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ADVANCESIN OUR HISTORICAL
KNOWLEDGE OF THOMAS AQUINAS

ENRIQUE ALARCON

A general exposition of the principal advancesha three great
fields of contemporary Thomist historiography —Ubimghy,

authenticity of Aquinas’'s works, and chronology—ndaof the

most promising lines of advance for future research
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1. INTRODUCTION

Contemporary development in research concerningmalso
Aquinas has developed greatly in certain fields, etaphysics or
ethics, for instance—, and much less in others -hsag the
philosophy of nature or philosophical psychologystbrical
investigations belong certainly to the first grotiproughout the
20" century, this research has flourished with remalekauality,
extension and diversity of contents. However, thesmarkable
gains are relatively little known, even among spkstis in
Aquinas. There are more than a few synthetic waldstined to
palliate this lack of knowledge, and over one heddof historical
and biographical introductions to Saint Thomas. Sormre
excellent and easy to read: for example, those ajzWChent?

1. A M. WALz, Saint Thomas d'AquirEd.: P. MVARINA, Publications
Universitaires, Louvain - Paris, 1962, 245 pp.
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Weisheipl® or Torrell# However, there remains the difficulty of a
certain watertight compartmentalization of the stifie fields.

The theological or philosophical studies, natutallgre
concentrated in doctrinal subjects, not in hisadrissues. Even the
History of the Philosophy or of the Theology barkdych upon the
biographical context of the great authors. In tbgpl another
discipline exists, History of the Church, whose rapgh is more
historical than theoretical. Nevertheless, its eahts too rich to be
able to pay much attention to individuals, eventhie case of
someone as important as Thomas Aquinas.

Therefore, the properly historical disciplines semewhat
neglected in institutional courses of philosophiaad theological
studies. The situation is similar in the case dfilary disciplines,
like paleography, studies of codices or —of coursaatistics.

As part of the panorama of contemporary researchhiomas
Aquinas, | will provide here a general vision ofetlnistorical
studies concerning St. Thomas. The subject is, téelfj very
extensive. | will omit, then, references to latdromism® as well
as the subjects of investigation that, althouglseliprelated to the
historical context, are more thematic than propéiltorical —
such as the study of the doctrinal sources of &tinTas’ or that of

2. M. D. G4eNU, Introduction & I'étude de saint Thomas d’AquBf ed.,
Institut d’Etudes Médiévales, Montréal, 1974, 3Q5 p

3. J. A. WeisHEIPL, Friar Thomas d’Aquinp2™ ed., Catholic University of
America Press, Washington, 1988;+486 pp.

4. J. P. BRRELL Initiation a saint Thomas d’Aquin. Sa personne @t s
oeuvre 2" ed., Editions du Cerf - Editions Universitairesari® - Fribourg
[Suisse], 2003xviil +646 pp.

5. There are 2,000 Thomist authors listed in theenwire of
L. A. KENNEDY, A Catalogue of Thomists, 1270-190CGenter for Thomistic
Studies. University of St. Thomas, Houston, 198m @p.; and 662 commentaries
to the Summa Theologiaa the catalogue of A. MHELITSCH, Kommentatoren
zur ‘Summa Theologiae’ des hl. Thomas von Ag8igria, Graz - Wien, 1924,
8+203 pp.

6. Cf., for example, D. A. &LUs, “Les sources de saint Thomas. Etat de la
question,” in P. MRAUX; ET ALl (eds.), Aristote et saint Thomas d’Aquin
Publications Universitaires de Louvain - Béatriddauwelaerts, Louvain - Paris,
1957, pp. 93-174; C.HRA, M. D. CHENy; C. J. VANSTEENKISTE, Le fonti del
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doctrinal controversies—pr which concern more the written text
than the historical event —such as studies on tlamuscript
tradition8 etc. Therefore, | will limit myself to dealing witthose
areas that | consider central in properly histdriogestigation on
Thomas Aquinas: his biography, the authenticityhef writings,
and their chronology.

2. BIOGRAPHY
a) The Sources

The main advance in biographical knowledge of Thoma
Aquinas was via the diffusion of the respective tdrisal
sources. Among these are two main documents: ihgrdphy of
William of Tocco and the proceedings of the procesfs
canonization celebrated in Naples.

William of Toccd was a disciple of St. Thomas shortly before
the death of the Saint in 1274. He remained deslicad the
memory of St. Thomas, and he was charged in 131th wi

pensiero di S. Tommaso d’Aquino nella ‘Somma tecddg Marietti, Torino,
1979, 123 pp.; S. T.IRCKAERS, “The Sources of the Ethics of St. Thomas
Aquinas,” in S. J. BrPE (ed.), The Ethics of AquinasGeorgetown University
Press, Washington, 2002, pp.17-29; T.lt@ (ed.), Aquinas’ Sources
St. Augustine’s Press, South Bend [Indiana], 2089, gp.

7. Cf., for instance, M. J.F. M.d#NEN, “Being and Thinking in the
‘Correctorium fratris Thomae’ and the ‘Correctoriworruptorii Quare’: Schools
of Thought and Philosophical Methodology,” in J.XERTSEN ET ALl (eds.),
Nach der Verurteilung von 127Walter de Gruyter, Berlin - New York, 2001,
pp. 417-435; E. H. \BBER, L’homme en discussion & I'Université de Paris en
127Q J. Vrin, Paris, 1970, 328 pp.

8. Cf., for example, C.UnaA, “L’édition léonine de saint Thomas
d’Aquin: vers une méthode de critique textuelle ddcdotique,” Revue des
Sciences Philosophiques et Théologiq&&s(2005), pp. 31-110.

9. For the following informations, cf. the histalcintroduction of C. E
BRUN-GouANvic (ed.),Ystoria sancti Thome de Aquino’ de Guillaume decbo
(1323). Edition critique, introduction et noteBontifical Institute of Mediaeval
Studies, Toronto, 1996, especially pp. 10 ff.
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composing a biographical memorial for the canoiopaprocess,
similar to that which would be called today tResitio of the
Postulation. Over the next few years, until histdearca 1323, he
visited diverse places in Italy, gathering testimsron the life and
virtues of St. Thomas. The fruit of these testinesnis hisYstoria
sancti Thome de Aquin@a document of which are known four
successive redactions (“recensiones”), the last iomaediately
subsequent to the canonization of Saint Thomas3#8,1shortly
before William's death.

The biography of Tocco has had a certain diffusibhad a
Spanish translation in the "Ll4centuryl® It was printed first in
158811 and later by the Bollandists in 1668.D. Primmer
published in 1912 the first modern scientific eatit}3 In 1987, a
critical edition appeared in the form of a doctotta¢sis at the
University of Montreal, by Claire Le Bru¥,who would publish it
in 19961° This critical edition showed the various changesien
by Tocco throughout his successive redactions ef tdxt, up
through the definitive fourthrecensio which had remained

10. L. G. Aonso GETINO, “El primer manuscrito castellano sobre la vida y
obras de Santo Tomas de Aquinbd Ciencia Tomista74 (1922), pp. 161-167;
GuILLERMO DE Toccq Leyenda de Santo Tomas de Aquino (siglo
XIV). Ed.: L. G. Aonso GETINO, Tipografia de la Revista de Archivos, Madrid,
1924, 220 pp. This ancient version seems ignored_d\Brun, who follows
Shooner.

11. Cf. C. lEBRUN-GouaNvic (ed.),op. cit pp. 76 ff.

12. QuiLLELMUsS DE THoco, “Vita S.Thomae,” in J. BLLAND;
G. HENsSCHENIUS D. PAPEBROCH (eds.), Acta Sanctorum vol. 6:Martii t. 1,
Antverpiae, 1668, pp. 657-686.

13. QuiLLELMUS DE Toccq, “Vita S. Thomae Aquinatis,” in D. M.ARIMMER
(ed.), Fontes vitae S. Thomae Aquinatis notis historitisrgicis illustrati, t. 2,
Revue Thomiste. Supplement - Privat, Tolosae, 1®1131pp. 57-152.

14. C. e BRuN, Edition critique de I"Ystoria sancti Thome de Agal de
Guillaume de Toccodoctoral dissertation, Université de Montréal 8719 2
vols. The author follows H. V.HBONER Listes anciennes des écrits de Thomas
d’Aquin, doctoral dissertation, College dominicain de Mufthie et de
Théologie, Ottawa, 1974, pp. 230 ff.

15. C. e BRuN Gouanvic (ed.), “Ystoria sancti Thome de Aquino” de
Guillaume de Tocco (1323). Edition critique, intumtion et notes Pontifical
Institute of Mediaeval Studies, Toronto, 1996,+298 pp.
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unpublished until the edition of Le Brun. One afdk last changes,
probably from 1323, is the attribution of tieloro te deuotdo
St. Thomas, “according to certain people”, sayscté€lt is the
first time that this information appears.

Many of the early biographers of St. Thomas depmndocco,
especially Bernard GHi and Peter Cal& whose works were also
published by Primmer. Historical investigation lmaduced the
importance given to their works. In fact, they addhost nothing
of importance to Tocco, if we consider the lastisiem of his
biography9

The second highly important document for the bipbya of
Thomas Aquinas depends on Tocco, namely the prowgedf the
process of canonization celebrated in Naples in91Bibst
probably, William was in charge of selecting thénssses whose
information was most pertinent. He probably couniad the
collaboration of his friend Bartholomew of Caplayho was also
a young friend of St. Thomas in Naples and, atttime of the
canonization process, was nothing less than Chahi of the
Kingdom of Sicily, something similar to a Ministef Justice. The
testimony of Bartholomew is important, in partiauldor the
catalog of Thomist writings which were presentedirdy the

16. Ibidem pp. 197-198.

17. Cf. BERNARDUS GuIDONIS, “Vita Sancti Thomae Aquinatis,” in
D. M. PRUMMER (ed.),Fontes vitae S. Thomae Aquinatis notis historitisri¢icis
illustrati, t. 3,Revue Thomiste. Suppleme3l0 (1925-1927), pp. 161-263EM,
“Cronica brevis de progressu temporis sancti Thomge J. A. EDRES His-
torisches Jahrbuch29 (1908), p. 551;0eMm, “Flores chronicorum,” ad 1274, in
J. D. QiGNIAUT; N. DEWAILLY (eds.),Recueil des historiens des Gaules et de la
France t. 21, Imprimerie Impériale, Paris, 1855, pp. R&D3B.

18. FRETRUs CALO, “Vita S. Thomae Aquinatis,” in D. M.®UMMER (ed.),
Fontes vitae S. Thomae Aquinatis notis historitisrigicis illustrati, t. 1, Revue
Thomiste. Supplement - Privat, Tolosae, 1911, ggb3.

19. Cf. C. [EBRUN-GouAaNviC (ed.),op. cit, pp. 20-23.

20. Ibidem pp. 8, 17, 25-27. On the close relation betweewcd and
Bartholomew, vid. G. @rPELLUTI, “Fra Pietro di Andria e i segretari di
S. Tommaso,Memorie Domenicane. Nuova Seie(1975), p. 159.
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hearings, which | will discuss later in these pageéBut in the
proceedings of the Neapolitan process there arey naher
witnesses and informations of interest, and faudent of Thomas
Aquinas it is advisable to read the complete docunmeublished
by the Bollandists and reedited by Laurent in 1837.

One should keep in mind that both the biographyafco and
the Neapolitan process have their own aims, diftefeom that
which is of interest to a contemporary biographgney try to
prove the sanctity of Thomas Aquinas. With this ,aithey
contribute biographical events of great historigaterest, but
mostly they are dedicated to exposing the heroitue$ of
St. Thomas, generally according to a pious and thécase of
Tocco and some other witnesses— learned mentdlitheo 14"
century, which is different from ours. For thatseas, it is natural
that researchers have the task of selecting aratdaring these
materials, to adapt them to a specifically histrfmurpose.

A different task is required with respect to theitiwgs of
another great early biographer, Tolomeo of Ludde also knew
St. Thomas at the end of his life, and he was e&guninas’s
confessor, always conserving a great affection tdsvdaim. The
interests of Tolomeo inclined towards history, ddprovides us
already with brief informations concerning Aquings the two

21. Lacking in the copy published by the Bollandiités important passage
of the testimony of Bartholomew was first publish®d Baluze in 1693. About
this and other vicissitudes of the text, see HSNOONER Listescit., pp. 99-101.

22. M.-H. laurenT (ed.), “Fontes vitae Sancti Thomae Aquinatis,
4: Processus canonizationis S. Thomae Neapoli ¢Tétdbli d’aprés le ms. de
Paris, B. N. Fonds lat. 3112)Revue Thomiste. Supplemeb$-19 (1932-1936),
pp. 265-510.

23. For Tolomeo’s biography, see the introductiém 0SCHMEIDLER to his
editon of THoLoMEI LUCENSIS Annales in Monumenta Germaniae
Historica. Scriptores. Nova Serieg. 8, 2 ed., Weidmann, Berolini, 1955,
pp. Vii-xxI. See also A. DNDAINE, “Les ‘opuscula fratris Thomae’ chez Ptolémée
de Lucques,”Archivum Fratrum Praedicatorum3l (1961), pp. 165-169. More
recent bibliography in E.ARELLA, “Rilettura del ‘De operibus sex dierum’ di
Tolomeo dei Fiadoni da Lucca&rchivum Fratrum Praedicatorum63 (1993),

p. 50, note 1.
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preservedrecensionesof his Annales?4 But the first complete
biographical profile of St. Thomas Aquinas is Tokwis Historia
ecclesiastica novawritten between 1313 and 13%&nd published
by Muratori in 172725 This document is prior, even, to the
biography of Tocco, who began his work in 1317 aodsulted
precisely Tolomed! resident at that time in the pontifical court of
Avignon. Tocco mentions the writings of Tolomeo atapends on
them at some points, such as the catalog of Thamas’
writings. However, whereas Tocco is writing hageqgry, in order
to prove the sanctity of Thomas, Tolomeo is anohigh, who is
concerned to describe the events in their ordercantext. For that
reason, as mentioned before, the researcher dodssbhdave the
task of “filtering” Tolomeo to extract useful infmation, as was
the case with the biography of Tocco, and with phecess of
canonization.

Here, the problem is different: Tolomeo of Luccawards
1315, was very old and had begun to suffer semiteathtia, which
would be the cause of his death some years d&feorty years
after the death of Thomas, it is not surprising,timspite of his
remarkable memory, there were names and event3 ¢thaineo of
Lucca did not remember correctly. For example, Bhgssthat
Thomas composed thH@uaestiones de potentit the end of his
life, a contention which is nowadays rejected. Besj theHistoria
ecclesiasticaof Tolomeo is dated by reference to pontificates, s
that the stages of Thomas’s life are roughly tieceach Pontiff,
although not with complete exactitude. Finally, dmako, just as
William of Sudbery and Bernard Gui after him, eledied his
listing of Thomist opuscula based on a bound ctilacdating

24. Cf. THoLoMEI LUCENSIS Annalestit., ad 1274, pp. 176-177.
25. Cf. A. DoNDAINE, op. cit, p. 164.

26. The passages about Aquinas have been newlispetlby A. ERRUA
(ed.),S. Thomae Aquinatis vitae fontes praecipleg Domenicane, Alba, 1968,
pp. 355-369. Those of tinnalesare also foundbidem pp. 371-372.

27. Cf. the testimony of Tocco himself in M. HAURENT (ed.), Fontes vitae
Sancti Thomae Aquinatis, 4: Processus canonizatititi pp. 347-348.

28. Cf. the historical introduction of BC8BMEIDLER (ed.),op. cit, p.XX.
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from the beginning of the Y4century, to which a fair number of
spurious writings had been added. This error woutghagate into
Tolomeo’s catalog, and later to Tocco and those ddyoend on
him. Fr. Antoine Dondaine wrote a beautiful article the matter
in 1961, which contained a critical edition of tlwatalog of
Thomas’s writings composed by Tolomeo of Luétin spite of
the reservations resulting from his not alwaystwosthy memory,
Tolomeo is the first author to produce a more s lerdered
biography of St. Thomas, and it transmits uniquermation to
us: for example, that St. Thomas was the authahefOffice of
Corpus Christi, or that he composed, while in Roraenew
commentary on the first book of ti&entencesThe most recent
investigations seem to confirm these affirmatiofsTolomeo of
Lucca, which —because of their originality and tbeors of
Tolomeo— were viewed with caution by contemporaras.

Another very early source on the biography of Sambmas is
the Dominican Nicholas Trevet, who writes Aisnales sex regum
Angliae some time after 1307 and before 1323. The passages
relative to St. Thomas were published in 1723, dgredcomplete
work in 18453 Nicholas knew and made use of excellent
sources: probably, th&nnalsof Tolomeo and th¥itae fratrumof
Frachet —which | will discuss shortly— among othéns
particular, he seems to know the same catalog ofril$t writings
used by Bartholomew of Capua in the Neapolitan gsscof
canonization, which —as we will explain— belongstie most
reliable historical tradition. However, Trevet add$ormation of
his own, which do not appear in any other place mwost famous
and characteristic assertions are that Thomas peodusix
guaestionegjuodlibetalesn Paris and five in Italy. We know that
at the beginning of the T4century, thequodlibetaof St. Thomas
were distributed in two groups, of six and fivevitwer, it has

29. A. DoNDAINE, “Les ‘opuscula ..." cit.,Archivum Fratrum Praedica-
torum 31 (1961), pp. 142-203.

30. NcHorLal TRIVETI Annales sex regum Angliae, qui a comitibus
Andegavensibus originem traxerunt (A.D. M.C.XXXVIC@IC.VII.) Ed.
TH. HoG, Sumptibus Societatis [Historicae Anglicae], LandiL845.
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been demonstrated that both groups were disputdeaiis. For
decades, nobody paid attention to the informatiooviged by
Trevet, who seems so well informed in other respdotdefense
of Nicholas, | would like to call attention to arspect not
considered before, perhaps for lack of an abildyverify his
information. While, without a doubt, both groups gdiodlibeta
were disputed in Paris, it is possible and everbatte that their
final writing was delayed until a time when Thomasas less
occupied. This seems to be the case for Quodilbetwvhich has
been transmitted only in the form of rough notesiclv were
awaiting their final editing. So, it would be pdssi to interpret
Nicholas Trevet as meaning that six of theodlibetawere edited
in their final form in Paris, and the other fiveltaly. Specifically,
the worddeterminareused by Trevet could have the special sense
of “finishing” the disputatio by means of producing the final
written version. Why do | highlight this possibgitwhich might
seem gratuitous? | do so because the provisiosalltseof my
study on the chronological evolution of the Thonhésticon reach
the very same conclusion. They are, | repeat, piraval results,
but the coincidence with an early witness, with hsugxcellent
information as Trevet, cannot fail to be striking.

The information of Trevet, apart from reliabilityave a limited
value due to their being very brief. A similar caseurs with both
of the earliest authors who wrote on the life of ofiffas
Aquinas. The first, and most trustworthy, is Gerald-rachet. Fr.
Antoine Dondaine has written an interesting arffcleoncerning
the circumstances that led Frachet to discussicesteecdotes of
the life of Thomas. Dondaine suggests that Gerattithe idea of
gathering in one book edifying anecdotes of theedivof
Dominicans who lived in those first decades of @ler. This
would have been the source of Miae fratrum332 the very first

31. A.DONDAINE, “Saint Pierre martyr. Etudes,”Archivum  Fratrum
Praedicatorum23 (1953), pp. 67-162.

32. GERARDI DE FRACHETO Vitae fratrum Ordinis Praedicatorum necnon
Cronica Ordinis ab anno MCCIIl usque ad MCCLIE. B. M. REICHERT;
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document where appear some anecdotes of Aquinfes'svithout
naming him explicitly. Gerald would probably havatliered them
in May of 1256, when the General Chapter of theeDmhet in
Paris, and Thomas, in the midst of great oppositiothe men-
dicants, had just been promoted to Master in Tlggolénother
Dominican, Thomas of Cantimpré, would write a simiWwork33

with a parallel anecdote about St. Thomas, but ezaggerated.

Aside from these authors, there exist dozens ofoficsl
documents of all sorts which make reference to Tds®#xquinas or
his nearer relatives. Fr. Laurent published an lexttecollection in
19374 and since then little has been added: as an egartip@
passages of the sermons of Remigio Fiorentino thighpersonal
memories of Thomas Aquind3.There are other known mentions
to Aquinas not included by Laurent in his collenticeven if
present in important documenrifsfor they add nothing to what we
already know. The documents published by Laurergngthen,
summarize or complete the biographical profile med by the
first biographers. One brief enumeration can giaeidea of the
type of information contained in Laurent’s preciaatlection: the
two letters written by Pope Alexander to the Chancellor of the
University of Paris in 1256, referring to the prdina of
St. Thomas to Master in Theology; the proceedirfgdh® actions
undertaken by the Holy See against those who wga@st this

J. J. BRTHIER, Monumenta Ordinis Fratrum Praedicatorum Histgrich,
E. Charpentier & J. Schoonjans, Lovanii, 1896.

33. THOMAS CANTIMPRATANUS, Miraculorum et exemplorum memorabilium
sui temporis libri dupDuaci, 1597; bEM, Bonum universale de apihuBaltazar
Bellerus, Duaci, 1627. Frachet’s and Cantimpré’s gg&ss about Thomas can be
found also in A. ERRUA (ed.),op. cit, pp. 379-381, and 387-388.

34. M. H.laurRenT (ed.), Fontes vitae Sancti Thomae Aquinatis,
t. 6: DocumentaRevue Thomiste, Saint Maximin [Var], 1937.

35. Edited by E. RNELLA, “Note di biografia domenicana tra XIll e XIV
secolo,”Archivum Fratrum Praedicatorun®4 (1984), pp. 264-268.

36. For instance, 18PHANUS DE SALANIACO; BERNARDUS GUIDONIS, De
quattuor in quibus Deus Praedicatorum Ordinem insig. Ed. TH. KAEPPEL|,
Monumenta Ordinis Fratrum Praedicatorum Histor2, Institutum Historicum
Fratrum Praedicatorum, Romae, 1949.
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promotion; another pontifical letter, of 1259, dre tdisturbances
against Thomas, which continued three years af$goriomotion to
the degree of Master; some notes referring to #sgdation of
Thomas as General Preacher of the Dominican Prewf&ome;
etc. The most attractive aspect of these docunfentbe historian
is that, often, they constitute official documetttat attest highly
contemporary events.They have, thus, a great reliability. On the
other hand, it is impossible to produce a biogregdhprofile of
Thomas only on this solid base, because it is tagnfientary. The
earliest biographers remain a most valuable comphrto these
writings.

I mentioned above that these sources are the fusntahbasis
that has made possible the development of histosicalies on
Thomas Aquinas. However, their value is based eir #ntiquity;
for that reason, it is possible to ask what thegtrioute to our
discussion otontemporaryresearch. The answer is that, although
many of these sources were known by the main hast®iof recent
centuries —Oudid® Echard3® Touron40 de Rubeig! or Berj6n?2

37. Examples of the sources used by Laurent arBENFLE;
AE. CHATELAIN (eds.),Chartularium Universitatis Parisiensis. 1: Ab annomcc
usque ad annumvccLxxxvi, Ex typis fratrum Delalain, Parisiis, 1899;
B. M. REICHERT (ed.), Acta capitulorum generalium Ordinis Praedicatorum
Monumenta Ordinis Praedicatorum Historica, 3, Typpgia Polyglotta S. C. de
Propaganda Fidei, Romae, 1898H. KAEPPEL; A. DONDAINE (eds.), Acta
capitulorum provincialium provinciae Romanae (12424) Monumenta
Ordinis Praedicatorum Historica, 20, Institutum tHicum Fratrum Praedi-
catorum, Romae, 1941.

38. CasiMIrRl Oubint Commentarius de scriptoribus Ecclesiae antiquis
illorumque scriptis tam impressis quam manuscriptis 3 vols., M. G.
Weidmann, Lipsiae, 1722.

39. J. QUETIF; J. EcHARD, Scriptores Ordinis praedicatorum recensiti,
notisque historicis et criticis illustrati, opus gusingulorum vita, praeclareque
gesta referuntur, chronologia insuper, seu tempus quisque floruit certo
statuitur, 2 vols., J. B. Ch. Ballard & N. Simart, LutetiaeriBarum, 1719-1721.

40. A.TouroN, La vie de S.Thomas d’Aquin, de I'Ordre des Fréres
Précheurs,Docteur de I'Eglise. Avec un exposé ddos#rine et de ses ouvrages
Chez Gissey, Bordelet, Savoye et Henry, Paris, 1#8%f of the importance of
this works is the early Italian translation by DebRis: La Vita di S. Tommaso
d’Aquino dell'ordine dei FF. predicatori, dottor da Chiesa, colla sposizione
della dottrina e dell'opere di lui scritta in lingu francese dal R.P. Antonio
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for instance—, until quite recently their reliabjliand relative
weight as historical evidences was not clear. Bvel®11, as great
a scholar as Primmer could be mistaken when thantkiat Peter
Calo was the oldest and most important biograpHerSaint
Thomas, the source for Tocco, Gui, €Only in the 1920's —
although with precedents®-would be published definitive critical
studies on the order and relative importance aéehgographical
sources: thus, the articles of Peltan 1920 and Jansséfisn
1924. Certainly, there have been later discovefigsnstance, the
already mentioned fourttecensioof William of Tocco’sYstorig
that showed that information supposedly due to &elrGui was,
in fact, based on that final version of Tocco’s kvddut, even with
these exceptions, the most important bases foknoe/ledge of
Aquinas’s biography were definitely laid after 1920

The instrumental condition for these studies, and the
conseqguent advance in historical knowledge, was Ha#laded to
before— the general diffusion of these sources. Thain

Touron religioso dello stesso ordine e tradottaI'ébma italiano, Occhi,

Venezia, 1753, 2 vols.; and the also contemporpaniBh versionVida histérica

de Santo Tomas de Aquino, de la Orden de Predieadd@octor de la Iglesia,
con exposicién de su doctrina y de sus obfaansl. JDE VELASCO, Imprenta
Real, Madrid, 1795, 2 vols.

41. I. F. B. M.pE RuBEIs, De gestis et scriptis ac doctrina Sancti Thomae
Aquinatis dissertationes criticae et apologeticde B. Pasquali, Venetiis, 1750,
XvI+316 pp.

42. A.BERJON YVAzZQUEZ REAL, Estudios criticos acerca de las obras de
Santo Tomas de Aquinist. Tip. de la Viuda é Hijos de Tello, Madri®9®, 409
pp-

43. Cf. Primmer's introduction to his edition oETRus CaLo, “Vita
S. Thomae Aquinatis,” in D. M.RRMMER (ed.), Fontes vitae S. Thomae
Aquinatiscit.

44. For example, P. MiDONNET, “Pierre Calo et la Iégende de S. Thomas,”
Revue Thomist0 (1912), pp. 508-516.

45. F. RLsTER “Die é&lteren Biographen des hl. Thomas von Aquiioe
kritische Studie,”Zeitschrift fiir katholische Theologid4 (1920), pp. 242-274,
366-397.

46. E. MNsSENs “Les prémiers historiens de la vie de Saint Thomas
d’Aquin,” Revue Néoscolastique de Philosoptigé (1924), pp. 201-214, 325-
352, 452-476.
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instrument of this task, in my opinion, was tBepplementf the
Revue Thomistewhich from 1911 to 1937 published the six
volumes of thd=ontes vitae S. Thomae Aquinatis notis historitis e
criticis illustrati, published first by Primmer and later by
Laurent?” By means of theRevue Thomistethe biographies of
Tocco, Gui, and Calo, along with the documents bé t
canonization process, and the various texts celiebly Laurent,
were accessible to all in a comfortable, reliabded partly
annotated edition. It is true that certain othesség sources were
not included there. Yet, this publication and thesequent critical
studies permitted that a group of historians waile to us, in the
following years, a definitive advance in our higtal knowledge
about Thomas Aquinas.

b) The Biographers

One of the earliest critics of the relative valdetlee sources
published in theRevue Thomistevas Pierre Mandonnet, who in
1920 wrote the first —if | am not mistaken— complet
biographical framework of St. Thomas in the light these
publications?® Shortly after, in 1925, the publisher of the
collection, D. Priimmer, produced a similar wé¥k.

47. The complete series of documents was reprintad a
book: D. M. RRUMMER; M. H. LAURENT (eds.),Fontes vitae S. Thomae Aquinatis
notis historicis et criticis illustratirepr. #'ed., Privat, Tolosae, 1937, 6 vols., 532
pp. Later on, A. Ferrua published another usefllection, with some important
differences in the selection of documents, and gusthe standard Latin
spelling: A. FERRUA (ed.), S. Thomae Aquinatis vitae fontes praecipuig 411
pp-

48. P. MANDONNET, “Chronologie sommaire de la vie et des écrits alats
Thomas,”"Revue des Sciences Philosophiques et Théologigu&9820), pp. 142-
152.

49. D. RUMMER, “De chronologia vitae S. Thomae Aquinatis,” inS8aBO
(ed.), Xenia Thomistica t. 3:Tractatus historico-criticos continensTypis
Polyglottis Vaticanis, Romae, 1925, pp. 1-8.
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Following this series of publications, a young Doitan,
Angelus Walz, presented in 1927 as a doctoral ghésithe
Angelicum hisDelineatio vitae S. Thomae de Aquifdlong the
following years, the study of Fr. Walz would maturentil it
became the first biography of quasi-universal exiee. While the
biography published in 1941 by Taurisbhavas, to a certain
degree, the most up-to-date work; nevertheless hapsr due to
political circumstances— it never enjoyed the samenber of
translations that would end up giving universalnpireence to the
work of Walz, whose biography of St. Thomas woudpblished
first in Italian, in 19452 it would be later translated to English in
the United States, in 19%5%;it had a German edition in 1953;
and, finally, in 19622 arrived the French version prepared by P.
Novarina, which would be the one that truly woulévail: this is
also probably due to postwar circumstances.

The success, and the set of translations thatwelip would be
repeated in 1974 with the biography of Fr. Jamesski¢gpl>6
which replaced the one of Walz as the preferregregice point.

In addition, in 1993, the biography of Fr. Jeanrfeiel orrelp’
was published, soon translated into the major laggs, and that

50. A. M. WaLz, Delineatio vitae S. Thomae de Aquifrontificio Collegio
Angelico, Romae, 1927. Cibkm, “Chronotaxis vitae et operum S. Thomae de
Aquino,” Angelicum 16 (1939), pp. 463-473.In 1925, Walz had pulelish
already his article “De Alberti Magni et Sancti Thae Aquinatis personali ad
invicem relatione,”Angelicum 2 (1925), pp. 299-319, and also his study “De
Aquinatis e vita discessu,” in Sz&0¢ (ed.),op. cit, pp. 41-55.

51. I. TAURISANO, San Tommaso d’AquinMarietti, Torino, 1941.

52. A.M.WaLz, San Tommaso d’Aquino. Studi biografici sul Dottore
Angelicq Edizioni Liturgiche, Roma, 1945, 238 pp.

53. Ibem, Saint Thomas Aquinas: A Biographical Stutdiie Newman Press,
Westminster [Maryland], 195%;+254 pp.

54. Ipem, Thomas von Aquin. Lebensgang und Lebenswerk deseRider
Scholastik Thomas Morus Verlag, Basel, 1953, 152 pp.

55. Ibem, Saint Thomas d’AquirEd. P. MVARINA, Publications Univer-
sitaires de Louvain, Louvain - Paris, 1962, 245 pp.

56. J. A. WaisHEIPL, Friar Thomas d’Aquino: His Life, Thought, and Warks
1% ed., Doubleday, Garden City [New York], 19%4,+464 pp.; ¥ ed., The
Catholic University of America Press, Washingtor3,%i1+486 pp.
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immediately became the new reference point, thatlésted until
today.

It is worth considering several points about thiscession of
biographies.

In the first place, we recall that there are mbntone hundred

books published in the $0century that are biographies or

introductions of a historical character to St. Tlagm\quinas. Very
few of them are translated to other languages.ssee number
have been translated, like those just mentioned]ltthe western
languages. Such success indicates the quality edetlselected
works.

Allow me a very condensed judgment of them: theliuaf
the biography of Walz is found in its properly listal and
geographic contextualization of the life of St. Tiras. Of the three
authors, Walz is the only one that is primarilyistdrian, and —in
my opinion— the value of his work has not been asspd by his
successors. On the other hand, Walz does not discesdoctrinal
guestions thoroughly: both Weisheipl and Torreltpsiss him in
this sense. Finally, the work of Walz, while it tiomes to be valid
in the basic scheme of Aquinas’s biography —theiilll discuss
shortly— it has nevertheless aged in regards tdititkngs of the
other two thematic nuclei of the Thomist historiginy: the
authenticity and the chronology of his writings.

On the other hand, the work of Weisheipl, accordmg/hat he
himself says in the prologue, is not the resuljesdrs of work as a
biographer, but only of his desire to render a quegik tribute to
St. Thomas in 1974, on the seventh centenary of
death. However, the scientific quality of Fr. Weigh, one of the
greatest students of St. Albert the Great in th8 @éntury, is
visible, such that his work nobly meets the purpafseforming us
about the biography of Aquinas. Weisheipl, whileesianot make
use of all of the excellent bibliography availalidees deal with the

57. J. P. ©RrRELL, Initiation & saint Thomas d’Aquin. Sa personne @b s
oeuvre 1% ed., Editions Universitaires de Fribourg - Edisoiu Cerf, Fribourg
[Suisse] - Paris, 1993y +592 pp.; 2% ed., 2003xviil +646 pp.
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most important works. His main contribution, in ginion, is his
great narrative quality. There are, perhaps, nerdbiographies of
St. Thomas as pleasant as the one by Weisheiilidnit remains
unsurpassed.

Finally, the biography of Torrell is also not thaf a
professional historian. As the author tells us,wrete this book
due to the circumstance, rather fortuitous, of hguad to write
the article “Thomas d'Aquin” for the Dictionnaire de
Spiritualité that is precisely the reason of the special sulgjethe
second volume of his work, “Thomas Aquinas, SpalitMaster.”
However, Fr. Torrell has an exceptional knowledfghe Thomist
bibliography, and his book serves to bring the eeag to date as
to the state of historical studies (except, perhdps specific
subjects and specialized readers). This is, | thimk greatness of
this work, which justifies its present positionreference.

Based on what | have said, | would like to draw a
conclusion: the works of biographical reference,f@any decades,
have not surpassed one another from the striatigraphical point
of view, because they depend on the same soumgghase have
been known and, in general, properly valued from 1920's
onward, or if preferred, from the publication in319of the final
volume of theFontes vitaeFrom another point of view, it could be
said that all of these works surpass one anothendsns of their
own particular merits, which in general have reradivalid. On
the other hand, the modern works far improve onalder in the
fields of the authenticity and of the chronology Afuinas’s
writings, a fact that indicates a&ertain independence —I
emphasize “certain”— of these thematic nuclei wehpect to the
biographical sources, which | will comment uporefat

Something similar occurs with some old publicatioob
prominent scholars which deal wifipecificaspects of the life of
St. Thomas. An example is the long series of semsditles
published between 1924 and 1925 by Mandonnet orm@ko
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Aquinas’s time as a Dominican novieehis entering the Order,
his confinement by his family, his studies in Paaisd Cologne
under the guidance of St. Albert the Great. Thisillfgk
investigation, although outdated in some pointstiooes being an
unsurpassed reference for this stage in the lif8toThomas, and
its full content is not found in the books that weve
commented. This could equally be said of the studiethe family
and childhood of Thomas written in 1923 by Pefster in 1901
and 1924 by ScandoféSimilarly, there are articles of Walz on
concrete points of Aquinas’s biography that are mmiuded
completely in his book: thus, for example, hisc&s on Thomas’s
stay in the papal court of Urban IV, published #6251 or on
Aquinas’s presence in the papal court of Viterboblished in
195582 or on his trip to the Council of Lyon, published 196183
etc. And, in addition, there is an entire book bywl¥Vdedicated

58. P. MANDONNET, “Thomas d’Aquin, novice précheur (1244-1246),”
Revue Thomiste29 (1924), pp. 243-267, 370-390, 529-547; 30 $)9@p. 3-24,
222-249, 393-416, 489-533.

59. F. RLsTER ‘I parenti prossimi di S. Tommaso d’Aquinol’a Civilta
Cattolica, 74 (1923), pp.299-313;pkm, “La giovinezza di S. Tommaso
d’Aquino. Studio critico sulle fonte,La Civilta Cattolicg 74 (1923), pp. 385-
400; bem, “La famiglia di S. Tommaso d’Aquino. Studi sufienti,” La Civilta
Cattolica, 74 (1923), pp. 401-410.

60. F. SANDONE, Documenti e congetture sulla famiglia e sulla patdi
S. Tommaso d’Aquind. D. D’Auria, Napoli, 1901;bem, “La vita, la famiglia e
la patria di S. Tommaso,” iBan Tommaso d’Aquino O. P. Miscellanea storico-
artistica, A. Manuzio, Roma, 1924, pp. 1-110. It could bigl ¢he same of many
other articles, such as, for instance, RNBONNET, “La Caréme de S. Thomas
d’Aquin a Naples (1273),” itan Tommaso d’Aquino O. P. Miscellanea storico-
artistica cit.,, pp. 195-212;Ipem, “Thomas d'Aquin lecteur a la curie
romaine. Chronologie du séjour (1259-1268),” in 860 (ed.), op. cit, pp. 9-
40; etc.

61. A. WaLz, “L’Aquinate a Orvieto,”Angelicum 29 (1952), pp. 176-190.

62. Ibbem, “L’Aquinate a Viterbo,” Memorie Domenicane72 (1955),
pp. 189-202.

63. IbeEM, “Le dernier voyage de saint Thomas d’Aquin. Itarées de saint
Thomas,” Nova et Vetera 36 (1961), pp. 289-297. Cbdm, “Wege des
Aquinaten,”Historisches Jahrbuchvy7 (1958), pp. 221-228.
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to the places in which St. Thomas lived or st&§iedathich are only
tangentially touched upon in his biography of Aqsn

| have tried to show you, then, a double paradaxtte one
hand, the best biographical publications do notssale one
another, with each usually containing additiondbimation that
does not appear in later works; on the other hdmose same
publications share the same fundamental biographiseleus, at
least since 1920 or, for some aspects clarified Layrent's
collection of documents, since 1937. The permanefdbe basic
evidence and the richness of the posterior histbresearch is due
to the meritorious task of the diffusion of the sms and their
proper critical analysis.

c) Periodization

Which would be, then, the basic scheme of the biggy of
St. Thomas, which has been accepted for years? Wkd c
summarize it as follow&®

Thomas was born at the beginning of 1225 or shdmffore,
probably in the castle of Roccasecca, to the rafrthiaples, which
was imperial territory at that time. The youngen 6 a noble and
numerous family, his parents sent him, when heheddive years
old, to the monastery in Montecassino, where hen&ghhis first
letters.

When he turned fourteen years old, he was senthé&
University of Naples. There he obtained an earlgvledge of the
doctrines of Aristotle and Avicenna, which were ibeghg to be
assimilated in the West.

64. IbeM, Luoghi di San Tommasselerder, Roma, 1961.

65. Cf. the biographical works of reference mentibefore, especially
A. M. WALz, San Tommaso d'Aquin@it.; J. A. WEISHEIPL, Friar Thomas
d’Aquinocit.; J. P. BRRELL, Initiation a saint Thomas d’Aquiait.

388



ADVANCES IN OUR HISTORICAL KNOWLEDGE OF THOMAS AQWNAS

Still more determinative of the life of Thomas Agas was his
contact with the Dominicans of Naples. From thenmdiseovered
his vocation to constant study and unconditionatiéng of the
truth. But, as usually happens with new institusiom the Church,
the recent Order of Preaching was seen with distewven by
excellent Christians, such as the mother of Thonvas, was head
of the family at that time. Received as a novicthatbeginning of
1244, his superiors decided to secretly send hinfriEmce, a
powerful kingdom where the influences of the Agsidamily in
the imperial court would not have any effect. Asasural, this did
not please the family. When they discovered tha,plae mother
ordered him detained, and locked him up in a cdstlenging to
her estate. After approximately a year, his farfiied him, and he
was able to continue his way to Paris.

In Montecassino, St. Thomas assimilated the old ason
culture. In Naples, the new Greek and Arab philbgopuring his
forced confinement, he assimilated the Bible, trenmobject of
study for traditional theology. He still lacked gnghetic vision,
which Thomas would find in Paris, which was them timost
important city of Europe and the seat of its mamvdrsity. There
in 1245, St. Albert the Great had been assigneddoupy a
Dominican chair of Theology. A dense and eruditakdr, the
most prestigious of his time, Albert soon discodefdhomas, and
in 1248 he took Thomas to Cologne in order to foastudiumof
the Order. From then until 1252, Thomas learnednfrthis
exceptional teacher, who would cultivate his peaggd intelligence
and would bring him to maturity. That year St. Atbwas asked to
designate a candidate for the Dominican Chair oédltgy in
Paris: he had to insist that Thomas, at that pmiht 27 years old,
would be accepted.

According to the established custom in the Uniwersf Paris,
St. Thomas commented on tl&entencesof Peter Lombard: it
would be his second longest work, and in it therati@ristics of
the Thomist doctrine are already found. In AprilMay of 1256,
he obtained the degree of Master in Theology. Rurihe
following years he composed hiQuaestiones disputatae de
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veritateand commented on tiige Trinitateof Boethius. Supported
by his already excellent prestige, he took pathandefense of the
mendicant orders, which were being attacked byelgart of the
university faculty. Perhaps the tensions of thisglacontroversy
caused his return to Italy, towards the end of 1259

In 1260, Thomas was named General Preacher of tneaR
Province of his Order. A year later, Urban IV acegdo the
Papacy, and brought together a select group of shestcience in
his court in Orvieto. Along with them, St. Thomadlaborated in
laying the intellectual foundations for the reimeggpn to the
Catholicism of the Eastern Churches, which was iobth
transitorily few years later. HisCatena aurea composed by
express desire of the Pope, marks a landmark irptbgressive
assimilation of the Greek theological tradition blyatin
theology. Also by order of Urban IV, who institutéte solemnity
of Corpus Christi, Thomas composed perhaps itsrgiital
office. He began to receive consultations from aler Europe,
which dealt with extremely varied subjects, astteatment due to
the Jews or the interest due for sales which affoywestponed
payments.

Urban died at the end of 1264, and Thomas was @dd#dre
following year to found a Dominicastudiumin Rome. There he
initiated theSumma Theologiachis greatest work and the most
classic exhibition of theological science. Alsoidgtfrom this time
are some of his writings of greater speculativetliepke the
Quaestiones disputatae de potentie initiated, in addition, his
commentaries on the works of Aristotle. For thiglemaking, he
used the new translations of William of Moerbekboihas was, at
the very least, a most privileged recipient ofa@ks.

In 1269, Aquinas returns to his chair in the Unsiigrof Paris,
to take part in the second antimendicant contrgvarsl to fight
against the so-calletlatin Averroism Meanwhile, and until he
died, Aquinas also continued his commentaries oistdtte, his
writing of the Summa Theologiaeand expounded the Pauline
corpus in masterful classes. Three years laterjnibésvention in
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Paris had transformed the intellectual atmosphefe tre
University, and he returned to Italy.

Thomas established a chair of Theology in the cond
Naples, where he would produce his last writind®er€, in
addition, he carries out pastoral work in service the
town: according to contemporary witnesses, thaegity went to
listen to his preaching in the cathedral.

Twenty years of incessant work, with days of maoyre and
part of his nights dedicated to prayer, nevertlsete®s not seem to
have left him tired. But, around thd' ®f December of 1273, he
underwent an intense inner experience, and histtheclined
quickly: In comparison with that which has been revealed Inee
had to confess to his secretagyerything that | have written seems
to me like strawOn his way to the Il Council of Lyon, he passed
away in the monastery of Fossanova, on tfeo? March of
1274. He was 49 years old.

This constitutes, in general terms, the scheme aomtmall the
contemporary biographies, derived from the bestwedge of the
main sources. But, as | also have mentioned to lyased on this
common structure, the various biographies take euwdfit
forms. These complements are due, in good pathet@xtremely
extensive field of the historical study, that ist ntmited
specifically to the biography of Aquinas. To givense examples,
there is research on the intellectual life of theninican Order in
the Medieval Agéé on the terminology of the medieval
university®” on the secretaries of St. Thontdsgtc. The field is
immense and we can not deal with it here evensimamary way.

66. Cf., for instance, W. A. INNEBUSCH, The History of the Dominican
Order: Intellectual and Cultural Life to 1500lba House, New York, 1966-
1973, 2 vols.

67. Cf., for example, O. WUERS Terminologie des Universités au Xllle
siecle Edizioni dell’Ateneo, Roma, 198X..11+437 pp.

68. Especially A. DNDAINE, Secrétaires de Saint ThomaEditori di S.
Tommaso, Roma, 1956, 2 vols.
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3. AUTHENTICITY OF THEWRITINGS ATTRIBUTED TOAQUINAS

On the other hand, it is necessary to review, d@vbriefly, the
other two great nuclei of contemporary historicaldstigation: the
authenticity of Thomistic writings and their chréogy. These are
the two fields where it is possible to find cleadvances in
contemporary historical studies. This, obviouslydicates a
variation in method, since —as | have mentioned—e th
biographical sources are common ground for all istudhe
advance, then, comes from another source: maislyvall show
next, from the earliest catalogs of the Thomistigpas, and from
the analysis of the manuscript tradition.

The preparation and use of catalogues to estainstt works
were composed by St. Thomas is ancient: the olosgst that we
have is, probably, from around 1297r perhaps 129% If we
consider the official lists of books for sale ae tbniversity of
Paris, that date is pushed back to 1275, approgignétHowever,
the various catalogs differ from one other, so tieir use as
proofs was not always trustworthy. The great charige my
opinion, began to occur in 1899, when Antonio Benjécompiled
most of the oldest catalogs and compared them d¢b ether, in
order to establish the authenticity (or not) oftimgs traditionally
attributed to St. Thomas.The result remarkably improves upon

69. s. THOMAE DE AQUINO Opera omnia iussu Leonis XIII M. edita, t. 40:
Introductio generalis. Les opuscules de Saint Tronfa Sanctae Sabinae,
Romae, 1969, p. VI, note 8.

70. This was the reading of Shooner: cf.PJ. TOrRRELL, “La pratique
pastorale d’un théologien du Xllle siécle. Thoma&qdin predicateur,”Revue
Thomiste82 (1982), p. 14, note 6.

71. Cf. J. BsTrRez Etudes critigues sur les oeuvres de saint Thomas
d’Aquin d’apres la tradition manuscrité. 1, J. Vrin, Paris, 1933, p. 63, n. 3. See
also the introduction of R4. GiLs to the Leonine edition dde malq p. 3*, n. 8.

72. Cf. A.BERJON YVAZQUEZ REAL, Estudios criticogit. The precedents of
this methodology begin in the % Zentury, with the Spanish scholar Pedro de
Alva y Astorga, according to H. VHOONER Listes anciennesit., p. 1-2. Oddly
enough, Shooner, who has known the work of Berjgmolies him completely in
his history of this method: chidem p. 2.
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the collection of Aquinas’s works published in Paffrand Pari&*

a few decades before, or the catalogue of the ocgueary great
scholar Ulysse Chevalié?, although it has some small —and
easily explainable— errors.

A few years later, in 1909, Pierre Mandonnet pliglisa series
of eight articleg® with similar content as that of Berjén (who,
oddly enough, is not even mentioned). Mandonneteased the
number of analyzed catalogs, and he grouped thetableshing
families according to their mutual dependency. Wigheat
shrewdness, he emphasized the special value ofcétaog
presented in the process of canonization by BatheWw of
Capua, the Chief Notary of the Kingdom of Sicilydenend of the
Postulator William of Tocco. For decades, and uriderinfluence
of Mandonnet, this catalog would be considered ‘thificial”
amongst scholarg.Its main peculiarities are, first, that it is very
sparse, and second that its author seems to hisalgleknowledge
of the intervention of one or several other secieta of
St. Thomas. With very strict criteria, and —accogito scholarly
opinion today— correctly, Mandonnet defended thinexticity of

73. Cf. THoMAE DE AQuUINO Opera omnia ad fidem optimarum editionum
accurate recognitaTypis Petri Fiaccadori, Parmae, 1852-1869, 24.vol

74. Cf.THOMAE DE AQUINO Opera omnia ..Ed.: S. E. RETTE P. MARE,
Apud Ludovicum Vives, Parisiis, 1871-1879, 32 vols.

75. Cf. U. GiEVALIER, Catalogue critique des oeuvres de St. Thomas
d’Aquin, 2" ed., Sibillat, Romans, 1888, 16 pp.

76. Cf. P. M\NDONNET, “Des écrits authentiques de Saint Thomas d'Aduin,
Revue Thomisted7 (1909), pp. 38-55, 155-181, 257-274, 441-8R-573, 678-
691; 18 (1910), pp. 62-82, 289-307. It was publissieortly afterwards as a book,
promptly improved and reedited, that became thgoedof referenceDes écrits
authentiques de Saint Thomas d’AquiRevue Thomiste, Toulouse, 1910, 142
pp.; 2% ed., Imprimerie de I'Oeuvre de Saint-Paul, Frilpp[Buisse], 1910, 158
pp.

77. Cf., for instance, the now obsolete PN&/E, “Le catalogue officiel des
oeuvres de S. Thomas d’Aquin. Critique - Originealédr,” Archives d’Histoire
Doctrinale et Littéraire du Moyen Aga (1928), pp. 25-103.
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writings contained in this catalog, and rejectextept for very
solid reasons, any works absent from this’fist.

In 1931, Martin Grabmann published a similar stfitlgn
improved edition of the one he had published in01825rabmann
was less strict than Mandonnet in his selectioauthentic works,
but contributed documents of extreme importancen tatalogs
conserved in Prague, of content very similar tot thed
Bartholomew of Capu Years later, and as | mentioned before,
one of this ancient catalogues was dated circa {2&haps even
1293), and the other to a similar date. This mdaask by no less
than 20 years the origin of the catalog used byHd&mew in the
canonization process. His list was no longer thécial” catalog,
prepared for the canonical process, but it wasdawen oldest.

In the end, this family of catalogs, completed wsttime other
elements that | will mention shortly, has provideé main basis
for determining the works of St. Thomas. The clsasample of
this is the introduction placed by the Leonine @ditat the
beginning of their edition of Aquinastsusculain 196982 In this
brief exposition, that sets the ground for the ct&da of the
authenticopusculaof Aquinas to be edited, the alleged catalogs
and ancient collections are precisely those use&Gitapbmann in
1931: a remarkable fact, because the Leonine Cosmomisvas
able to perform a much more complete tracking ofusaripts3

78. Cf., for instance, the criteria of the Leonirdit@rs in s. THOMAE DE
AQuINO Opera omnia iussu Leonis XIII Rl edita, t. 40 cit., puin-x.

79. M. RABMANN, Die Werke des hl. Thomas von Aquin. Eine
literarhistorische Untersuchung und EinfihryngAschendorff, Muinster in
Westfalen, 1931xv+372 pp.

80. M. (RaBMANN, Die echten Schriften des hl. Thomas von Aquin. Auf
Grund der alten Kataloge und der handschriftlichebedieferung festgeste|lt
Aschendorff, Mlinster in Westfalen, 1920 +275 pp.

81. M. QRABMANN, Die Werkecit., pp. 91-99.

82. Cf.s. THOMAE DE AQUINO Opera omnia iussu Leonis XlII M. edita t.
40 cit., p.u-x.

83. H. F. oNDAINE; H. V. SHOONER Codices manuscripti operum Thomae
de Aquingt. 1, Commisio Leonina, Romae, 1967; H. \WOBNER t. 2, 1973;
IDEM, t. 3, Les Presses de I'Université de Montréalnivieal - Paris, 1985. The
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and Shooner even produced his splendid doctoralstten these
old lists of Thomist writings in 1973

The use of the ancient catalogs has been a grigatitdeed, to
find which writings attributed to Aquinas are trubuthentic.
However, some doubts remain. Occasionally, in tmeiesat
catalogs, some writings of St. Thomas are alludety an a
generic, imprecise way: thus, for instance, thenses, that are
only mentioned as a group. There are also writmgstioned by
other relevant sources, that in the catalogs areneationed at all.
In such situations, is required a study case bye cak the
manuscript tradition, the sources employed, the triohec
expounded, etc. The results are convincing in scases, in others
not so much.

It is important to find new ways to clarify the raiming
doubtful cases; and, for this, the first biograghet Aquinas, our
main source of information about his life, have rbeeund
unreliable. The reason is that their catalogs deépen some
ancient collections of Thomas’s writings, and timalgsis by the
Leonine Commission has shown that, beginning ajréathe first
years of the 1% century, new —and surely inauthentispuscula
were being added quite indiscriminately to tH®mThese
contaminated compilations were copied, extendirggatiribution
errors. The consequence is that the primitive laiplgical sources
are not trustworthy, as far as the authenticityrledmistopuscula
is concerned. For that reason, as | indicated gbuesgle the
strictly biographical scheme of St. Thomas is bdsedamentally
on the diffusion and criticism of these source® thost recent
biographies far surpass the older ones in regartisetauthenticity

following volumes are being prepared presentlyhalgh the basic work is
already done.

84. Cf. H. V. $I00NER Listes anciennesit.

85. Cf.s. THOMAE DE AQUINO Opera omnia iussu Leonis XlII M. edita t.
40 cit., p.u-x.
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of Thomistic writings, because the study of the usamipt
tradition, in particular, continues to shed newign the subjec

A promising methodology of general utility in tHigld of the
authenticity of Aquinas’s works derives from comgrutcience and
statistics. Specifically, Fr. R. Busalsdex Thomisticusllows to
perform sophisticated stylometric studies for d#himg the
Thomist authenticity (or not) of a writiri,as well as its relative
chronology, which | will discuss next. | expect thhis way of
study will develop to become one of our main sosired
knowledge in these regards.

4. THE CHRONOLOGY OFAQUINAS SWRITINGS

It remains to touch upon the field of the chronglogf
Thomistic works, in which even today we continue rtiake
advances. There exists, of course, the testimonlyeo§ources, but
this is relatively sparse and not always trustworirhe primitive
catalogs have almost nothing to say on the datmwiposition of
the works. The study of the manuscript traditionasionally gives
some data, but rarely. The comparison of mutualuénfces,
sometimes easily deceptive, is also sparing imessilts. In these
conditions, the fundamental advance of th& @éntury, which has
made possible a great progress in this field ofdtm®nology of
Aquinas’s works, has been the criterion of soufges.

86. In this field, it is particularly expected timext publication of Fr. A.
OLivA, Les débuts de I'enseignement de Thomas d’Aquia ebsception de la
Sacra Doctrina. Edition du prologue de son Commieatdes Sentences de Pierre
Lombard J. Vrin, Paris, 2006, 432 pp.

87. Cf., for example, E. ®RVELLE, The Authorship of the ‘Roman
Commentary’: Stylometric and Semantic Approachesuthorship Identification
Master’s thesis, Universidad de Navarra, Pampla@@5s,ix+137 pp.

88. As instances of the intensive use of this nulagy, see R. A.
GAUTHIER, “Introduction historique,” in & THOMAS D'AQUIN, Contra Gentiles.
Livre premier P. Lethielleux, Paris, 1961, pp. 7-123; and RrY] Introductio, in
S.THOMAE AQUINATIS Liber de veritate catholicae fidei contra erroredidelium
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There are works contemporary to St. Thomas, and bigéiim
in some of his writings, whose date of composii®known. The
most famous of these are, perhaps, the transladn&reek
commentators on Aristotle made by William of Moek®g® of
whom St. Thomas was one of the first users. Thesefif, for
example, we know that Moerbeke, in the colophon hid
translation of the commentary to thi®e animaof Themistius,
mentions the date of the P2f November of 126%0 it is very
probable that the works of St. Thomas that usetthisslation are
later than that date: very probable, because #Hrereases in which
Moerbeke had produced a previous and fragmentasjore as is
known to be the case with his translation of theww@ntary on the
De caeloby Simplicius?!

By this route, researchers have been able to fiteraninus a
qguo” for many of St. Thomas’s works. Another methetlich can
add a possible terminwte quemis the alternation in the use of
sources. The most famous case, although not theord, is that
of the diverse Latin translations of th&letaphysics of
Aristotle 92 Without entering in details, it suffices to sayatth

seu Summa contra Gentilas 1, Marietti - Lethielleux, Augustae Taurinorum
Lutetiae Parisiorum, 196Xxxiv +683 pp.

89. Cf. W. VANHAMEL, “Biobibliographie de Guillaume de Moerbeke,” in J.
Brams, W. VANHAMEL (eds.), Guillaume de Moerbeke. Recueil d’études a
'occasion du 700e anniversaire de sa mort (1288uven University Press,
Leuven, 1989, pp. 301-383.

90. Cf.ibidem pp. 310, 356-357.

91. Cf. F. BssieR Filologisch-historische navorsingen over de
middeleeuwse en humanistische Latijnse vertalingende Commentaren van
Simplicius doctoral dissertation, Leuven, 1975pel, “Une traduction
fragmentaire du commentaire In De caelo de Simmi@t son influence sur le
commentaire In Metaphysicam de Thomas d’Aquin,Pinceedings of the World
Congress on Aristotle (Thessaloniki, August 7-14,8),%. 2, Publication of the
Ministry of Culture and Sciences, Athens, 1981, §8-172; W. \ANHAMEL, op.
cit., pp. 312-313, 354-356.

92. As examples of the first investigations in tfiedd, cf. B. GEYER, “Die
Ubersetzungen der aristotelischen ‘Metaphysik’ Abertus Magnus und Thomas
von Aquin,” Philosophisches JahrbucBO0 (1917), pp. 392-415; A. MisioN, “La
théorie aristotélicienne du temps chez les pétijgités médiévaux. Averroes,
Albert le Grand, Thomas d’Aquin,Revue Néoscolastique de Philosopt86
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St. Thomas changed to another Latin translationMbtaphysics
whenever he found a better di¥éAccording to the one which he
uses, the text of St. Thomas can be located innchogical
order. There are other similar techniques: the oSecomplete
versions in preference to incomplete ones —thislagxp the
famous variance in the numbering of Book Lambda thod
Metaphysics—24 the change in naming a text when a new
translation differs in its titte —as in the casetbé De partibus
animalium—®> etc.

This method of sources has been a true goldmine for
chronological discoveries. Nevertheless, it has oirtgnt
limitations. On the one hand, not all Thomas's wgé can be
dated in this way. In addition, many times the miatis only a
terminusa quoor ante quemAnd, in that time of manuscripts and
no printing, we do not always know for certainhétquotation of a
dated source belongs to the original redaction téxg or it is a
posterior annotation. Given these limitations, theethod of
sources, having fulfilled its remarkable serviceeems to be
practically exhausted. What more can be done toificldhe
chronology of the Thomistic corpus? The answemninopinion,
lies with stylometry: the statistical study of tk&olution of the
Thomist lexicon, with the aid of computer scieraed relying on a
powerful instrument like théndex Thomisticyscan provide the
next set of future valuable resulfs.

(1934), pp. 275-307; F.HEPsTER “Die Uebersetzungen der aristotelischen
‘Metaphysik’ in den Werken des hl. Thomas von AquiGregorianum 16
(1935), pp. 325-348, 531-561; (1936), pp. 377-48ee also the historical
introductions of recent Leonine editions.

93. Cf. J. P. BLLY JR, “The ‘alia littera’ in Thomas Aquinas ‘Sentenlilri
Metaphysicae’,Mediaeval Studies$0 (1988), pp. 562-563, 568-569.

94. Cf. R. A. QUTHIER, “La date du commentaire de saint Thomas sur
I"Ethique & Nicomaque’,"Recherches de Théologie Ancienne et Médiévae
(1951), pp. 66-105.

95. Cf.,, for instance, RIARC, op. cit, pp. 367-368.

96. Cf., for example, E. AARCON, Evolucion Iéxica y cronologia del corpus
tomista doctoral dissertation, Universidad de Navarramlana, 1998, 429 pp.
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5. CONCLUSION

| have tried to portray, in broad strokes, the madvances in
the three great areas of contemporary Thomist Hhmsto
graphy. From that which has been said, we can dsaveral
conclusions for our future work:

= First, the great importance of the diffusion of
documents for the advance of the research, as was
proved by theSupplemenbf the Revue Thomistawvith
its collection of biographical sources.

= Second, the importance of the research on mantscrip
as performed especially by the Leonine Commisgion,
further clarify the list of authentic writings of
St. Thomas.

» Finally, the necessity of using stylometric studies
corroborate the authenticity of texts and to fixith
chronology.

These are, in my opinion, the lines along whiclufetresearch
will develop.
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