rhilosophy gives
élus a homogeneous interpretation of the natural order. The muterials were obtained
ﬁ}from the writings of Aristotls, leo-Flatonism, and from the Arabs. Aristotle's

d basic metaphysiczl concepts wers employed to unify these materials. 1. de Tulfl,

d :1ready quoted, has given a clear division of the Scholastic system. "le writes:

" Wetaphysics *s given the place of honour in *he Tcholastic curriculum., Tminently
deductive, it studies not only the ~ubstance of sensible beings, but being as such,
investigating it at once in its static reality and in its becoming. The theory of
the actual and the potential occupies a contral position, élosely connected with
which are the questions of the composition of substance and accidents, of matter

f :nd form, of universal and individual, of essence and existence; the individual

alone exists, and the universal character of the mental concept is duve to the

action of the mind.”
"The science of natural theology is clorely acrociated with metaphysics.

Renson proves the exirtence of Gnd from the imperfection of being as manifested

in the contingent world of things. God is pure actuality, and the absolute sub -

3

g ordination of the finite to the Infinite is made clear by the theories of exemplarism

creat.ion and providence."
“Physies investirates the movement or chinge of bodies und its divisions.
ﬂ-?he appearance and disdppeurance of substances are expluined by their composition
B or matter (indeterminute eloment) and form {determining element); a rhythmic evolutio

coverns the becoming of forms and directs the cosmos towards a {innl end, known by
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Tiod, which is none obtaer th an lis exter:ual slery. The world is neither infinite
or eternal, and 7od wzs able to creats the universe move nerfect than it is.”
"Fsycholozy is regarded as a suhdivizion o physics. l'an, composed of body
:mattor) snd soul{form), excels all other beinss by his privilege of the possession
@7 the hizher activities of intellect and will. Mis tiowledse of extra-mental reality
is sensible or intellectual, for man knows not only the councrete and individuol oy
'ieans of his senses (this oak) but also the abstract and universul by means of his
,?ntellect (the oak}. All our abstract ideas have their oripgin irn tne sensible - 'ninil

t in intellsctu quod prius non fuerit in sensu' - but we possess besides our faculty

-
Ny

understanding (passive intellect) a faculty cf abstracting (active intellect) by
312 power of which a sensible object (this oak) engenders = representation (e. g. »
icht, life, etc. ), the content of which is siripped of all the individual and

B oncrete determinations that are found in the existing real thing. This character

"Phe act of will follows upon that of the intellect - ' nihil volitum nisi
raecognitum ' - and appetition is sentient or intellectual accordipg as it follows
iensation or thought. Rational apnetition is, under certain conditions, free and
.}nis freedom makes man master of his d-~stiny. Indsed, like every natural belng ve
t-ve an end, namely, our true good, which we arc morally oblised to strive after,
glthough it is in our power to turn [rom it."

"ian's natural happiness must be the result of the full development of his

3ivher activities - knowledpge and wills it was “od's design that wan should know

[

o

hnd love Ilim in ilis works through the possession of a perfect knowledge of sensible

Boture and its forces: but this possibility has not been realized: the Jreator has
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the avenue to moral theolozy, though still distinct from it.”
After this quotation, which gives us a comprehensive view of Scholasticisn

in the thirteenth c-ntury, it will be well to return to 3t. Thomas as philosopner.

e discards m:ny of the tenets of tias older Scholurticism. i'e proves the doctrine

TR

of the passive evolution of matier, and ciscards the rationss seminales, “e holds
i the ynity of subsistent forms and the Peripatetic tenet of matter, and discsrés

the hylomorphic comnosition of subsistent forms. l'e holds the real distinction

SN T R

of the soul and its faculties, discarding the older tenet of the identity of the
soul with its faculties. “e proves the unity of the substuntial form, and rejects
the plurality of such forms. !'e denies the primacy of the will and holds the
?iintellectualistic conczpiion of the psychic life. Tt is needless to add that he
”:does not agree with Aristotle in many of the latter's teachings aboul God; and does
not accept this ancient philosopher's denial of personal immortality and of
jintellectual memory, as well as many other points in his philosopiy.

St. Thomas has founded his philosovhy on certain metaphysicul principles.
Lh“hese srinciples may be divided into four classes: those on ict and Fotency: those

%on llatter and Form: those on the Tixem lar Jause: and those on the Final Jause.

"he chief princisle of Scholustic philosophy comes unier the first ol these
jdivisions. This principle is - Absolutely, act is prior to potency. Another princicle
{bclonging to this cluss is: No“hing is changed from potency to act except by the

}action of a being already in act. Other principles 're: - 1 being which possesses

Ho little soodness, truth and actuality, reguires az its nltimate couse a being

" possessing limitless goodness and actuality.- e must necessarily affirn the
fexistence of a being which is in itself necessary, and this being is a pure uct.

Cf the

s

rinciples on lMatter and Yorm may be mentioned: - Tvery agent zcts
jthrough or by menas of its form. Ry the form received, all matter is determined to
fa definite species of bheing. All ver“ection is dus to the form; an imperfection is

Jererent in o being according to the extent in which its matter is in a stute 6f
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@ privation.

Some of the principles on the Txemplar Cause are: Al

&

1 order is reasoned.

£s 15 the pood which consists in

(]

That vhich i~ the mos® perfect in existing thin
tae order of the universe. Such is the order of things that hi-her beings are

more perfect than their inferiors, and tha’ which is found imperfectly and Jartially
in inferior or lower beinzs, and distributed among them, is found to an emknent
?vdegree, united and as a simple perfection in suvoerior beings.

Among the principles on the Tinal Cause may be mentioned: It is essential
iuthat every agent act because of an end. It is impossible that finite ends proceed

' 4n infinitum', Ve strive for an end under the appearance of good. God is the end
}?of all. It is not possible that there should be an infinite series of efficient

% causes. Therefore, we must admit that there is a farst efficlent cause, which all
ﬁfmen name (God.

is Tt, Thomas onvosed many of the tenets of the older “cholasticism, and
'?because of the radical changes which he effected in the Tcholastic system, he

{could not expect that all the adherents of the oldar tanets would <uietly accept
ithe new doctrines. Opposition was not lacking. "owever, his supnorters were as

| numerous and as strong.as his opponents..Among his staunchest adherents,ilbert

iithe freat was consvicuous.

This noted philosopher of the thirteenth century rrececes and succeeds 5t.

H ~homas in order of time. ‘!is birth-place was Lauingen on the Dunube. Some historians

§ sive his date of birth in the year 1193, others fix it in 1205 or in 1206. lie

was the eldest son of tihe Count of Bollst#dt. After a preparatory education either
at his home or at a neighboring schnool, ilbert attended the University of Pudua.
After he had become a member.ofithe Dominicaon Crder and had completed his

studies, he taught theology in various houses of the Order. He was at Cologne when,

in 1245, he was ordered to go to Faris. Tt was at Cologne and at P-ris that 5t.

Thomas was one of his students, and under his direction.
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Albert the “reat was the Provincinl of the Dominicuns in ZFermany from

%1254 to 1257. During this period he d~fended the Friars aguinst the attacks
Eimnde upon them by Jillizm of %, Amour. In order to be better able to teuch,
ilbert resigned from the position of frovineiuzl in the your 1207,

His connection with Ot. Thomas and TPeter of Tarentaise at Valenciennes
has already been noted in the short sketch of the life of "t. Thomas. His period
.}of work as professor was, however, of short duration. Although thne l'astsr Ceneral
did all in his pover to prevent the nomination of Albert for the bishopric of
atisbon, yet this nomination was made in the year 1260. ilbert the freat governed
;>this diocese until 1262. Tn that year his recignation wau accnpted,'and ne returned
1o his favorite work of teaching.

Ye had written a treatise,against the iverroists,in the year 1256; again,
n 1270, he sent another treatise(against these philosopners) to Faris, so that
t. Thomas would have this assistance in hié ophosition to Siger de Brabant and
| the verroists.
In 1257, Stephen Tempier and others soid that the vritings of 5t. Thomas
Ejfavored unbelisving philosophers, and theyiwished to0 conderm his books. ilbert,
1regardless of his old apec, travelled t¢ Paris to defend 3t. Thom-s. Shortly aufter
N this, worn oui by aust-rities and work, the saintly Albert died. Iope Crepory XV
teatified him in the ye.r 1627.
ot only is ilbert tae Great famous as the [orerunner and uusver of 7%,

“homas, but he is great because of his scientific treutises on almost every

subject. !lis aim was to make others understand Aristotle, although he realized
:that the latter could have made mistakes in certain matters. PFor this reacon,
%Albert abandoned iristotle's views whenever these were contrur; to the toachings
;of the Church. On such occasions, Albert attempted to give a reasonable proef of
;the error made by Aristotlo. ''e was deternmined to mnkxe the philoscohy of the

dpagan Aristotle do service for Chrictiam truth.
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Albert pointed out that there is = difference between truths which may be

s
o

reasoned from facts intellipible to the human mind and thosze which are

only known to human rsuson b7 specinl ravelation. The lotteor are mycteries,
and ure nct contrary Lo reason, Theee “iciinctions were directod agninet
the rationalism of ibelard and his fo’lowers. It has already been stated
that he urote two treati es against Averroism, fe wrote these in order to
refute their teaching rerurding the rational soul of man. ‘ildert refuted
this by proving thai there is not just one rutional sotl for all mern,

(= L ne

iAlbart the Ore i based the Lrue docirizne on lniversals upon a tlstine-

be predic. ted,

7is division of philosophy was according to the Jollowing dan:

COVIIILA LY THILCSCET ., PRASTICATL TUILOSITIY .
Dlhi-ad R [ v oAl e A
Physics. Uonootic.’ Teor edca Jereom .
1rathematics. Noasstic.! Tor the fually ).
tataphirsics. Tolitical, (¥or wocichty and stat

ilvert considered that logic wac an introduciion to, and a preparation for,

=

the study c¢f the varisus branches of philosophy provers.

i

tomas nis mothod o

iy

R BNTIRITE

Albert gave St. exvosiiion by the use of

objsction and conclusion, This was of great service to the Irince of Gcho-
lastig Philosophy. The theory of the wctive snd the 1 ssive intellect, as
well as otner theories, brigina‘ed with Albert the Great, and were nade

better known thféugh the teachings of 3t. Thomuc. The lalter was not only

trained by Albart the Orent, he vas also sunrorted and o-cisted by him in

every possible way,
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We Enow 1littls of tha life of ¥incent of IDeauveis., IF is known, howvever,
thet his 1if~ in religion was spsnt in the Dominic-n lanast ry al “eavvals,
Vincent undertook to systsmatize all bruncher of knowledgze. Touis IX bought
some of the books which helved 7ince~nt in accomplishing his design. To give
a general idea of the work wiich he munzged to achieve, we may say thut the
Speculum ~turale, wiich is the first »art of 4is Speculum !aius, is aivided
into three tnousand seven hundrad and eighteen chuapters distributed throughout
thrity-two books. This part of his work contains theology, psychologv, phvsics,
cosmography, botany, zoology, mineralogy, physiology, and agriculture. Seventeen
books, containing no less than two thousand three hundired and seventy-four
chapters, form the second part of his Sveculum lFajus. In it we find wvarious
subjects, such as surgery and medecine, poetry and rbetoric, instincts and
passions, astronomy and geomeiry, industrial and mechanical arts, educztion
and jurisprudsnce, thne administration of justics, anatomy, and logic. A third
part of the Speculum iinjus contains three thousand seven hundred and ninety-
three chapters in.thirty~one booke. In short, the work of Vincent in his
Speculum lajus contzins no less than eight s books divided into a total of
nine thousund eight hundred and eight/-fdve chapters. The fourth purt,which is
avsended to some editions;fis not considered authentic. Vincent of Beauvails is
also the author of other works, such as De Truditione Filiorum tHegalium and

"ractatus Consolatorius de liorte Aimici.

ct
o
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3t. Raymond of Fenafort was slso o member of the Nominican Order and a :
“homiste. He was born near Barcelona in the yerr 1175, and died at Barcelona in
1275. Before becoming a Dominican, he had been a profesvor of cznon law and
had published a treatise on ecclesiastical legislation. Aftsr he hud been reczived
nmong the Dominicans, Raymond began inetitutions atv Barcelona and «t Tunis o These

were founded with the intcntion that the oriental languages should be studied
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so that it would be earier to convert the Jews and the Ioors. Ue 1ls0o published the
Sumna Casuum. AfLer various offices of trust, he vos culled to lom2 b Fope Grecory
1%, it firzi the Pope appointed Raymond as chrplain and grand penitentiary; but he
soon gave the saint other work to accomplish. “aymond hir to make a siudrs of the
jdecrees that had been collected throughout tihe crnburies. e rewroie and summarised
these. The Poue ordered that this revised publication should sl:one be used in tae
schools.

ifter ewmond had reiurned to “poin, he was elected terieral of his Crder.
Uovever, he resigued the position afiter two rears. During thic short veriod he
gave the Dominicune a revised edition of their Comstitutions. e asked St. Thomas
to write his Twmua GContra Contes,.

Fope Innocent 7V has alreudy been mensioned in the outline of the life cf St.
“homas. Peter of T=rentaise, his name before his election Lo the [apacv, was a
native of the south-eastern pirt of France. ‘e entered the Crder of St. Dominic
when he was sixtesn years of age, and completed his studies at the iUniversity 6f
Paris. After zraduasiug as laster in sncrad theol- gy, he becume famous as professor.

Feter of "arentaize was bthe first Dominicun to be elected Tope. In this
capacity, hs was noted zs a peaci-maker.

Among his vorks may be mentioned his Commentar; on the Sentences of Feter
Lombard, ac well as De Initate Formae, De tateria Gaeli, De ieternitate undi, and

De Intellectu et Voluniate.

Amonc the obther Dominicans who sup-orted Si. "homaz mary be named one

~

<ho was the intimote friend and comninion of our "aint, Thiz vas Resinald of
Fiprerno, who has baen named after his birith pluce. e entered the Dominicun

Order at Maples. e became the confessor of St. Thomas about the yecar 1260,

These two friends taught together at Naples. It vas Reginald who, before the
end, heard our 8aint's general confession, and who finally pronounced the

funeral oration.
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Reliable historians state that Rrpginald vas the Dominican who completed

the Summa. He achieved this by taking materials from Zt. Thomas's Commentarw
on the Sentences. He also collected the works of our “nint, It is he, too, who
rote reports of the lectures which “t. Thomu had glv-n and to which he hod
listened. Among these are Postilla Tuper Joanvem, which was corrected by St.
Thomas, Postillae Super Tpistolas 5. Pauli, Postilla Guper Tras MNocturnos
Psalter:i, and Lectura Super, Primum de Anima.

Bernard of Trilia, ( 1240-1222 ) , was unother defender of 5t. Thomas.

He developed the theory of knowledge according to the lines indicated by our
Saint.

The Dominicans were not satisfied with individual defences of St. Thomas
and his works. Between 1278 and 1313, the members of the Crder, assembled in
general Chapters, proclaimed S5t. Thomas Doctor COrdinis. It vias also decreed
that no Dominican would be allowed to attend the University of Paris before
he had become familiar with the works of Gt. Thomas, by studying them for a
period of at least thres years. This implies that the works of 1. Thomas were
taught in the Dominican "chools.

Not only did the Dominicans teach the works of Tt. Thomas and develop
tnem, but they also meplied to the uttacks made against him. "homas de Sutton
wrote Liber de Concordia. Another defender of ©t. Thomas was Thomas de Jorz,
theologian and cardinal, who entered the Dominicen Order in Angland. For a

time, this Dominican was master of theology at Oxford. It was at Oxford, alco, that

he defended St. Thomac against the attacks of Scotus. T'hen the latter attacked
the teachings of S5t. Thomas, Thomas de Jorz refuted these attacks in his
comnentary on the first Book of the “entsnces. This was one of hhe parts of his
Commentaria in IV Libros Zententiarum.

is far as is known, Tervd de “edellec made the first attempt at a complete

exposition and dafence of “t. Thomas. This wor® was entitled Defensa Doctrinae
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Divi Thomae. He was also tﬁe author of De ‘eternitate Imndi and De seternitate
Formarun.

To all who are well accuzinted with the 1ife of S5t. Thomas, the name of
the FTlemish Dominicun, 'Jilliam 1'cerbeke is familiar. Tt wos he who aided the
5aint by translating the worxs of Aristotle, or by revising those vhich had
alread; been transloabed imperfectly. These transilabions are vi:luuzble becsause
they are literal. ile ~lso transloted Lrecatises on mathemutics, the ¢ mientarics
of Simrlicius on the Sntersories of Aristotle and on the De Goelo, and several

works by Proclus. e alse trenclated o treatise by T'tolemy. Thus it may be seen

that the works of ihis Dominican has had a la:ting influence in philosophy.

u

iaymond lnrfini, another Thomist beloniinc to the Dominican Crder, was

a noted linguist. In his Turio Fidei Ahristiznae, 2aymond emploved the COld

n

~estament of the “ebrews and the words of their ancient rabbis.

“rom the above short sketches of soim ol the “ominicens who were staunch
supporters of the doctrines tanght by “t. “homus, it may be ibferred that,
~herever ihe Dominicuns had schools, or wherever they had any werk s professors,
they defeonded their illustrious 3aint, expounded his doctrines, anc refuted the

+ the teachings of the Point,

objections brousht aguains
“he Dominic.ns were not slone in the field in their defence of Dt. Tnomuse

‘any othar philosovhers, of whom onlveone need be mentionasd in this thesis,

took an active part in teaching the doctrines of the Saint and in refuting

the opposing docirines, as well as in developing the thonghts left by him.

Tgidius of Rome was an eclectic: but this did nob prevent him from

dsfending the writinzs of St. "homas. Ye was not satisfled with standing on the
defensive, but he also steprted forth as combatant against the doctrine of the

plurality of forms, which was advocuted by som- of the adversaries of Thomism.
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Sterhen Tempior, the Bishop of TForils, had wlready cusp cted Lthe works ol
34, Thomas, so he asked Jgidius of llome %o retract his worde, This, hovever,

“gidius would not doe. The result of his refusal was that the Digho: wenld

. PR e A 3 o~ P PN cey
degree, and mude it so unplearant for

not silow him to roceive nhis master's
“eidius at the 'miversity that the latter was forced to leave it.

\fiar the death of this Rishor, cidius _romized to npologlze. Tope
¥ oacked thut Igidius be given his degree. e finally rec-ived 1it,
but his apolorg was more a farce than o realit ;.

N

The fact tht 74, Thomac had his de must have

>
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fend-rs imolies thzt

met with opvosition to his doctrines. This opvosition came iu the forn of

censure by eccleciastics and controversy in either vritten or cpolen ferm,

k)

wor Tt. Thomas,vho loved the Church so dearly, the former was doubiless the

more difficult <o zccent.

“en S%. Tinomas hnd exoounded the itheory of the uni of the substontial

form, he found himze ™0 conlronted by the oviosiiion of come of nis own Dominicuzn

orethren, as well =5 by that of the rrofescors of theolo;y at the lmiversity of

of his imagination., ‘e conlcunod iwo hundred and mineteen propositions,and,
among, these were uome of the doctrin-s of 3t. "homas, such as his theory of
the orincirle of indivicduation. “his was on larch 7} 1277. Just eleven days
liter, his theory of thg unity of the substantial form in men was condemned

by eobert ilwardby of Cxford. John Dechham, vho rejected the doctrinas of
‘ristotle whenever ithase did not ugree with those of L. Augnstine, also con -
demned "%, “homas's theory of “he uuitr of the substantial fornm in man. Jonn
Fecknam consid-red 4t one condemnation vas not suflicient. o fell it
necessary %o promuigxte a recond cond mmation of the vume docirine twoe yeurs
lster. This archbishon “liousht, or periv pr, prefended, that he suw o shade of

Vlenna

werroistic Ari-totelisnism. “owever, in 1211-1212, the Council of
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itfined that the rational soul is the substantial form of the human body, This
.;claration vindicated Tt. Thomas of all erroncous teaching on this voint. In
;ﬁe year 1324, the year aflter 35t. Thomas's canonizatiocn, Uteohen de Bourret,
éYshop of Paris after the death of Steohen Tempier, revoked ths censure given by
Eﬁe latter. @ven if he had not done so, ecclesiastical cencure vould have been
Pliged to cease after the decree of crnonizatioi,
rfter having briefly outlined the opposition yvhich Tt. Themas encountered
anom ecclesiastics it will be well to mention n fewr opponents who employed either
fﬁe spoken or written form of controvers; or of opwnosition.

Among his own brethren were some who did not favor the doctrines advocated
the S~int. Some Dominicans remained staunch acherents of the (lier ‘"cholasticism.
éigh of 5t. Cher, who was raised to the cardinalate in 1244, and Roland of Cremona,
®o first Dominican professor in the umiversity, were among this number, Robert
;'lwardby has slready bern mentioned as & strohg opronent of 5t. Tilomas.
Cof +the Franciscans, John Feckam has been mentioned above. Guaestiones
j'sputatae, written by a pupil of 53t. Bonaventure, liatthew of Acuasvarta, brings
Tﬂe opposition to Thomism to Rome and Bologna. e defencr the crigin of knowledge
the exemplnr aeternum in his treatise Quaestiones de Cognitione, thus openly
sosing 5t. Thomas. The latter refused to accept the ontological urpument for the
Eﬂistence of God, while filliam de “Tare defended it. The famous Correctorium ratris
iﬁomae, by 7/illiam de la liare, censured one hundred and ceventesn of the propositions
fAich nad been given by the Snint. lloreover, the Franciscans would only allow their
E;st trusted scholars the use of the Summa, and that only if the Correctorium were
ended.

John Duns Scotus, a “ranciscan, desspves spacial mention, as he entungled

e members of his Crder in his philosophy and also censured 5t. Thomas not once,

frequently, in his writings. ’le is a native of the British Isles, bui the pluce

ck

nis birth is a matier open [or discussion.llqually uncertain are the date of his
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birth and the date of his entrance into the Francircsn Orcer, e taught at
oxford, Paris and Cologne.

Duns Scotus wrots a comasnbary on the Tentences of Tster Lombard,in
which he inclu ed so many treatises on logical, grammatical, metaphysiczl and
scientific subjects, that nearly his whole system of vhilozophy cen be found
in tais vork. Ye vrote many oiher treatises, but we shall en eavor to point out
only his principal doctrines and his opnosition to “t. Thomar. Tis 'distinciio
formelis' holds its place between the distinction made by the intellect w«lone
and that which exists in reality. According to his teaching, only those things
which actually exist are in reality good and true. if Cod, by an act of free
will gives existence to essences, 'le therefore makes them,by this act,beth
good and true. To this Duns 3cotus adds that God is free to determine wnut thin
are to come into existence.

Scotus also held that God alone is absolutely immaterial because e alone
is perfect actuality. On the other hand, he stated that all other creatures
are material becausc they are chance~ble. This does not mean, however, that
angels and souls are corporeal. From this he argued that, because all created
things are composed of actualit and potentiality, all things have a common
'materia prima' for basis., Scotus also taught  a plurality of forms in the
same thing. liorsover, he made a formal distinction betwveen the universal
nature and the individuality of each thing, Yowever, the universal as such
was to him a mere conception of the mind. TIn both of these doctrines he is in
opposition to Gt. Thomas.

Scotus taught thit bhe mind knows the particular before it knows the
genseral., Yith this excoption, he holds in general the aristotelean theory of
the origin of knowledge by abstraction. He taught the primacy of the will,in
the sense that the will is man's highest and noblest power. e adde¢ that

hapoiness is first of all in the will,
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In short, the philosophy of Duns Scotus is an ori inal interpretation of

T

the Airistoteleun teachings. *is arguments are excessively subile; his

ATl

expositions nre obscure; and his eriticism destructive. For nir,the method
was of greater importunce than the fact when he wuas presenting the proof of

T

his theses. 'le marked the beginning of the decline of Scholasticism.

Besides those philosophners wiho wvere eithier adherents or opronents of

sy R g M

Thomism, there were others who accepted some of the theoriss of 5t. Thomas
and tried to combine them with the te:chings of the Clder Ucholasticism.
wour of these are outstanding figures in the world of philosophy of this
period. These are ‘lenry of Chent, Godfrey of Fontaines, ridius of Rome (»lready
men:ioned among the defenders of Thomism), and Peter of iuvvergne.

™he first of these, tenry of Chent, is a Relgian by birth. It does
not seem probable that he resided at the "miversity of Paris all the time,
but he taught there a series of times. ‘e Qas both well known and vervy popular
at the University. His two works, the Guodlibeta and the Summa Theologica,
prove that he was a metaphysician. lis originclity is shown Bg the manner in
which he handled the great philosophical questions of the day. !is teaching
forms a unified whole, excent for the theory which he gave on the Divina
Scientia., His theories are not as sound as those of Ut. Thomag vhenever he
differs from those of the Saint. Some of the points on which he preferred his
own reasoning to that of Tt. Thomas are the princinle of individuation, the
existence of the materia prima, and the plurality of forms in man. He also

rejected the species intelligibilis in his theory of knowledge, thus differing

from the theory held by contemporary philosophers. 'iis philosophy is peripatetic,
but he employed his own intelligence in reasoning out the theories nroposed

by Aristotle and in ‘adding theories which the Augustinians had drawn from Plato.
Yo marks, as it were, & transition between 3t. Thomas and Duns Scotus bw

teaching the primacy of the will,
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The second eclectic mentioned, Godfrey of Fontaines, was born near
idge., After having been a canon of his native diocese, as well as of Faris

nd Cologne, he was offered the Nee of “ournai which he declined to accept. He
as professor of theology at the I'miversity of Paris, and was a member of the

orbonne.
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By his XIV wuodlibeta he distinguished himzelf os a canonist, 2 jur:
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controversialist, a philosopher and a Sheologian. le was in opnocition to 5t.
somas on the cuestion of %he nrivileges of the lendicant Fricrs. e professed

o be a Thomist, and defendsd St. Thomas agzinst the ceunsures of Ztephen Tempier
knd John Feckham. liis originality, however, led im to differ from 7t. Thomas

n such points as the princ’nle of individuntion and the real distinction between
ssence and existence. In the former he considered the substantial form as

eing the princivle of individuation.

As Tgidius of tome has :.lready been mentioned, the opponents znd the
‘idherents of Thomism have been briefly outlined. Tt might be vell, at this point,
cive the relationship between Scholasticism and science, since so many have
 ccused the Scholastics of neglect in this regard. First, a thorough study of
sericd reveals ths fact tha®t the Scholastice had a wider knowledre of nzture
nan a suverficial clance would lead us to believe. Secondly, it is impossible
g0 set much written evidence of this knowledge of nature; bub,from what can be
?ﬁeapned about this ma“ter, the study of nature was continued throughout the

oriod of 3cholasticism. Thirdly, for many theories of philosophy, no technical

?mowledge of the sciences dealing with nature is needed. Fourthly, the Scholastics
?jot only carried on their own work with regard to the natural sciences, but also

f&de an intensive study of the scientific writings of their predecessors in the
:¥iald of knowledge, as-well as of the writings of the irabs. They could not but

Micl: being impressed by the need for,and the sense of ,reality which the works of

fmlstotle would give them. Fifthly, the history of medicine in the l'iddle lges



-85

vould be sufficient to convince us that the Scholasiics hud & real interest

in questions of anatomy, sartienlarly i the solutions of such yuestions would

zive them more inform.tion regarding the physiology of the

mw

enses and regording

of the psychic processes. “ixthly, one of the greutest

ci
o

the physical aspec

~

scholastics, Albort t-e Creat, made his own observations of plant and animal

1ife. "e gave to science a description ol the snimals found in his nwn country.
Roger Bacon said that experiment was the basis of scientific research. Teter
of larincourt has left a $reatise about the mujnet, giving the experimental

4+

methods that he employed im his study of it. jloreover, in the lourteenth

) .
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century, 3t. Thomas tausht that the Ptolemsic system was only an hypot

e Scholzsiies of miversity of TFaris anticipated CGalilec's mechanics
and the Copsrnican asironomy. Cne prolessor is said to have tuugitt the motion
of the earth and the fixity of the heavens. tne historiun siates that !icholas

of Oresme was more explicit and more convincing in his proof of the daily

BTy

7

moverment of the ezrth and the fixity of the heavens than was Coprralcus; and

Cad S

Micholis of Cresms gave his proof before the year 1382, e also anticipated

e

Descartes by <~ iscovering the co-ordinates named afier the latter, Tesides

Fad

these facts, "icholas ol Crosme stated the lew of

T

gravitation. l'any other
instances might be cited, but a sufficient number have been named to refute
the churge of neglect of science by the Scholastics. As a seventh point of
defence, it might Dbe pointad out that even the present age, with all its

scientific knowledge, is still subject to aprioristic and subjective constructions

of philosophy, of history, and of science. If the present age, witn its
additional knowledge and modern inv~ntions is liable to make such mistakes,
it is scarcely jusﬁ to blame the Scholasiics of the l'iddle ages for the
mistakes which théy}may have made. Tt may be seen from the above statements

that to accuse them of neglect displays a total ignorance on the part of those
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#no pretend to judge tiem.
At the time of ‘%. Thomzs a system of philomophy , named after its

counder Averroes, iverroism, was doing its utmost to ret a foothold in the lest.

L5 orizinator, Averroes, wus a nhilosopher, astrononer, and writer on Juris -

g rudence. lie belongs t2 the tuelfth eenbury. e was born in fordovi. Tt owas in

atyes tion, Teher, while the Tuliphs Abu Jacuh

L, b . S
Llhwat o recoiveQ

£ opd his son, Jac » AL Mansur. were in power, Aversoeg wis one of +he

| covorites of the court. "hese Sallrhe gave munls sositions of truct to hin.

ever, some time after their calirhrhinsg, Averroeg und several obhier ftenchers

of various docirines vers banished,

“hen the l'oors were no lonjer in powar in “paih, we £ind that Averroiom

.5 turned into new channels, such as Ietin and ebrew. Tn the Jest tie loader

s

of the Averroistic = rstam of phil sophy was Siger of Trodent. Living in the

fhristiun philosopher vho hnd

% tuirteanth century, Sirer was zn anti-C recelved

sinor orders. He was also on~ of the professors of philescphy at the Uniwversily

of Paris.

Like many others, "iger of Drabant wished to remain faithful to the
doctrines of the Church,without submitting *o the humiliation of aamitting
nis error. For this reason he invented the coctrine of the double truth.
This, howevsr, could not sufficiently camouflage his doctrines; and,because
these doctrines were contrary to the teachings of the Faith, Stephen Tempier,

nishop of Paris, condemned a number of them in the year 1270, This should have

been a sufficient warning for Tiggr. Unfortunately, he and Bo#thius of Dacia

his errors, but he continued to teach them. As a result of this, the 3ishop of

Paris, after having examined all his works, drew up & condemnation vnder the

neadings found in the two hundred and nineteen propositions vhich included

all Sigar's works. These ‘were condrmned on larch 7, 1377.

did not heed the warning implied in this condemnation. ot only did he not correct
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As a recult of this condemnstion, Siger of Lrebant was obli

Faris. Simon du Val, the Grand Incui-itor at thic period, ordered iger itc come

TR PRI

dtc his court for Sudcmant, Sicer, heuewer, rrofevrad 4o malle onoarjenl to

2
} '

ather, Lt Shic tdime tha nansl geurt ias held at Crvieto, so Siger set out

for that destination without delay. imfortunately for him, he was murdered by

o g s

nis secretary.

"he Aiverrolsts not only intervreted the works of iristotlle imperfectly, but

L T DA cnt o
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1.ften gave an incorrect version of the works ol that philosopher. Tith this for

s

Thev

;the basis of their system, they tausht a pantheistic form of moropsycitism,
rejected the chiel doctrines held by Scholostics, and thev agreod with the
{teuchings of Scholasticism only in a few minor cases.

The Averroists taught the doctrine ol emanation, %hus oprosing the 3cheolartic
and Cntholic doctrines of providence, creation and conservation. They opvosed the
E"’Adocfcr‘ﬂno of psycnological and cosmic determinism to the Scholastic teach ing regarding
ffree will and versonal resronsibility. They taught that thore is no personal im -
3mortalitv, thus ornposing the 3cholastics who held, and still hold, that there is
d. cuture 1ie and that man will be rewarded or punished for nis actions in this
§1:fe. They evon tried to op.ose the doctrine regarding the freedom of "od by teach-

3

ing that emanations are essential and coeternal with Cod. The famous doctrine of

1@ double truth would make us believe that what is true in theology and reve
s not be 4rue in philocophy; this is oposed to Scholuuticism, which teuches Lt

Btruth is the snme at nll times, and that whet is true in theology wund in revelatlon

dromains the truth althoush it may be above the comprehension of purelr humun reas Joning
St. Tiiomas op~osed Averroism in every cossible moimer. An example of his reflu-
%tutions is lound in his De "mitate Tntellectus which he wrote in answer 1o Jiger's

e andma Intellectiva. Not only did this Frince of phil-sophers opjose iverroism

?and its adherants, but.the fhurch, as ~lready sta“ed, condemned ihis system as

Bonti-Cnristian, Albert the Great and other eminent philoscphers also ¢id all in



their power t: sunore.s it. Im spite of this opposition on the part of the Church

+

and on the part of philesophrrs, this systom 5till hud its s herents through-

out the fourieenth and fiftemnth centuries.
“homism zlse had its adharenis throughout the .centurieg.Fope Benedigt

re

L &}

XI belon;s partl; to the tairtecenth,and nurtly te the fourteanth,century.

was an Ibuliun nwrsd Ticholas Toccasini. e bec usa o Dominicun, and held

«©

a2 1 2
t

various oifices in +the COrder, Fina'lv, he was elected Jacter feneral, and, as

vy o

suchs he showed an unswerving loyalty to Fope Boniluce VIII. 'le fiilled many

ve

offices of trust confided to him by the oly Tese It w23 not surprising thut,

after the death of 3oniface, "icholas JBoccisini was elected Fope. e delended

“homism on all occasions,

4 coil.emporary Dominican of Tope Denedict XTI, .J.luer of Jlaterourn

I

w15 both & noted pailosenher nnd theclorian. imons hiz books moy be nemed his
Sommentariwm in TV Sententiuirum Libros, i'rmones ad NCerum ebt Coran aeze "Tbihti,
and .uaeciiones Theologicne. These ware viluable, the first for philoscphy =nd
the others "or hheology.

Another :Dominican, belonging partly to‘the'thirtnentthgnbury and partly
to.-the fourteenth, was Rartholomew of Luccn. St. Thomas knew him well and
sppreciated his piely as well ss his erudition. Alter the de«th of the Saint,
Bartholomew completed St. Thomas's De legimine Trincipum, beginaing with the

sixth chapter of the second book and completins the fourth book. lle did this
kS - v

work in his own logiczl siyle. ‘e is also the aubthor of a recérd of the events

T e T

-

of his period, entitled Annales. lilstoria ilcclesiustica llova is a history of the

15 T

Church written in twenty-four volumes. If a few of his works had been corpected
according to the critical spirii of the present era, he would not huve accepued
a number of ridiculocus Tables. l'ost of his works, novever, h:zve been nuch

appreciated throuzhout the succecdlins centuries.
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Rernard Tuidonis wras born at Royéres in the year 1701l. o becuae a
Jominicun. fo'was an adherent of the Thomist “Tchool, and is noted as one of
the most vrolific writers of this period, Uic most important work was, however,

i.us de 1'Tncuicition.
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Petrus de Falude has a place in this treatise because of his comientaries

on the Sentences of Teter Lombard, and beciuse of his Concorduntize ad Sunman

1y for the teacuincs of the Thomiito.

J

5. Thomae. The:e‘prove hWis sympa
“he Jerman Dominicin, John Tauler, took his doctrine on the contemplation
of the Diwine lssence from the teachinss of %, Thomas. “owever, he weni.further
than 3aint Trnomas when he taught that this is attainable in this world if a
man is sufficiently oeffect. It is but just to suy that Tauler was notv, as some
nave stated, inclined to senarate from the Church. Cn the contrary, he ongosed
all heresy with all his novers.
“nomas of Sirasburg belonged to the Augustinian Crder. “e was famous as
a teacher at the 'miversit: of PFaris, and, later, becane biie Ceneral of his
order. Besides beins the avthor of seruons, letters and meditaticns, he wrote
a coumaentary on the Tentences of Feter lombard. e opuos2d the Scotists and
the teacaings of Tenry of Thent in muny vays.
John Promyuard was an Tinglich Dominicun who orposed “velif. Like most of
the members of hisz Crdre he vas o stauch Thomist. 7o 'wus also one of the favori

S8 JAmA
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yrivers of tne century. [iis Juwn rroedicantium vas widely read. Te ves wlso

noted for his knovledge ‘of jurisprudence.

-

A Spanish Dominican,

e

‘icljolas YMymeric, opvosed the doctrines tausnit by
Aaymond Lully. He held the pozition of frand Inruisitor of Arason,

One of the Thomis®s of the fifte»nth century, 3Scint Tincent Terrer,
belonged, like those ulready meniioned, partly 'o the previous century. e was

o 1 3. B4 ey Py q 3
born at Valencia in the year 1250, By the time thut he wos fourteen yeurs of
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aze, Vincent had completed hir course in philosophy.

Vincent enterec the Dominicun Crder in the yeur 12567. e reud that
ne tuzusht philosophy at Lerids in 1370, but he returned to the Nominicun house
i of studies at Barceloma im 1371. It was during the famine,with + hich the

surrounding country was them inflicted, that Vincent's predictionythat ships

[
loaded with wheat were near at hond,was fulfilled. lLater, Vincent continued
his siudies at Toulouse.

After many woris,vwith which this treatise is not concerned, «nd after

\'d 4

many vears of preoaching, Vincent dind in Irittany in the jyeor 1419, and wvas

=

canonized by Fove Calixius F77 in the year 1455, T4 iz needlecs to add that

~

he supsorted the doctrines of Tt. "Thomas in his bhooko, De Zuppositionibus

Dialectiqis and De Vatura ‘niverssalis. TTiv ecclesiunsbtical writings nced not
be named in this ireatise.
Blessed John Dominici, a hative of Tlorence, orposed the pagan
tend ncies taken by cartain courses of studies of the dav, and advocuated
the doctrines of 5t. Thomas in his Regola del %overno di Cura Familiare.
Raymond of S=bunde wag a philosopher vlo tried to brexk frem the

tenets of the true Scholuziicism of the previcus ceoniuries ty teaching that

the human mind can understand the myctories of Fuith. This was contrary, and

ct

s1ill is opposed o0 the teachings of Thomism. Ye is mentioned here DECause

some authors name hlm among bthe philosophers who were stauch suprorters
of the ienets of Tionism,

John Mieder, like =6 many of tie “homizts, bolonged to tihe Dominic n
order. He was pvarticularly noted for expounding the doctirines of Ui, Thomus.
among the works of +his “wabiun may be mentloned his five volumes, numed the

Pormicarius, in‘which he treais auestions of the day,not only in philosophy,

but also in theclory and in social mat“ers. ¥is Commentarius in TV Libros

[

7

Sententiarum is no lenger in print, e also vrote many other theological vorks.
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John Capreolus; %the irince of Thomists, was = "ro.ch Domiricun.
Tt is known th:t he lectured on the Sehteunces in the Iniversity of Turig.
Crie of his chiefl works is a defeasive commeniar; on the theology of %,
“homus Acuinas, vhich he wreote in four parts. In hie shert, virorcus styvle,
r cL

John Capreclus gave a thorough exposition of “he docirines of ©f. “homas,

ond refuted the objiections tendered b szeveral op onenta,

i1

ot

Girolamo Suvonarcla tas born ait Terruro in the yeor 1453,

EX

geems necersary Lo mention him zt this point i the treatisze becuiuse }

e

wrote scveral vailosophicul treoniisss based on the doctrines of Arictotle

-

and of St. Thomuz,

Taving failed in his oitempt to premch in “lorence, e swent

some yeurs vreacning in other It . lian citiss.

v

‘ovever, he returned to

Florence later to triumph,but alto to be excomiunicuted becausce of his

deliberate and continued disobedience %o the orders from Rome, His Diwvloso
-l

della Verita and fifteen sermons vére placed on the Index.

After this brief outline of Thomism during the 1ifdie Anes

it may Ye well to give the two mennincs which the term "Thomigm" began

to be given in the minds of philosophers, as well az a short swanary of

o
&

the oprosition wiich Thomism encomntered und the general progress of the
systen during the liddle Ages.

A% o rule, the term "Thomism" is concsidered as the system of

]

philosophy vhich is bdsed upon *he docirine of 3t. “romas. “homists do not

L

only accept his philosophicil doctrines but also his teachings in theology.

If tails meaning is given to the term "“homism", then the Scotists must be

named zmony the opponents of Thomism, If, however, it is taken to mean a

system of philosophy advocnted principally by the members of the Dominicon




Crder, then we Zind among its opponentc such men as the I'olinists.
“he first opvosition to the teschings of 7t. Thomas tcook nloce
in Lhe city of Paris, the very c-ontre in vhich he war so much udmired
and so highly esteemed. Yot only was Su. Thomnt orosed. in thic centre

ioc

of iedieval learninz, but he al-o hnad tc enure ecclesincticnl crngure.

T™hin censure ac meeted cut to the Toint hecrure Wi vorlt cere gverceted
of belonzing to %the eame clars of puilonophy ac the theories of the
iverroists. Jor tnis reason, hthe Dishon of Duris inclnted the vorks of

34. Thomas Ln hkis censures, During this perioed, the Dominicri archbirhog

of Canterbury, Lobert Tilwardby, condemnsd thwe sume proposibiions tlhat had
been ¢ udenned by the 3ishon of Fuoris and a’ro attacked the docirine of

e e Looyieetn ta B A e A T ey e
ot nad uahf‘tlt- e Ynew that (dbert the

the subctantial for: which St.

~Araat shevsd his asprecinition of the vorksz of T, Thomur te so great on

extent Lthat he 'miertcok a journey o Frris to defend hils “icciple and

friend. Morsovar, *he Dominie n Coder,zs o whole; delented and expounddd

thin doctrines o 3%, Thouns, "he Teunerc) Chuplers of thelr {rder ook mmrle
me.gures Lo srevent any Deminie n from cre lins asaines St Thiemzr or agaonct
Lhis dochrines. Dasies this, Lhay “he youn- ~tudents, who telonred
to the Crisry to shtud s the vorks of o4, “hemr fer uwoeiuted [eried. (nly after
such ac.uzintance - it the woarks of ke Taint vere “hoy wlooel hooabhs
the iniversit o of Tuvis,

e Souncil of Vievnna vindignied TH, Thoone in hic feucnings whon

1t defined th 4 the rztional soul is the nvbetuntin’ form ol tue hvmun bed).
“ouavar, if hnic fact, adiad to 1l the othors, vore not suflicient to

exonerate St. Thom s from all blume, his cononizutlon is a8 certain guarantee

that all ais works are sound and according to the doctrines of the Catholic

prrsmn
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Church. The retraction of the censure, which had been pronounced by

'

the former “ishow of Fariz, zaeoms & suverflucus act of the then Tizhcp

of Puris, since the decree of canonizabion would sive he fingl decicion
¢t the Ghurch.

45 Tar zc the prosress of Thomism io concerned, if may Le
sell to chtabte that, as coon as the Loraa o Th. T had becoms lunown,

a1l occcunions

-

Cneshion which wppenred in tnese

oy vers in doubdt rejarii:

<Uatuor.

si0 aubjectse oefors bthas bime of 3

Senbantiarum had been regucded as a text ook in theolozny by ihe DomlnlCcuns;

Yut the Summa Theolo-sica repleced bhis durin~ thas fourt-eonth oconiurl. 06
12 - <2

influence of St. “homts and of his uori” spread to all the places wiere

tiie Dominiconz faught. Yils dochirines vere tousliit, not only in tihz houses

of the Order, bubt ulso i:d the universitiec. The influence of Thomigm

continucd to inmcrease thiroushout ¢

.

i fifteenth and <he sixieonth cenburies.
-~ . hal

Toreover, it was during thr last named century Lhal Sh. Thones recoived

the title of Doctor of the “nivers=) Thurch.

.yt

“momism throu hout the

imes has been considersed as
more or less conbtomporary with ~t. Thomas, since 1¢ Lo the chiefl srsten

of philosopny which flourlisied during that period of hiistorv, It doss not

[Sad

seem compleie, however, without a description of the dercline which
rollowed its triumph, and also a brief sketeh of its new growith in our
own times. This will necesrarily include come mention of Jilliam Cccuam,
who diffared foom obher 3cholastics in-certain points, thus forming a

second school of Scholustics. e was, moreover, cone of the causes which

led to the decline of Scholanticism,

Jrrmiren




“here were varilous causes which led to the grudual decline in
scholisticism durine the . fourtasnth and the fiftesnth centuries. 4
fow of the outstandins ones m:.- be meniloned nere:

(1) iverroism still flouriczhed in *he est. This was 2 serious

)

obstacle to tae Thomists und %o their doctrines, since the supporters of
the doctrines which had besn con’ommed were often meore cupzble than the
adherents of "homism.

( = ) At this period the thoughts of men vere forcnd into paths
otner than “hose which were purels mental or nhilosephical, Thus, the

Black Death, which at first tock cuch 2 large t0ll of human life in ‘szia,

spread to lurove, and, at last, spread over bthe counsries of

(L

such impetus that it gave more than suflicient work to tiose who escurs

£-~m its clutches. Jowever, disease was not the only diversion experienced

it new methods of fi

by the neople of this period. ars, %o
supplied ner problems and new difficulties whlch revuired +the ilmmediate
solution by experienced an’ intellirant mon. ¥inally, the new unuy iver.liies
were eager to obtain a greater nusher of stulentc, This had,asz a result,
a new {orm ol comnsiition, numely, that for ctuents. “'ith this purpoce
in view, the university authoritiss offered shovter courses in order to
inducs the students to wtsond their purticuler university. Tt need scx reely
be a’ded that such procadure led to » gr-at deal of superficivl work, to
less personal work, and, conseiuantlv, to a decline in mental profuctse.
in many insiances, too, exmuinations becnme mere Farces or form:1litiecs.

{ 2) The superficizlitr,which became previlent, naturully led to
depnnerated and imitative methods,os well as to a style which was & discradiv

to the universities vhich sponsored it, and also to the period which produced

it. Durinz this period thy philosovhers contented themselves with arguing

yrrerre
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about insignificant distinctions, while they neglected real philosophical

problems. Unfortunzicly, they fdnt another mistnke to their [former one,

wn

namely, that of cloining these futile di cussions in a form of linguige

naving two glaring faults,- that of vugue meendering end that of cemplex-
it7e To them, dinlectics apseared fof more important then scientific and
philosophical investications.

wpiel kad bhsen one cf

( 4 ) The charachari tic of
+1g “choolman of earlier times,
graduaily disa oared from ihe thinkinc world. Little by litule, the
philosophners lost o1l conc phion of “he recl Tcholictic System.
Amons 3hose vwho conmtribut-d to this cecline was Jillium Cccurt.

5 'n-lishman joined %he Trinciccuns. ‘Prarpardss hovevers he taught

=3

doctrinas which brought their author unier the ciarre of having given’
heretic.l doctrines %o

Court at Avignon to defend the offendinz

docirinns or to rebract Lhem. Tovever, Cccum did not dare to do this,

o T'unich,

e Tlad %o the “mporor Lonis in Tira, Ile went with the

PR |

Afiar le hod bren oxcommunicated, he coole arain i ue

srotector dind, Gecam atiempled to become rec-ncilod
and with the Vranciscani. Tha contitions curroun”ing his lest moments

are not ktnown with any certainty. Thot is knoun, ond fmown with certitude,
is that his philosophical srstem would lead any thinker wwho would vish

to be logicil to agnosticism, if he were to follow the system to its

final eﬁd.

Occam is mentioned 2t the end of the causes of the decline which

was witnescad at this period, because his syntem had an influence through-




out the succeedin: centuriess.

Vo Cccamy the universal vas a purely mentrl coneevtion. coneevh

ag ne taurht 14, is only ap arent, wnd cenmicte merely in its ability to

1 kN

revresent many objecis. e world huve ug belleove bhut the indivicual alone
Tt
v

exists, and can ulone be an cbiect of cowniticn, Conse.vently, he taugh

dtter v ithin,ner outside ofy the mind,

AR L1 P T
thnac Lus l.ALLJ-VZ/A-«.’

"6 also contridicts bhe teachinsz of i, ‘homas when he states that 1v

igs impossible for reascn to prove either the ilmmaveriality or the dmmortality

of the soul. liorcover, any reasonuble being may judge of the fulsity of

such “octrines. add Lo this his doctrine that the proaofr for the existence

of Cod sre only urobable, that in which he sz7ates thut the 2ible 1v the

cnly source “hence mon may ort revelation, and that in vhieh he Lauvght

.

thot man dees not know the orisin of tiie human coul, and we need not

investirtate the reasons for the ecclesinctical cencure which followed

o

~ o

their publicity. llorsover, the Tuiversity of Teric Tinully forbude the

o~

ond comadn in 130, oy ever,

RERAR AN
o

teuching of Yominalism, Tirst in the yeour L

it 5till continued %o have poverful sup oriors in the varions universitlies.
45 the philosophers lived, very oflion, paritly in one ceniury and

artly in the naxt, no fixad line can be druvn bebtwecn the cesluricsj bul

we must take the chief vhiloczo:

3 vhers in tiedir proper cebling dn ordes of
times. Thus, there are -t number of philosophers wiwo belong partly to the
fifteenth, and vartly to the sixteenth, century. e Ehall consicder them
with those belonzing to the sixteenth century.

In “he chronological order, Felix Faber, born at Zurich, ranks first,
o was n Dominican who was at one * e !m:iter of theclogy, znd at another

time, Frovincial in his Crder. '@ is mentioned here because he used and

taught the doctrines ol 3t. "homas.




Another Dominican worthy of mention was Jylvester

La

He was o Fiedmontese and a professor of heolory at Bologna, and,

at Rome. FTinzllv, he was apvointed of the Tacred Talace

of the d-mons, the primacy of th» succesrors of 3t. Feter, and

~

Trancis Oilvester of Yerrara was the zcuthor of the ¢

commentary on the Summa contra fentiles.
Rorn at Gaeta, Italy,

s oprosed Scotist and iverroistic

zzolihi.

labter he wrobte De Tnte ot Tssentia. 'hile he was rma-Zer of sucred itneology

at Brescia and ob Paduu, Sajetzn tausht the Jwmn of 3t. Thoma

©

nad been created Sardinal, he wus sent on many important nlesi

]

~L St

"vin worl is princinally a Jelence of Th. homas aroingy the atb

Jeotus. Me alzo reviews the aberratione of

many other wiluwhle worls, both

cns

T U

4.
v ek

1T

on behall

s ereatest work is his commentaries on the 3umi.a Tnecleoricz.

cks ¢f

Froncis de Titvorin, w Spanish Lheolosian, oncoved She (vler
of 5%, Meominie. Tla nas wanh o Inricy vhers ha bon Bbodn the Jonvent of
Tt Tames. For o cerdod of Luenbty ears, from 1004 o I51E, Yrune de
Jittoria taught theolopy in the university in Snlemanc.,

Dy his parconal worl, and threouch the worlt ¢f Lis Jicctiyleg,
Francis ~ave u uew impovus te tle oiudy ol TF, Mhorme, Smont Fhese purilc

or follerara may be named Nealcechior Cano, Duarthol wmer Teddng, Nominic do

Soboy, and artin de ledenma, These men spra.d the tonchings of

N

(S

uneis




far and wide throughout

Francis de

Sovain.

Vittorias also used his

able ecnergy to ove

impr

the literary form of theology. Thng, we are indevted to aim Tor his
competent and timely asvistance in ihe res teration cf Zcheln tic
shilosophy and for a purer dietion For theologrs. "o iz Justly namod
the “uiher of Toanish Tcholistlelasn. Cnly one ol hin werls wr veen
prolizhed, namely, .icl-ctiones YIT Tcologican dn e Tiuroz Dintinctae
(7 iz rmany volustlo munuseripts, tha Oowrentaria in iw
5, “homue iz pracious in She osas of ol

Long oLher Mgmicbe of this period were Tabiliew vy,
ambrozs Felargo, fater 4o Tobo, citus of Tiena, Jonn Tauer, JTu. TLUS
Tincanal Justiniani, THe Sherleos Serroneolin corbuin dceclrings , larthol
of Tr uy and muny othnrs. Torever, space only sermits us to glve some
lebails of "he 1ife and v orks of Teler Fonneca.

Tat-r Vonseca was born ab Sortizads In Iovtn-ul. e enters
tn Crdar of bShae Torulte in 1545, Trom moimbra, Mither Tonceca went, n
1351, %o the Imiversiby of ivora. There, he Jirat comzlebed iz ctudies
and. then lectured unon phllosophy. is brilliant lectures curuad Tor
nim the %itle, "Portusuese aristoble™. Alder Lhisynbeld many importont
sosts in She Jocinty of Jesus.

e iz the sushor of Institullonum Dialecticarun Iibri (cto
nomneatarionun in Libros Ietaphysicorum Aristotélis Stagiritac, and Goa

nilccophica.

Tt wag towvards

These ware now

.

bea

comens

intendn

of the sinte~nsh century that the
n &5 the Nonimbricences. “ome of
ariss on bhe philosovhical writings

.d fTor publication, “owever, many of
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these dictated sets of nobas, tomethner ith aldliilons and chaanles, were

publish-od by fraudulent authors. n order to cerrsct such errors and to

T, !
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disown these commentaries, the Ceneral of the Crier gove r leter
Fonseca the wori of supervising the revicion ¢ these comennaries for
publication. is a result, these treatices aroceared in the Iollowin~
order: Commentaril Co’lscil Tonimbricensis Socieitatils Jesu in Ccho Iibros
Physicorum irisiotelis Stegiritas, Comaentarii fonimbricensis Scclietatis
Jesu in Luativor Libros Arishotelis de Coelo, Toumentarii Jonimbricensis
Sociatatis Jesu in Libros leteorum iristotelis Stagiritae, Jommentariil

Conimbricensis Societatis Jesu in Libros Aristotelis -,ul Frrva llaturalia

T3 ~ T N .
in Libreos “lbtnicorum

aovellantur, Commentaril Conimbrice:
aristotelis ad Tichomachum .ilicuot Cursus Conimbricensis Disputationcs

in cuibus Praecipua uszedam Withicae Disciplinae Caplta Continentur,
Commentarii Conimbricensis Socistatis Jesu in Duos Libros Aristotelis de
Gteneratione et Corruptione, Tommentarii Conimbricensis Joci=tatis Jesu in
res Libros Aristotelis de inima. 7o this Toiher Bullhazar ilvarez's

treatise, De inima Geparata, was added by Fetlier agalhaens, 5. J.

The Jesuits who thus studied the sources of ‘cholashicism cave their
()

[¥R AN

generation,- and bhetueathed to succeeding ares,- an admirable masterpicce
in nhllosophy.
Nom*:ie Tannez, a 3vpanish Dominicin, was a distinguished

sxponent and delender -of the doctrines of Thomism. 'le explained the 3Sunmia

to many generations of studenis, He wished to remain faithfuvl to the leust

doctrine which had beon taught by St. “homus. is o ritings are characterizad

N

by directnr: wisor, f4mong his works may be mamed: Scholustica
Comnentaria in I8M Partem ingelici Doctoris D, Thomae Usque ad 64 qu.,and

other commentaries on 5cholastic cuestions ol the day.

y Stamaeed
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“ne Summa Philosophiae Divi Thomac A uinatis is vorbhy of a
gpecial mention, because, in it, Cosmus Alamanni,3.J., has cvctematized
the pnilcsophy of 3%t. Thomas in a iogieal order,

Cf the Thomists, still remuining in the sevonieonth cantury,

W6 may name Francis Suarez, 3t. Francis de Zales, falvenda, Thomus de
Lemos, Gravina, John of "t, "homas, Serra, Zoar, Tonei, Zilvesier Iurus,
Goudin, Rocaberti, Casunate, and Selmanticenses,~ but we shill only name
the imporitance of = fevw of thesze.

I

Francis Suarez was born in “r jaca in 1543, e bec: me © manher

o)
a
3

~
O
fust

tae Socisty of Jesus. fe tausht in meny of “he "eceit Collezes or insiituiions.

~

ossuet once 5:1id that we may £ind all the Yenchin s of Jenelo sticism

.

in the wvorks of 3uarez. In some of his decctirines, horever, he teoches a

phileszonhy of his o, e taught the pure potentinlit: of mutier, he

arinciple of individuat lon by the proper concrete entity

singular as the object of direct intellactual coxni

in concept between.the essence und the axizience of crewied beings,
the possibility of =ririinal substuncer only numerica 1y distiact rron
ene anciner, ambision for the hynostatic ymion as the 3in whie

the full of so muny ancels, and many other doctrines,

Francis Suarez had a far re-wchine infivence both 1w Lhea

in philosophy. The Te nifts consaider him ar ons o thodr ersatest therols

1 o :

Aanotiaer distin wished Tanunit of

~S - . Tae
3iTvacher Thvrus,

nic papriod wae
‘o in erbicnlirls notahle bHecnnoa Yy Dy ohis o vitinceg he cave his esenors
2 cemplabe Schol: Sic conrse, Mg cresentad this in the form o o commentary
on th» vorks of Aristotla.

A few Ttalian wnivarsitier and Coiholic instituticns throu, hout tie

world constituted tho homes of "homistic chilosephy durine the pizhteonuth
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century. Many efforts were made by the Thomists to cpread the doctrines

of their school. luny treatises, written during this period, were published.
Amopg those who adhered to the doctrines of the Thomists may be named
Bossuet, 7igandt, Piny, l'atalis Alexander, Th. du Jardih, Touron, Thomas

de Burgo, Roselli, St. Alphonsus Liguori, llamachi and Richard.

During the nineiecnth contury Thomism again became the centre of
interest. It was during this century that roligious tolerance became more
widespread than it had been before., This, together with the many conversions
which took place ai this period, brousht the attention of many{who, until
this timé ,, had had no interest in Thomism) to its doctrtines. Moreover,
it was about this time that a special inierest in medieval knowledge spread
throughout Turope by means of the Romantic Liovement.

The docirinas of the Thomistic School received encouragement when
Pope Pius IX founde” a philosophical and theological college, and when
he pointed out the false t-achings of the Rationalists, the Truditionalists,
and the Ontologists.

Pope Leo YIII officially approved and promoted Tcholaciicism by

his ©neyclical Letter ATterni Patris which he gave to the world in 1279.
In this Eneyclical Letter, the Pope formally order: that the philosophy
of 5t. Thomas is to be taught in all Catholic institutions that teach
philosophy. According to the expressed wishes of this illustrious Fope,
St. Thomas is to be. studied from the oririnal sources, and all are to
avoid using the subhile forms of lan uage in vogue among some of the
Scholustics of previous centuries.

Continuing to mention the influence of the Popes in bringing about

the revival of Thomism, it may be stated that Pope Pius X gave very
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explicit orders and directions with regard to modernism. Pope Benedict XV
made the method, the doctrines and principles of the philosophy of St.

Thomas obligatory in the seminaries, and Pope Pius XI obliged all

ecclesiastical students to study Seholastic Philesophy for at least two
years. He again recommended St. Thomas in his Encyclical Letter Studiorum

Ducem.

After mentioning the influence of the chief ecclesiastical authority,
it may be well to say a few words about the outstanding men of this ecentury.
Matteo Liberators and Werner wrote historical treatises which sketched
the story of Scholastic Philosophy from the time of St. Thomas. Sanseverino
was also a noted Thomist of this period. Josef Kleutgen, S. J., illustrated
the ability of Scholasticism to treat with the questions of modern times.
His Philosophise der Vorzeit and Theologie der Vorzeit give an excellent
description of Scholasticism,

Tirgt of all, those who adhersd to the doctrines of Thomism found
it necessary to do a great dezl of research work in order to find and to
publish the treatises written by former Thomists. This was no easy task.

It has not yet been completed. !'oreover, when this shall havé been
accomplished, it will still be an ezsential duty for future Thomists to
write the history of Thomism in a complete form. By the time that this
will be finished we shall doubtle:sly find that such a history will include
the science of modern %imes as well us the story of the past ages.

At the present time Scholasticism is not only taught in Catholic
institutions, but is also taught in so-called non-denominational universities
as an optional course for those who prefer to study Scholastic Philosophy.
If we are to judge by the strides tuken by Thomism during the past century,

we may safely state that the philosophy {aught by ©t. Thomas will hold a




conspicuous place in the world of philosophical thought and reasoning.
In glancing over this thesis we find that Thomism had a prominent
place in the age of medieval thou;ht. When men's mode of reasoning

became superficial, this system took refuge in the centres of true

and deep Catholic reasoning, namely, in the homes of Religious Orders.
Now, however, in modern itimes, Thomism again becomes popular. Perhaps

we may venture to state that our modern philosophers ate not satisfied

with mere superficial thought; at least, serious-minded men dsmand solid

and convincing proofs of all statements made. Since then, some have

returned to thorough methods of research, it is not surprising that

thé doctrine: of Thomism is accepted by those who study them in detail.
At the end of this thesis it might be well to give its aim in a
few sentences. It is not an attempt to give the tgachings of Gt. Thomas.,
Neither does it pretand to give more facts about this Suzint than have
already been given by so many able authors. However, it claims to be
an humble attempt to present a brief outline of the chief facts in the
life of 5t. Thomus, together with the outstending doctrines of Thomism. |
This necessarily involved mentioning many frirnds :nd foes of the system
during the. lid<le iges. The term' 'Contemporury Thomism' has besn taken
to signify the tenchings of Thomists during the 'icddle ipes. Tinally, a
short outline has traced the decline of the system and its rurid rize
during the last century, 7o frel convineced thut the rresent cex’vry will
witness a still greuter developmant in the system which 5t. Thomas cherishad

go decarly.




