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LE'!' us now pass 'to treat of the authority of St Thomas Aqui­
nas 11l 'J,'heplogywhich is the main object of this (t,rtide. 

We Ihive 'said' ~hatthe 'most specific quaiity of a Father or a 
DcicthFof 'the "Ohurch' is tne approbation of the Church. The 
Chur~h does not appl-ove all the' Fathers arid Doctors ill one 
and the Slime way; but there are degrees and differences in the 
approbation according to the value of the works of each Father 
and Doctor. 

'St 'I'homas was born at the end of the first quarter of the 
XIII century about the year 1225 'and in less than half a cen­
tury he fulfilled his mission on earth and died at the Cistercian 
Abbey of Fossa NOV2 while on his way to the Council of Lyons. 
on Ma~~h 7. 1274. During his short life he proved to be a real 
'wonder for his intelledual ach;evements. leaving behind him, ac­
cording to Father M$l.donnet. no less than- seventy five works 
some of which nre vel'v yoluminous. such as the Commentaries 
on the books of the Oid and New 'I'estameilts. the Commentlliry 
"In r 11 libros ,Sf:~tiC''Y!tiqrmn'.'. the "Quarsi iones Disp,utat.ae". 
and most particularly the two Summae, the "Summa. Contm, 
Gent,il~s" .and the "SU'fI1:tIl(l. Theologiae". ,which by itself would 
have amply suffieeil to put Si T.hcmas at the head of all the ex 
positors of Catholi9 .Doct~·i,ne. 

The first years 'J1ft~l: th~ death of St· Thomas were spent in 
controversies about the accuraey and the correctness of his doc­
trine and some Univer~ities went 8(, far as to eondemn some 
of his propositions ;tI1ris' ,the' University of Paris in 1227 that 
is, hardly- fout 'ye-ars after his death condemned some ~f hIS 
teachings. 'But the triumph'orSt Thomas was well secured 
when POp/~ John XXII. on the 18th July, 1323" in the Church 
of St Mary at Avignon. canonised Thomas Aquinas. 

* Thefh/:>tpnrt of t1ds urtiC'le uppenrf'd in Vol. IT, No. 1, pp. 44-50. 
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St Thomas Aquinas who even, before his c,anonisatiol1 wa3 
known as the Doctor Communis, a title explicitly given to him 
!:'ince the year 1317. was solemnly declared poctor of the Church 
by Pope St PillS Von April 11, 156,7. The ,1!>ct by which 
declared 8t Thomas a Doctor of Jhe Church was 
plementation of the intention of the Council 
eluded a short time before, which had 
the works of St 'l'homas in its importan~.,~lt!-c~~l::'uu, ~W~~~~, 
Pins V, in view of the great heigl1t~~~,@~~edby ,8t ThomaR in 
his wr!tings t~gether wi.th h~~ ..•. iri~lY life, gave him the title, 
bywluch he IR morecol~.~J' known, namely that of "An­
!!e:ie Doctor". 

J..Jeo XIII, in his immortal 
i 'Patris, dated ,all August, 1880, luiv­

R from all the Bishops of the CatholIc 
'l'homas the heavenly Patron of all Catholic 

sainLy Pope PitH; X,in his famous Encyclical Letter 
ndi J)ollliniri Greffl's of rhe 7th September, 19(H, 'pam-

VI De Relllediis. I, in order to <:heek what he ('alls the 
most mali(;iollsof all heresies, Modernism, prescribes: "In the 
first place with regard to Rtudies, it is Our will, ana We hereby 
E,xplicitly ordain that the Scholastic philosophy be considered 
as 'the foundation· of Sacred Studies: It "goes without saying 
thftt if there be any proposition too subtly investigated or too 
inconsiderately taught by the' DoctorRof the School, any tenet 
of, theirs not' strictly in conformity with subsequent d-iscoverieR 
01' in any wn'7 improbable in itself, it is no part 'of Our' inten­
t.ion to propose that for the imitatiol1 of our age. What is of 
capital importance, however ,is that in prescribing that the 
Scho:astic philosophyiR to be followed; We have in ' mind par-
1 icularly the philosophy which has been transmitted to us ,by 
St Thomas AquinaR. We therefore decl30re, that all'the ord~rs 
issued in this regard by Our Pl'eclecessorremain in full force 
and where need be We renevrand .confirm,them and order them 
to be strictly observed by all concerned. Let Bishops urge and 
compel ,their observance in future .:in- a~y Seminary in which 
they may have peen neg-lected. ·'The sal)1e injunctionapplieR 
n-lRo to SUpel'iorR of ReligioUS' Ol'deTs; 'And we warn, tea0hers 
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tc bear in mind that to deviate from St ~homas especially in 
metaphysics IS to run very considerable risk." 

These solemn words of Pope Pius X found a faithful echo 
ill the Codification of the Ecclesiastical Laws. In fact in the 
New Code of Canon Law drawn up under Pope Pius X and 
promulgated under his successor Benedict X\T, it is prescribed 
in Can. 589 par. 1: "Religious, after having been duly instructeJ 
in the Humanities should devote themselves for a·t least two 
year8 to philosophy and for four years to 'rheology according to 
the teaehing of St Thomas in accordanee with the instructions 
of the Apostolic See". Can. 1366 par. 2 deals with the diocesan 
Seminaries and preseribes:" 'The study of Philosophy and 
Theology and the teaching of these sciences must be accurately 
carried out by Professors according to the arguments, doctrine 
and pl1inciples of the Angelic Doctor whieh they must reverently 
hold" . 

In the light of this ecdesiastical legislation one can easily 
Bee that rrhomistic Philosophy as well as Theology was bound 
to flourish. But there was still an easy way of evading it, 
namely to give to the text of St Thomas a different interpret­
ation from that which wa-s traditionally kept by the Thomistic 
School. In fact in this way many claimea to follow the doCtrine 
of St Thomas, whereas in reality they were twisting St Thomas 
io their own ideas. 

In order to restrain this tendency the Sacred Congregation 
of Studies. on July 27. ]914. published a list of twenty four 
theses which were declared to contain the eyiaently genuine 
doctrine of the Angelic Doctor: the ilecree as usual was signed 
Joy the Sovereign Pontiff. Pope Pius X. 

Benedict XV at thE' beginning of his Pontifica.te, in the 
Motu Proprio of December 3, 1914, directed to the Theological 
College of Bologna, recalled the prescriptions of his predecessors 
I-leo XIII and Pins X and ordained that the doctrine of St rho­
mas be followed scrupulously in Catholic Schools and also 
exhorted the said College to adhere most :firmly to the principleR 
of the Angelic Doctor and to follow the text of the Summa 
TheologiaC' And later on, in another decree of the same Con­
gregation of Studies published i.n the Acta Apostolicae Bedis 
of H116, he prescribed that the Summa TheOlogiae should be 
ncloptec1 ::lR the text for Scholastic Thflo]ogy ana the twenty four 
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propositi{)ll:S were to be comidered as <.:ertain and directive Tules 
whlch express the genuine doctrine of l::lt Thomas. 

In H):W, on the occasio11 of the VI centenary of thl:' canOll­
isation of St 'rhomas the Supreme Pontiff Pius XI published 
his Eu<.:yclic:tl Letter Studiul'uln Duc91H. Fius Xl is to be 
eonsidersd. as the great reformer of ecclesiastical studies. His 
.-\.postoli<.: Constitution, Dells ScielltiarUIH Dumillus of May ~H, 
11)31. will for lllany years to cume be the Magna Cbarta of all 
Catholic Universities. J II this Constitution the, Holy Father fol­
lowing in the foot::;teps of his immediate predeeessors pre::;cribes : 
"In the Faculty of 'rheology Saered rrheo:ogy shall oe<.:upy the 
pl'in<.:ipal phtee. '1'his Seience shall be taught in the positive and 
the Scho.astie method; eOllStguently after the exposition of 
the truths of Paith and their demonstration from Holy ;Writ 
alH~ 'rradition, the nature of, and the intimate reason for, those 
lruth;; is to be illve;;tigated and explained aCCOl'(Iillg to the prin­
ciple;; and the teaehing of St 'rhomas Aqninas." With regard 
to 'the Faenlty of Philosophy it is prescribed: "In the Paculty 
01' Philosophy 8eholastic Philosophy shall be taught in such a 
way that the students lllay obtain a whole and coherent syn­
thesis of the doctrine according to the method and principles 
of St '],holllas Aquinas. With this doctrine in view the various 
systems of philosophers are to be examined and scrutinised" 
(:ll't.29, a and e). '],l1ese sallle rules are then explained in 
the "Ol'dinutiones" of the Saered Congregation of Studies, dated 
12th June, 11)31 (art. 18) which aceompany the aforesaid Con­
stition. 

The reigning Pontiff in the first year of his Pontifica,tc 
rCllewed the pl'es(;l'iptions of his prec1eeessOI's \vith regard to 
the stud," of ,i)t Tholllat> (A eta· A pustolicae Sedis, 19B9, 2"16 ::;.), 
mid' in hi::; lll'emOl:ablc spt'e<.:hes, one to the General Congre­
gation of the Soeiety of Jesus and the other to the Members 
of the General Chapter of the Order of Preachers, both delivered 
iil Septe'mber, 19.:1 6 (Os8ervatOl'c Ronwno, September 19, 
:l1ll123-24, 1946), he insisted on the necessity of the study of 
the ,doctrine of St '[,llomas Aquinas and recalled the pl'escrip-
110ns of Canon I..Jaw [Lnd of the Apostolic Oonstitution of Pope 
Pius XI. 

It is meet, therefore. to Tepeat the wmc1s of an eminent 
J e,suit, the late Cardinal Billot, who in the inaugural speech 
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of the Academy of St Thomas held on March 11, Un5, said: 
.. '1' he Popes succeeded one another; ]Jopes of different nation­
ality, with uharauten; [LIld tendencies much divergent from one 
another; out all, from John L,{U down to Benediet XV (We 
call today add: down to Pius XII), have unanimous:y recom­
mended the doetrine of St '1:homas" (A.A.S., 1916, p. 412). 

:Prolll a;l these documents it follows very clearly that the 
doctrine of St '1'homas is particularly approved by the Churuh. 
IlHY, his works are also prescribed as tlw text to be followed in 
the su11001s of philosophy and theology. :1'h1s doet\ not mean 
that every point of teauhing found in the works of St 'I'homas 
i.; to be considered as pertaining to the Catholic Faith, nor can 
we pretend that everything in St '1'homas is to be considered 
as certain but we call safely affirm that ill things pertaining to 
faith and lllora:s the doctrine of St Thomas can and must be 
lIeld as to exdude its opposite doctrine, even if held by other 
schools or doctors. This conclusion is not an exaggerated one 
fo], it seelllS to be ill conformity with the prescriptions of the 
Sovereign Pontiffs, as the following quotation taken from Leo 
XllI will amply prove. Leo XIII after presenting to the 
faithful the singular qualities of the doctrine of St Thomas goes 
on to say: "For these reasons learned men of the highest emi­
nence in theology and philosophy, in preceding ages more pal'­
ticu:ul'ly, eagerly sought the iuunortal works of Thomas and 
devoted themselves. not so much to cultivating the angelic wis­
dom. as to soaking themselves in its principles. It is plain 
also that llearly all founders and lawgivers of Religious Orders 
made it COlll plllsory for their brethren to devote thelllselve,s 
and to adhere religiously to the doctrines of St Thomas amI 
forbade tIle III to depart in the s: ightest degree from the path 
traced bv so illustrious a man. Not to mention the Dominican 
family '~'hich bOllst" this C'onSUllllnaie 111a,,(er as ODe of its own 
special glories. their respective statutes tt stify that Benedictines. 
Carmelites. Augustinians, the Society of Jesus and many other 
Heligious Orders are Dound DY the same law. In this connec­
tion the mind dwells gladly upon those well celebrated schools 
and academies ",hieh were once so flourishing in Europe, the 
Universities of Paris. Sa~amanca, AlcaHl. Douai. Toulouse, 
I..Jouvain. Padua. B0logna. Naples. Coimbra and numerous other 
cities. Everybody knows that the reputation of these schools 
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ll}(;reaSeu wlth tillle, that their 0PUllOll \Vas solicited in mat­
ters of the gravest lllolllent anu universally held in the highest 
esteelll. It IS also the fad that St 'rhomas sat enthroneu, like 
li prinee in his kll1gdolll~ in all those great houses of human wis­
dOlll and that the minds of all, even the Doctors, l'eposed with 
marvellous unanilllity upon the teaching and authority of one 
Allgelic DodoI'. What is even lllore illlportant, the Homan 
Pontiffs, Our Predeeessors, best{)wed the most singu;ar oom­
lUelldatioll and the lllost lavish testilllonials 011 the wisdom of 
'rholllas Aquinas. Clement VI. Nicholas V, Benedict XIII, 
and others testify to the lustre shed upon the universal Church 
QY his admirable doctrine; .St Pius V, indeed, declares that by 
this same philosophy heresies are confounded, cOllvicted and 
dissipated, and the world daily delivered from pestiferous er­
ron;' others sueh as Clement say that his writings have con·· 
ferr~d the ~lOSt fruitful bless'illgs upon the universal Church 
and that lw is to be accorded the same respect that is accorded 
10 the supreme Doctors of the Church, tQ Gregory, Ambrose, 
Augustine and J erome. Others again have had no hesitation 
in proposing Sr 'rhomas as a model and master whom acade·mie:; 
and Colleges could safe~y follow. 'rhe words which the Blessed 
Urban \r addressed to the Academy of Toulouse may fittingly 
be recalled in the eontext: 'W t' desire and bid you liy these 
letters t1) follow the tloetl'ine of the Blessed 'rllOmas as truth­
ful and Catho:ie and to strive with all your strength to develop 
it'. 'rhe example of Urban V was foLowed DY Innocent XII in 
a letter addressed to the University of Louvain. and by Benedict 
XIV in a Brief addressed to tIlt' Dionysian College of Granada. 
'rhe testimony of Innoeent VI. however, may be considered aD 
the DUllllllary of all the judgements pronouneed by the Supreme 
l'ontlffD on 'rholllas Aquinas: 'His doetrine exeeeds all others, 
with the exeeption of Canon Law, in propriety of expression, 
preeision of definition and truth of statement, SO that those who 
have onee grasped it are ntver found to have deviated far from 
the path of truth; and anyone impugning it has always been 
held suspect of error'. 'j'he Oecumenieal Councils, also, so 
distinguished by the presenee of an e;ite of wisdolllchosen from 
the whole world, have always been zealous to pay particular 
honour to 'l'homas Aquinas. He may be said to have taken 
part in, nay, to have presided at, the deliberations and the 
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deeree::; of the Halhen; at tlie Couucil::; of Lyons, Vienna, Hlo­
l't lIee . aud the Vatiean; and to have eombated wIth invinc:ible 
energy aud the happiest success the errors of Greeks, heretic::; 
and rationali::;ts. 'lhe greatest honour ever paid to St Thomas, 
however, an honour never ac:corded to any Catholic Doctor, is 
that the Hathers of 'l'rellt' decree d that during their sessions 
the SUlllma of 'l'homas Aquinas ::;hould be laid open on the altar 
with the books of Holy Scripture and the decrees of the Supreme 
l'onlift's for them to resort to it in case of need for counsel, 
argulllents and orac.es. Lastly. this laurel also seems to have 
been reserved for 1his incomparable man, that he was able to 
wring respl'c:t, praise and admiration even from the enemies of 
the Catholic name. For it is well known that many leaders of 
hel'etic:al fadions have openly declared that, if the philosophy 
cr 'l'hOl\lJ::; Aquinas were once di::;posed of, they could easily 
'engage in the contest with and vanquish all the Catholic doc­
tors' and 'scatter the Church'. It was an idle hope, to be sure, 
but.not an ilLe te8timony". 

'_ After this exposition of weighty te::;timonies on the authority 
of 8t 'l'homas in philosophy and theology given by Universities 
and 8c:110018 of higher studies. by Supreme Fontift's and Oeeu­
lllenic:al Councils and l ven by enemies of the Catholic name, I 
deem it superfluous to insist any longer on proving my point. 
rrlle authority of St rl'homas Aquinas in rrheology has always 
['(en acknowledged. flay) it haR been continually recommended 
t1.lld even prescribed by the ecclesiastical authorities and it is 
therefore the duty of all Catho:ics particularly of those who ae­
vote themselves to the study and the teaching of the Catholic 
Faith to adhere wholeheartedly to the doctrine of such an in­
('olllparab18 doctor. 




