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PREFACE

This dissertatlion aims at untangling certain of
the difficultles in the treatment of the questlion of
slavery to be found in the political writings of Aris-
totle and St. Thomas. It 1s strange that a political
theory whose general tendency is toward a limitation of

. &8l11l human dominions by the natural law, and toward an
emphasis on the moral character of the common good, and
the dignity of the person, should in this particular in-
stance seem to defend an institution which 1s symbolic
for us of tyranny, arbltrary rule, and the degradation
of human nature.

The intention of this dissertation is not to
pass judgment on an institution already historically
Judged, but to attempt to understand the principles on

"which Aristotle and St. Thomas were: each able to accept
certain forms of that institutlon, and to see how these
principles colored thelr precious theory of the kinds Qf
rule. It 1is best considered as a minor part of some
more comprehensive study of the kinds of human rule and
their relation to the common and private good.

I wish to thank all those who have assisted me
in the preparation of this work. I am especlally. grate-
ful to Dr. Waldemar Gurian for hils kind and learned di-
rection of my work and correction of the manuscript.
Since for welghty reasons he takes a less favorable view
of Aristotle's theory of slavery, than I have done in
this thesis, I hope that he will not be held responsible
for any of my personal opinions. Special thanks are .-
also due to Dr. Yves Simon for extremely useful sugges-
tions and corrections, and to my colleague Leo Shields
for suggestions .and criticisms. I am especially in-
debted also to the Rev. P.' 8. Moore, C.S.C. for his gen-
erous assistance in my graduate studies, and to Dr.
Mortimer J. Adler for introducing me to the study of the
political philosophy of St Thomas.
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Chapter 1|

INTRODUCTION:- SERVITUDE AND FREEDOM

The titanic rebirth in these times of doctrines
which divide the human race into tyrant races and slave
-races, tyrant classes and slave classes, tyrant leaders
and slave followers, has made freedom the most toplcal:
problem in political thought. We beglin to reallZe " that
the growth of Tyranny draws its nourishment from the dis-
order in soclety produced by a false notion of freedom,
liberalism. - We see that what now seems criminal egolism
in the totalitarian leaders i1s simply what liberalism
had hoped to multiply in society by granting self-expres-
-slon.to every individual. Cathollc philosophers 1n
particular find new meaning now in the ldea of lawful
authority and of the common good.1 They insist that the
true freedom which we have sought too blindly is not the
freedom to do what we please, but rather a terminal )
freedom, the freedom which a man comes to possess when
he lives according to law not because he is constrained
by outside forces, but because that law has become the
principle of a just order in his very soul.? Catholic .
culture, with a profound optimism, sims at bullding the
political order on an authority whose aim is the common
good conceived in moral and spiritual terms, convinced
-that as the members of the state become more interiorly
Just, the character of the external political rule will
depend less and less upon coerclon and restraint, and

1. The Encyclical of Leo XIII on "Human Liberty" (Libertas Praestan-

tissimm, 1888) explains the opposition of the Catholic Church
to Liberalism as an ethical system. The Church's insistence on
the unity of the lman race is re-emphasized in Pius XII's "Sum-
ni Pontificatus," 1939. : i
2. See. J. Lhritain, Freedom in the Modern World, 39-1}0 and Scholas-
" ticiem and Politics, Chapters IV and V. "Also Yves Simon, Nature -
 and Functions of Authority, 42-48. o i '

A
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. Yves Simon, The Nature and Functions of Authority, 38-39 while

6. The most obvious examples are theological; Aristotle's ktheory of :
. God as the Final Cause of the Universe, and St. Thomas'views on

INTRODUCTION: SERVITUDE AND FREEDOM

notorious "theory of natural slavery" in which, 1t has
beenn '1a,3 StTThémas acqulesces. Some have branded
both™aS T1at errors to be readily explained by the his-
torical limitations to which even great minds are sub-
ject. To others, however, this is a troubling solu--
tion,5 since they are haunted by the realization that
Aristotle and St. Thomas, whatever their historical lim-
itations, worked with principles of an eternal charac-
ter, so that even thelr errors are often useful guides

to truth.6 As things stand, the fact that we cannot as-
sure ourselves how much truth and how much error these
"authoritarian" views contaln, convicts us of not having
Yet developed a wholly satisfactory theory of authority .
and the relation of the person and the state. Until we .
have a satisfactory understanding of the "common good" .

we cannot solve these problems nor can we give a decisive
answer to the political heresies of our day.

3. For references to some European 'scholars who have held that St.
Thomas revived the Aristotleian justification of slavery. see
S. Talamo, Il Concetto dells Schiavitu de Aristotele ai Dottori '
scolasticl, 162f. and George O'Brien, An Essay on Medieval Eco- > /

nomic Teaching, Chapter 2, sec. 3, 88ff. O'Brien seems to.agree
with the authors he quotes. - : . o C :

4. Thus recently M. J. Adler has attempted to prove that the views
of Aristotle and St. Thomas on hoth these points is self-contra-
dictory. He believes that their fundsmental principles do in
fact lead to the conclusion that Democracy is the only truly. -
good form of govermment, "The Demonstration of Democracy,” The
Proceedings of the American Catholic Philosophical Association,
25 (1939), 122-165. Many of the difficulties regarding regal . .

».-rule have, however, been cleared up by M. Demongeot, le meilleur :
régime politique selon S. Thomas. Dr. Adler is mistaken in be- : '

... lleving that Demongeot's work is based on the disputed parts of :
De Regimine, see le meilleur regims, 1L4f., and "The Demonstra- ..
tion of Democracy," 146. Cere ' ' '

gradation of human dignity and repudiates the Aristotelian theo-
¥, sees a wisdom in St. Thomas' view that servitude has an his-
“torical necessity, Scholasticism and Politics, 139f, also 177f..

condemning slavery, points out some real difficultles i_n the
 problem, . E sl TR . i
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; e The following pPages are an attempt to treat one relation.ll ~Angé§2§_}fz-3§2?ted ?he slaveiasoiiggirsz;t
‘of :the symptomatic Problems which hasg been mentioned,’i : 1nsgf§§;$s 1o was an obJeot orwaTe oizaﬁismzomfort but
‘the question of natural slavery.' The problem here 1s - of & mans WorIdly goods, Of & means o i ng’, ‘
not to pass - judgment on the wisdom of slavery as an in- 1t also recognized in him a human pertona 1Z;ab1e‘un-v
~Stitution of antiquity, nor the record of the Christian ek lav of sIavéry, for exampls; 1s ine:ison T2 This

.-Church ang medieval cilvilization in tolerating slavery. . less e slav =5 _considered sowehow = p" the.reduction
and serfdom while removing 1ts basis. - Nop 1s the prob- | most absolute Senss of the term slavery, treme to which -
~lem to pass a practical judgment on the relevance of the .of man to pure property, vag at most an e; =2 ¢tice nor

- theory to contemporary soclial and economiec problems, Fi- | practice tended, 1t was neither the normal pra Trrcss

- nally the problem cannot even be to reach g definitive - opinion of ancient times. A ChrIstian thinker h : st;te
Judgment on the essential justice of any of the forms of Thomas pointed out unerringly the reﬁson whyrsucl S B
servitude, ‘since this depends on the relation of the - 1s incompatible with human natupe: “the rationa Zrto
private person ‘to the common good which 1s st11] under - |  ture, since it 1s of itself (de se), 1s not ordere "3
discussion.8 mqpe question 1is rather to state in detail another [creature] as to an end, e.g., a.man to a mané N

i the,Aristotelianvtheory in order ¥o Temove somg of the - Aristotle's Position 1s much more ambiguous, indeed, i

. niSum ErINE—ttand—ts 566 Hoy much,of;  s 1t will be Seen that he admitted personal characteris- -
1t ST mp“afrb‘l“é“‘ir“ifﬁ”é“‘h‘ifi‘“s“tiaxfprinci-‘ - tles, ror éxample friendship and the virtue of /t’empelll’- '
Ples. This explication may make clear at least what '1s  8nce 1n the .slave. ‘ o k

/ £ " ry" has been made common .
Mstorical character.. - Another view of "slavery

; T R to us by the phrase "wage-slavery"; in this sense slav-
It 1s well at the outset to p

PRI emOVe certain dif. oy 1s the exploitation of a workman by his more power-
- ‘fleulties that the word "slavery" 1tselr arouses. . Tt < ful master, This is a concept of great interest, but
- 72803 Lo most of us a condition in ¥hich & human being, Aristotle and St. Thomas alike vould have opposed such
8 rational and immortay person, Is treateq 53 O8h¥mar-  F . an exploitation, since 1t 1s an injustice in eXChange',
- or a machins, Tn which he I5 Teduced to mars PrOPenty. to g L : ‘ cal
"~ be used up on disposed of &t WITT b7 Kis ma§t§r?8““ﬁ§%”“ ' defi‘ Finally there 1s thebinﬁﬁrGEZiigc?gﬁioéigignx;ug‘
‘:VJjangelloc has poInteqd out,IvU the pagan living fﬁ“a:gbci-. 3 tnition of slavery given yf r;ed to lshor by positive
“aetyfgoverned-by tradition'fully understoog that;theTﬂ R EE~EEH§‘£P Hioh & vorker {5 fo lass who are‘nat forced
slave was a human being, and 1irf he treateg him othervwise ,"t F tnder7¢he control of a free ¢ has the advantage R
it vas the result of that love of expediency ang Indir- | "°debormhrs cefinition of slavery - R T
ference ‘to human dignity which marked every DPagan sdeinl - — - I 3 ' ' the e
Ll e Tt S b uwg g, Matne, Anctent Law, 158f. "The simple wish to use ;f;:e
;,(Fbotnote'continued) the Tmmaculate Conception furnigheq imié?_ ‘ o bodlly powers of another person as a means of ministering to
- tant principles for the correct doctrines, . . o L ‘

. one's oyn eage or pleasure is doubtless the’fOundgtién ofﬁe;gveryj,‘:
88 014 ag human nature." c ’ ’ S ; S
- G. R, Morrow, Plato's Law of Slavery in Its Relation to G?eek

law, o5, . © T B o o

> Sent, IV, 4.4k, q.1.; a.3. ¢. B

7. See J. Maritain, Scholasticism ang Politics,

, Forg ooiom end Polltics, 177e, -
-~ 8. On'this gee P. E. Kurz, 0.F.M., Individuum ung Gemeingchapy
' Beim H1. Thomas von Aquin pasa1;Tf____f—ff—__f“**“‘—-»‘f»
————— STomas von Aquin,

9. Paul Allard, Dictionnaire Apologetigue de la Foi Cathoyy, -

.. "Esclavage,” 1, col. 1457-1522, dafineg s1avery as follows, [ B Won g Neboer, Slavery as an industrial system, 8-9, a?8“°5r__ o
. V,TV"lpetat d'une personne possedée‘pgr‘un autre comme yne chose oy L. that the correct sociological definition 1s simply the owne: .
s un animal, et dependant en tout de 1a volonté Q’gutrui.‘ Clegt” ‘,"““f~ﬂhip of one man by another. Belloc points out that there may -

.. 1'aliénation complete de 1a personne humaine," S oo :

N s be no "lega.l Ovnership" and st11l an‘:essentiyal‘ly"semle"?ta.‘
10. H. Belloc, The Servile State, 33f. . e o S DR S e e .

8. .o




INTRODUCTION: SERVITUDE AND FREEDOM - 7

- the end, and the end of 1life for a Christian is not the
Same as for a pagan, This difference cast a speclal
light on the humblest members of human society. What
to Aristotle was a dull and brutish man, to St, Thomas

be a 1 q- was a person who had been invited to a contemplation of

© developed the Good far superior to that of the philosopher. In

» and both consigqth I'e°°§n1§'e ‘_Chapter IX and X an attempt 1s made to discover to what
S er. some ,]us“ e -extent St. Thomas accepted the views of Aristotle and

' ’ ' co vhat developments he made in them, : B

This defi-
what 8t. -
The precisions

. Chapter XI, as has been mentioned, returns to
compare the dominion of servitude, as thus analyzed in
detail, to other dominions, especially those of an ab-
solute character. In the Conclusion, Chapter XII, the
results of the whole analysis are summarized.
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1le work
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Plato and Aristotle despi_sed
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labor not merely because it was tzet:o:: :.n .
but also because they believed 1t

and contemplative activity. Thetor:igi;y
ouched by this same fear, and ye ;r oy
when he gave up the life of the farmer,
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Seek the life of contemplation but the li“ il
ial city.
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Since the citizen could not be a'trg:h:i:;zGreek
éngage in industry, and the Fourth oncs. 8. sl
on the profits of industry and OOm:hus i
had to be found.* The Greeks were S
invite to their cities a vast nUmted for their
vhom they called metics, selec connecytions.;, :
the crafts, and for their tr;d:ns nor have
reigners could neither become cit id not “owm
1ldren by citizens. They cou

claim citizenship. Their o

: ST tf‘oi»",,»"f
ry thét élavery was the cause of the cont:mgreece’ -
k see H. Mitchell, The Economics of Aniizze —
account of the development of txh::ogzzn oxprebees. i
' anny, 15ff. ey
(-] Origin of Tyr 5 15: s, o}
2or ;mefllxe'a.tiog of .the farmer's life iIn his E__cgry_m_i__, S
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SLAVERY IN THE TIME OF ARISTOTIE

And yot T Separation long ago wiped out most of this aboriginal group. En--
11 fey I:hey were the slavement In war however remalned a permanent feature of
fuL ée 1 was they who Greek life and the traditiqnal source of slaves, The .
Y slaves them:ples of the ' fear of enslavement which furnishes one of the common
Theip lifethes and e shadows of Greek Tragedy was the chief incentive to he-
of all Dolit ad 1its adva.n-_‘ i roic deeds, and slavery itself the proper blend of mercy .
, ical duties ex~. - with justice for the weak or cowardly. Another mode of
enslavement was as a punishment, especially for theft.
Of a similar character was the ancient enslavement as an-
act of propitiation for some dreadul crime, for example .
the servitude of Heracles, but this was obsolete in the
Fourth Century.12 Enslavement for debt was common, but
the famous law of Solon abGlished 1t.in Attica.l3 Sti1l
more barbarous, yet a very important source vas kidnap- -~
Qgg.l)* As the works of Aristotle themselves Show-
Piracy and brigandage were recognized businesses, and
the "hunting of Hen" & LFOF{table means of obtaining
'81aVes. In theory at least it was a means to be used
only against barbarians, as enslavement in just war; but
by the Fourth Century this was only a theory.16

mselves . 8

slaves th more mise ) - ‘
Sy e , Besides these violent methods, the_most common ..
< vay of all was to obtain slaves by purchase, and every
. Qgeek city had its slave mart.  In some places the par-
a tlca was ghout - ents even sold their children, but this was forbidden to
whs‘)luﬁely Attic eitizens. Exposure of infants however was common’
Lch he enough, and anyone who found such an unfortunate might
: .} Talse it as a slave.l7 Finally, of course, there were .
Jor } of them, - ~ the children of slaves. Attic law seems usually to have .
lowll}?_?.?l?le. .} Blven the child the same status as its mother, although it
S-Tightly - Sometimes followed the milder policy of the melior
%9.18 - By the Fourth Century however the cost of

s APigtOtle 1m ,intgro_ :

—————

12, B Wallon, op. cit., 70. ,

i B Aristotle, Atheniensium Respublica, vi. .

e 1k, Westermann, op. cit., col. 929. :
‘hig ;’Llli'tﬁg, 'Ié'hu,' 12550 and 111, 1256b. Ladte
%o o We Newman, The Politics of Aristotls, I, 154f. B S ;
17, The Romans were much more humane in this respect and considered . .-
~ every foundling as free, R. W. and A. J. Carlyle, A History of

" Medleval Political Theory in the West, II, 130, quoting Digest
18' G. Morrow, op. cit., Chapter VI, especially 90f.
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kidnapping,

used fop every sort of-
and agricultural purpose,
the chief yse remained
Peaks of slaves ag the |
ersonal and domestic = |

and farmer&ﬂ,,
controlled mass -

> Participants in -
‘pBY—masters,

© Welghts ang :
°rtant part of the

e ~3laye aS\ana i
these " LR e
Menandep
TS show yg

- Tate depended on his master's character.

26

disapproving words of the conserﬁatives, including Aris-
totle, confirm, that the domestic slaves were often high-
ly involved in the bersonal affairs of their masters,

The slaves in the mines were worked so brutally that the
most reckless attempts at revolt took place among them.®
The fear of revolt along with a certain cultural modera- .
tion led the Greeks, however, to.treat their slaves with
cons1dg;ghlewhumanityv:iTheir»law§wxergwngi§§:E§:11beral
nér”ﬁﬁéixﬂwriterswasmoutqugen in the interests of the
stavé“as were the laws and the philosophers of Rome, but
the abnormal brutality and sensual cruelty which was’
characteristic of the luxurious Romans of the Empire was
Probably never common among the Greeks.25 :

Morrow; in his discussion of the law of Greek
slavery,26 has shown very vividly how the slave's lggal_

A R T e

Position had a double aspect, he was hoth proper

erson. .These two aspects were inextricably interwoven
fﬁwéreek law, as they are in the thought of Plato and
Aristotle.  As property the slave could be sold or freed
by his master or used For any purpose as the master saw
It Ordinarily the law allowed no investigation or in-
terference in the master's management. Yet the slave i
himself was also a person since he was individually sub-
-Ject " to the law and responsible to 1t for his own of-
£§3§gg;, It 1s possible that he was even allowed in some
instances to be a witness at law. To murder a slave was
legally punishable. Most important of all, his master
could be punished for mistreating him in ways which the.
Greeks considered to be the sign of impious insolence
(hzbris), for intemperate violence or unseemliness. =
This fact is proof that a strong public opinion against
irrational cruelty tempered the slave's lot. Yet it ..
st be emphasized that ordinarily the slave's vhole

—————

2% K. Wallon, op. cit., I, 371f. and P. K. Uhre, The Origin of

- Imramy, 1s.

-85, W, R. Brownlow, Lectures oﬁ-Slaverj and Serfdom in E\xroj)e; e

~Lecture I, S
. G. Morrow, op. cit., 25.
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, 4 thought on slavery.3l His géneraLﬁtmlda.tnuand_seL-
racter, ang might even be |

sla f th ; Jvile work, his contempt of the lowest classes, his as-
Ve could accumyygte Some popga StePS. Moreover the |  sumption that sTaVery Is a.universal.and practicaliy
S  The slaye coul Personal property.27 .. | necessary institutlon, and.his.helilef. that. the. Barbarians(
S Process, map tould pe freed by g r ook e nat_;u;:g.llngﬁ;:,Eilema.ndwincapableuo.ﬁ.,being”freewcitj.—;
Srosity, thr:mission, elther through hi:gular 1?38'1 Z8hY, y',,°~,,4gs’é?ms to have been the common-view of the well-born™
“ say S or as Payment o master'!s gen- iy

, / Greekd It 1s sufficient to note them and to discuss
F them 1n detail in connection with the particular aspects .
of Aristotle's theory which they influenced. S

. Bosides these almost unlversal Hellenic atti-
Rudes, hree influences are most certain. The £irgt and

least important of these was the contemporary:wisdom
-Ebout~the-management 61 household affalrs. Hesiod had
- made the life of the farmer a standard literary theme.
In the generation before Aristotle, Aristophanes made
‘such questions as the managemeént -of one's wife, one's
children, and one's servants, and the conflict between
domestic and bublic affairs, the popular topics of com-
edy. Greek thought on the life of the household 1is
Summed up in the refreshing Economics of Xenophon, a de--
: lightful work which argues that the best life for the By
ng tok the spirit, of e Greek 1s one which combines the healthful vork of manag-:
and: f1rmly pooted in ing a farm with a noble degree of leisure. It is pretty ’
n. \mh&-haa.t_n.f’_ . °ertain that Aristotle had these thinkers and this type

T S

to. o of speculation in mind when in the Politlcs he took such

S The Phi1e, S
Such specya; casesopher thus
-8 great ang

_Politics = ¢are to prove that managing.a-household-1s Tot“H™Very -

dmportant or noble business, This.is.one.of.the-main
themes of Book,I.of-that work. : :

-The second source of opinion on which Aristotle e

drew was that which he is bent on refuting in his ex- .
Plicit justification of slavery in Book I of the Poli-:
tics. Newman believes thet the thinkers referred to
vere either Sophists or Cynics.32, We' do not know any ofa,;_«
“the details of their arguments, but it is not hard to ' ..
BUess the spirit of the debate. It is the same we see
_ Teflected in Euripides, a troubled, half cynical

21 R. Schlaifer,
i totle,"

st vork by o masiong"'lisrdi;.eu; LT— v : el SR
W L'esclavage snts ue, .. Ma.rnet, E. Clootyy ~1:°d,at7 .} 3L ™o good accounts of the pre-Aristotelian speculation on:the . = ..
« Newman, The Polity gL e ,-{ste\cl;_!, b

8 of Aristotl . S
- BR. cit., 165-171. ~29, 1, 154
0..:Politica : S A G.nd B

- Subject are in W. Newman, The Politics of Aristotle, 139-1i2
tem=itles, T, 44, 1255,

. and R, Schlaifer, "Greek Theorles of Slavery from Homer to, . -
Aristotle," Harvard Studles in Classical Philology, 47, (1936),
W. L. Rewman, op. cit., 139f. "
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that Aristotle agrees with Plato in almost every respect.
-Thls seems to me certainly to be the case. - However it
must also be recognized that one of Aristotle's chief
concerns in discussing slavery is to refute the notion,
which he apparently ascribes to Plato, that the rule
over the house and especlally over the slave is not dif-
ferent in kind from the rule over the state. It is
Aristotle's insistence on the natural, necessary, and
irreducible character of the household which particular-

ly distinguishes the Politics from the Republic and even
from the Laws. :

/,‘\P}ato, in a sense; originated the problem of
slavery when he Tald down his formula "one man one
mlﬁ "JJ" The Political problem thus becomes_thée discov=—"
ery of the tasks which are. required by the state and the
kind"of men which are required by the tasks. This pro-
duc€s-the. famous three-fold division of the state ac-
cording to the three kinds of arts which it requires and
the three kinds of souls which are fitted to possess -
‘Shem. It is impossible here to enter into the classical
Problem of the relation between this view and that of -
Aristotle, but it is certain that in discussing slavery
B has before him a familiar problem. What are the func-
“lons of the household, and of the stata? These include
the functions whose arts are servile. What type of man
18 especially fitted for such arts? Whoever he be, that .-
- 1&‘ﬂ‘ natural "slave." ' V

- In the Republic Plato says so little about slav-
- °IY that some have concluded he forbade 1t in the ideal
tate. Newman and Morrow36 are certainly right in hold- -

Ing that this 1g not the case. Plato's chief interest =

In the Republic 1s to determine the objective rule by e
~ Vhich the guardians are to govern, that is Justice. For -

this reason he says little not only about slavery but «
ut all the conditions of the lower classes. All we
%80 be sure of 1s that the third class which is made up - -

°f those who supply the state with its necessities, be- .=

. ®8Use they have only particular arts instead of the art

b D Repwise, 11, sy,

36. ‘1’30 ewman, op. cit., I, 143, n. 3 and G. Morrow, op. cit.,
i ,note. T N U = e ‘ - .




Chapter 111

SERVITUDE IN THE TIME OF ST. THOMAS

The rich variety of feudal institutions makes
1t much more difficult to form a clear picture of medi-
eval servitude than of its classical form. To Judge 1t
1s even more difficult since we are uncertain whether
to attribute its evils to the system or to the fact
that the system was never systematically realized.
Classical slavery had the air of an eternal institution
ittle criticized until 1t was in dgcline,*ﬁht serfdom
vas always somehow a compromise between the Christian
emphasis on human equality and the military-aristocracy
vhich was bringing some order out of the disentegration
of the ancient world. It had in essence therefore a
kind of transitional aspect. Some Catholic apologists
1 contragt to the . , ; have pictured 1t as a part of an ideal hierarchical so-
» c;slaves,kvhile'th Serfdom of Sparts | . clety destroyed by the Reformation. Marxists have ex-
28708t as to pe a th: dOmestics 313V9546 Plained 1ts decay by the very economic advances of
r dt,disagreement Vith Ar:at Of rebellion.™ | . which i1t vas the cause,l Painstaking but anti-clerical
. tlons to,slave::X%ce to use ¢q S'p :tot;e would seem '} Scholars 1ike Coulton have shown 1t to have been in g
~ typicalyy d1stopt. but hepe gg Morroy o heruthan admoni- |  ‘fact a complex of misery and disorder in a rickety so-
. -Orts Plato: ‘9? sh°“sf8 Aristotle tlety.2 oCoulton argues that since both Church and
c ' BN I - 8tate attempted to. stabilize serfdom and enforced it by
- -Cruel exactions and reactionary repression, its aboli-
- tlon can be explained only by the actions of the serfs
ion direct- themselves anxious for liberty, economlc, political, ;
¥R difficulties, . ord religious. “He fails to realize that the very cul- =
e Ciameow b bural growth that prepared the peasant-serf for inde- .. ..

s, Berbite, or.
'gg.;:id” X, 590c., e i  Pendent 1ife was the product of the order which Church
30, Lage v 5900; Lawe, 111 g . b 8nd State had striven to establish.’ It is extremely

= b, VI ;e o oL E. g. E Cicotti, Le Déclin.de 1l'esclavage antigue. L N
- 3. Laws, virr 8hope. . : | %6 Coulton, The Medieval Village, passim. Also see F. Piner, “$;,‘
® Chrigtian Church and Slavery in the Middle Ages," The Ameri- g

LS, : tead S 1 .can Historical Revfew, XIV, (1909); 675-695. , e
ke, TTow By | 7 ™ peradorical character of the culture of the Midile Ages hes
e VI, 7784, e © § . Dever been petter explained than in the first chapters of J.

< %8, 6. Morrow s | Marttagnrg mpo Humanism," where it is shown how and why the

s : 14416 Ages o1l short of the fullness of Christianity. . :
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ual revolution, as did slavery of the classical sort,
but from the blooming of a plant already rooted in that
revolution. The doctrines of individualism which make

us look with horror at serfdom, did not come into ex- g
istence until 1t was dead in most of Europe.

. Feudalism and 1ts servitude were thus in a spe-
clal sense transitional Institutions, but to those who
lived under them, they seemed eternal. At the top was
a double class of men living a predominantly liberal
life, and under them a vast range of persons engaged in
servile tasks and subjected to various legal and eco-
nomic limitations. This double class was composed of
nobles and clerics, the former living a military life,
the latter either an active 1ife of intellectual and

~ bastoral work, or a 1ife of contemplation,8 The polit-
ical function was divided in a complex way between the
two classes which were internally hierarchized so that
in theory only Pope and Emperor remalned unsubordinated
to any man, By the times of St. Thomas, along with =
these two classes, there existed commercial and indus-
- trial cities which in Ttaly had overthmown their lords
.- and become independent oligarchies with certain demo- .
tratic features.9 Though there were different social
classes within these clties the majority of the inhabi--
tants 414 not differ in status as to freedom, but, as-
¥111 be seen later, there was a small class of real
slaves., Quilg organizations produced an hierarchy of
mutualvduties and the lowest grades of apprenticeship”
approached a condition of servitude, but only as a tem-
. Porary state. fThus the entirely free members of the -
Soclety included the nobles, the clergy, and the citi-
Zens of the free towns. To these we should add & class:

Dot own 1ang and were thus distinguished from clergy:

- nobles, but they obtained its use for a fixed rent
- oM without courvée, that is personal service, and in

B1s way they were distinct from the serfs.10 -

- 8o Luchaire, Social France at the Time of Phillip Augustus, 382 da
- "General semtiment Eroy only the theory of the three castes: . ' v
o7 thoge who prayed, those who fought, those who nourished the;oth," :

T e two. " ’ : : S kS Kk SRR [

] ™98 the Introduction to M. J. Clark's The Medleval City State.

10 Ross W, Collins,- A History of Medleval Civilizastion in Eur_cme,‘i,

of freemen engaged in fai'ming- They ordinarily could - i
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recruitments only by birth, occasionally by war, and by
boverty so dire as to force freemen to give themselves .
to a lord. Though belonging to the land, they could
Sometimes be sold Separately from it, a fact often ig-

nored.l7 It 1s likely however that this sale did not

change their status as serfs, they were simply attached
to a new Property. The slaves on the other hand could
be obtained by all the classical methods, primarily by
war, sale, and as punishments,l8 The Jews were consild-':
-éred to be slaves of -the Princes because of their infi-
delity, ¥Very early however . the Church strictly forbade
the sale of Christians into slaveryl9 so that the sourc-
€s of slavery were very limited through the Middle Ages.
The status of servitude was inherited in general accord-
ing to Roman 1aw, the child followed the condition of
its mother, but there were exceptions,

- The actual conditions of both slave and serf
during this period are now difficult to determine be-

‘Cause the legal system of the Middle Ages depended so

much
al fq
1s ce

for 1ts actual operation on local custom.?0 Sever-
cts however are clear about both groups.  First it
rtain that all the evils which usually arise when
rary lords can enforce their will on weak subjects,

Culture, “It 13 common knowledge that Christianity in ‘
Some regions did 1ittle more than color the pagenism of

-the People, who were prevénted by social conditions from

Pising to a more orthodox religious level. #Secondly it

- 18 certain that the Ghureh for directly religious rea-

Sons ang in

the face of every sort of custom and abuse
inSiSted‘ on

————

g' G. G. Coulton, op. eit., 13. .o
* 6. G. Coulton, op. ecit., ko1, Ll
19 R. W. ang a. g, Carlyle, op..cit., I, 134.. On the position of

 j 2 the Jews gee St. Thomas, Summa Theologlice,: IT-II, ¢.10, aflozf’ s

" On' the ©vlls of the system see F. Pijper, op. cit., 68 d. f
- and A. J. Carlyle, op. cit., 117f. give an impartial and .

. 'Protect the slave's position. In general they were based on‘:?
- e best of the Roman laws concerning slavery, but m°d4fi°§_;?‘
. ® Treligious gense, ‘particularly in the matter of merrisge. .

certain rights for both slaves and'serfg,21 :;]_
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in return for payments by the serfs thémselves, but the -
practice of manumission at the death of a master, (which-
was not uncommon in classical times) s Was increased by -
the Church's approval of it as an almsdeed. for the- soul

- of the deceased.38 “The Church however provided by Canon

Law that her serfs could not be manumitted, in order to
protect the permanent property rights of the religlious

~orders and bishoprics from the imprudent generosity of

Some temporary incumbent., ' This seems contradictory in ;
yiew of her pleas for menumission by the lay lords.>9 RN
Churchmen like Bernard of Clairveux and some of the lat-
er mendicants had serious doubts about the wisdom of . .
and enemles of the Church have often cit-
ed 1t against her. Allard and others have argued that -

~ these canons were modified in practice by other provi-.

sions*l, while Coulton among others has attempted to -

‘refute this argument. “The provision of Canon Law how-
- ®ver does illustrate a widespread belief among ecclesi- G
astics that serfdom was an important part of the stable |

social organization which they were bullding and that

1% had best be removed only when the lay lords were s
¥1lling to do it and the serfs able to maintain them- e
- Selves against the lords. For the Church to take the

first step, they seemed to feel, was to weaken her often
Precarious position as against the nobles. 'The general
moral position of the whole soclety was that serfdom was ..
Dot & social evil, but it was a personal misfortune, S
Consequently liberation was an act of charity. Bishops -
OWever ought not to perform almsdeeds or charities out

. of the Church's possessions which would make the wWork of L
the Church difficult.  Without serfs to work her farms,

hep Schools, hospitals, and all her great social 1nstif E i

tutions would have become difficult. To understand. o
S Phase in Church sociology it is necessary to under-.

Stand the whole tragedy of medieval Christendom. / It is .

- B RV ang 4. 3. Carlyle, op. cit., 134.°

39

& G. G. Coulton, op. cit., Chapter XIV states thie view very
e strongly, but not impartially. = -

R. Cave and H. Coulson, A Source Book for Medieval Economic

W, etory, 300, o . a0
* See Allardts article "Esclavage,” Dictionnaire Apologetique‘
1a Fot Catholique, I, col. IW57-1522. . =~ =
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A comparison between this Jewish law and the Roman law
for example shows that in general the legal institutions
- were much the same,”3 but the Jewish law had further and
higher aims. It prevented Jews from becoming subject to
pagan lords, or from becoming corrupted themselves by
bagan slaves. The methods of obtaining and exchanging
slaves, and the legal disabilities and punishments as-
signed to them were almost the same as under Roman law,
but the 01d Law insisted that slavery should be & means
of adding proselytes to Judaism.and of enforcing a pure
The sexual morality
and personal dignity of the slave were carefully pro-
tected from his master, especially by a provision that

8n outraged slave should go free. The 1ife of the
slave was protected by penalties, - Most remarkable of
all however was the fact that while Hebrews could be
enslaved to Hebrews, this enslavement could not last
beyond the sabbatical cancellation of debts nor beyond
Jubllee years. The non-Jewish slave was not freed in -

- this manner, but he too was treated as a person and in-

corporated in the nation in a religious sense by circum-

“¢islon and participation in: the Passover;

Besldes the Mosalc Code itself the historical
Parts of the Bible provided for St. Thomas some in-

- 81ghts on the actual operation of the institution, while

the wisdom 11iterature provided aphorisms about the jus-

Ce of slavery and the proper treatment of the slave.

dommentary on the Politics of Aristotle,’ ™me foolish
a0 will be & servant to the wise."5 St. Thomas thus
before him what was at once & religious testimony :
slavery cannot be essentlally and always evil: since.
had once been legalized bZGGOd Himself, and a model-

hat

A third and most mysterious view of slavery ap-

. Pears ip the great text of 38t., Paul which summarizes’ thg‘;

N ; "3 For an 1111nn1nating account af ‘thgy.]'mgh Law on this matter

_5¢® R. Balomon, L'esclavage en droit comparé Juif et Romain. '~
. I, LGCtio 3. : . P A .

St. Thomas' d1scussion of the 01d Iaw is to be found in 8.Thiy
T, 00982205, o e
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. Patholyque, 1, col.1457-1522. Also Wallon, Histoire de -

kind of friendship in which the virtues and dignity of
master and slave were scrupulously guarded. 9 :

The main content of the Canon Law on slavery has
already been discussed earlier in this chapter.

 The second great source, apart from Aristotle
and indirect borrowings from Plato, was the moral writ-
' ings of the Stoics. 8t. Thomas quotes Seneca's De Bene
£1¢11850 in this connection and he must have been well
acquainted with the opinions contained in Seneca's other -
works and those of Clcero. The Middle Ages drank deeply
. of the moral i1deas of the Stoics. The Epicurean and
Stolc attitude had marked a great stage in the develop-
ment of thought on slavery.5l Both held with the soph-
ists of Aristotle's day that slavery was conventional:
and a product of force, but they went on to argue that -~
Since slavery was thus only the result of chance or vio-
lence 1t could not be a hindrance to the 1life of happi-
Ress. The Epicureans had some difficulty in maintaining

it the. natural consequence of their ethical theory.52
he only happy man is the virtuous man, and virtue
releases man from all dependence on pleasure and all ;
Subjection to pain, the slave can be as happy in slavery
83 any man. The only true slavery is slavery to one's s
lover selr, The parallel between these views and that -
of Judaism ang Christianity is striking and there was. -
Perhaps an intellectual interchange.5? The following
duotation from Seneca 1llustrates the Stoic viewpoint: -

. Be errs who thinks that servitude descends into the whole .~ . -
' Wan; his better part is excepted; bodies are vile and be- - - -

7+ The meaning of these Patristic views for St. Thamas will be .

. Uscusgeq Post Chapter IX. See S. Talamo, op. cit., Chapter v .
VI Algo 4. Dutilleul, Dictionnaire Theologique Catho- e
e ;i‘@.: V pt.1, col. k57-520. . L Be e

g TV, 90106, a.3, k. |

: Allarg, "Esclavage," Dictionnaire Apologetigue de la Foi’
c v

: %&5 IIT; Chapter 1. = ix. . e

: 5 Zeller, The Stolc, Epicureans, and Sceptics, 329f.~ -~ with

y 8 views on glavery seem to coincide in manyyzf'yegpecta; :

“hose of the Stolcs. H. Wallon, op. cit, mm, 3.
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of the Roman law of slavery was much the same as that of
Greek law, but it differed in at least three very lmpor-
tant respects.57 It multiplied the rights of the slaves
manyfold, 1t was very favorable to manumission, and 1t

was particularly interested in clearly defining the v
slave's legal position. All these elements are, as has
been seen, incorporated in the tendencies of the mediev-
8l system. They were encouraged by Roman international-
ism, the Stoic humanism, and the economic changes which
made slavery increasingly unprofitable under the Empire.
Nevertheless the use of slaves in gladitorial combat was

" hot abolished until the triumph of Christianity, and

berhaps the blackest era of brutality and utter indif-
ference to the personality of the slaves came at the
- helght of the Empire.58 Pliny called the slaves the
E?Jggr_a_g, the hopeless ones, These extreme conditions
Were especlally met with among the innumerable slaves
used for mere luxury. A single year of servitude caused
80 enormous depreciation in the value of a domestic
slave, an indication both of the brutal treatment to
vhich he was subjected and to the purely luxurious and
fashionable character of the market. The increase of
‘mancipation however caused the lawyers to enshrine the
~theory that slavery 1is an institution of the positive

g lay, or according to the more subtle position of Ulpian, - .

of the Jus gentium, All agreed that it was in some way
OPPosed to the natural law itself, and had been brought

» ~'8bout by human will. This theory, satisfying enough

for the lawvyer, 1s a serious puzzle to the philosopher.

- Dom Lottin has shownB0 that this theory along with a

;1"11151' explanation of the right of private property led

true that slavery has come about against the intentions .

O nature and 1s nevertheless universally ;I'SQanizred t° '

I Wallon, op. cit., IIT, Chapter 2 and H. Maine, Ancient Iaw, iy
RB.w. R Brownlow, Slavery and Serfdom in Eurgpe, 1-4l. - i

ot ;1: 34, and Dom Odon Lottin, Le Droit Naturel chez Saint I -
- LAquin et ges prédécesseurs, 8. . . : e
600 "I'Qttin, Op..cit., passim. . ‘

70 a dlalectic among the Schoolmen which was only termi-
. -'DMated by St. Thomas' great theory of law. It will be
. 8een later what this solution was, but 1t 1is.evident L
- that the view of the lawyers was a challenge. If it is
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THE GENERAL THEORY OF DOMINION

' 3t. Thomas never develops the problem of slavery
at length. Having interpreted Aristotle's view in his
Commentary on the Politics, he was content to borrow
from the Philosopher's exposition whenever he had needt
in his theological researches.l It is best therefore to
follow Aristotle's argument in the Politics consecutive-
1y, making use not only of St. Thomas' Commentary, but

hate difficult polnts.

In the First Book of. the Politics Aristotle {;h
8eems to ralse and drop the question of slavery and nfn
return to 1t again in a confusing and 1nconc1usiv§ Itx;mthe E
Der, 8t. Thomss clarifies the order by showing tha aone.
book 18 divided into two parts, a proemium (c.l, 122nd-a ;
1253b) explaining the nature of Political Scien;e,th da.
Second part’ in which Aristotle proceeds to set h01' f, o
sclence 1tself by beginning the discussion of the 31’; rts
of the state. 'In the Proemium his concern is to :j.ally'
that the object of the science, the Polls, 1s essen

all

+ He wants to disprove the view of those vho §&Y

8. Talamo 1n his work T1 Concetto della Schiaviti da Ari:tg;‘:’_ ;i
& Dottors Scolastici, c.vi and Paul Allard in an artic o Mleg

. Philossphes 8colastiques et 1'Esclavage,” Revue des Ques L
 Ustoriques, 87 (1920), U78ff., argue that St. Thomas “’ﬁ; ~,
- Tadlcally with Aristotle on this question.. Of course his Com

. Zentary cannot be used to prove his agreement ﬁtl;g:m
~:-..8lnce he 1g uniformly non-cémmital on.the value o , «

y uses
¥hich he éxplains. However when we see that he contm:ucrlitical
s conclusions of that text in his other works withou

; - ' modifi~ "
I will dtscuss 1n dotail the problem of St. 'mc:; ‘d_ifferl :

. o0 of the Aristotelian theory; that 1t bears a e s
% 8spect as he uses 1t in his theology cm‘né?‘?‘_”‘l

=35
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THE GENERAL THEGRY OF DOMINION
Among those things that are wholly bereft of knowl-

edge, one thing is placed before another according as one
18 more capable of action than another. For they have no
share in the disposition of providence, but only in the
execution. And since man has both intelligence, and sense,
and bodily powers, these things are dependent on one an-
other, according to the disposition of divine providence,
in likeness to the order to be observed in the universe.

- For bodily power is subject to the powers of sense and in-
tellect, as -carrying out their commands; and the sensitive
Power 1s subject to the intellective, and 1s controlled
by its rule. In the same way we find order smong men. For
those who excel in intelligence, are naturally rulera;
vhereas those who are leass intelligent, but strong in body,
seem made by nature for service, as Aristotle says in his
Politics. (I,11.) The statement of Solomon (Prov. x1, 29)
1s 1n agreement with this: The fool shall serve the wise; "
&8 also the words of Exodus (xv11,21,22): Provide out of -

. &ll the people wise men such as fear God....who may Judge
the people at all times.7 . : ,

This 1s the universal pattern of nature, and yet becaus‘e
°f the contingency of created things it may fail:

: And just as in the works of one man there is dis-
. order through the intellect being obsequious to the sen- :
8ual faculty; while the sensual faculty through Indisposi-
~ Hon of the body, 1s drawn to the movement of the body, .
88 Instanced in those who 1limp: so too, in human govern-
ment disorder results fram a man being set in authority, -
ot on account of his excelling in intelligence, but be- -
cause he has usurped the government by bodily force, or
- has been appointed to rule through motives of sensual af-
. Tection.....Nor 1s the natural order vwholly perverted by - -
Such a digorder: for the govermment of fools is weak, un--:. -
~less 1t pe strengthened by the counsels of the wilse.® ' " .

- Contra genttlos, 177,81, See also TrT, 78-80 and S.Th. T,0:96,
8.1 1177, 9.104, a.1 and Sent. IT, d.kk,q.1,a.3. This orderr,k O o
18 t0 be foung not only in natural but also in supernatural G

. tlungs, ‘Sent., 1V : . 9 ) e
sent. 1v, 4.24,q.1,a.3." : ‘ : Gan
s L4 . : : 5
; 1s meﬂately‘follows the passage Just quoted. . The ﬁame :ldeg{‘; :
: ;:5 frequent in Aristotle, e.g., Polltics, 1,11, 1254b, "since -
. those that are bad or-in a bad condition might be thought to
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€ moves his subject. Dominion
the ruler.16 This
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16, Suma Contra Ge : 1 e
L tatd aubduntur,ntﬂis) nfﬁc'.l'; " ,
. 17. SeMh., I-11, .90, abc. -
18, Ibid., II-T, .12k, 6.3 aa p,
19 Metaphysics, Lambda, 10, 1075a.

- mediately to God, thelr good cannot be another created

- the terms of the dominion.2l

- Tected,22 All

- Wtimately Some human good. For this reason man's domin-
- lon oyep sub-rational things has as its end his own good

~ bl‘}ght Over these things, since he can consume them

20, 3

yet the end to which they lead them 1s not the angels!

good as such. This 1s because every rational beilng has M/
a kind of equality in being capable of seeking the Uni-
‘versal Good. All intellectual beings are ordered im-

be 1_15.20 s

If we. turn to hiiman dominion it is necessary to ;
consider especially three things which are closely re- | b

~lated: (1) The inequality between the ruler and the ;f
ruled, (2) the end to which the subject is moved, this |
obviously depends both on the nature of the subject and]
the power in the ruler, and (3) the mode of rule which
1s again an expression of the kind of inequality betwee

The rule which 1s over a subject least equal to
‘the human ruler 1s man's dominion over all sub-rational
things, Some, the Buddhist for instance who will not ,
ki1l an- insect, have held that this dominion is really
-Wnjust since 1t sacrifices the good of one thing to an-
other. We must distinguish however between the intrin-
8l¢ good of a thing which is simply the realization of .

8 own nature, and 1ts extrinsic good, which is some na-

‘ture better than its own to which 1t 1is naturally di-
Sub-rational things have intrinsic ends
¥hich are proper to them, for the flower it is to be a
eautiful flower, etc., but their extrinsic ends are

and it Mmode 1s absolute. He 1s sald to have a perfect

1 have not found this 1dea in Aristotle though it 1s obviously :
f .l{:rucialy to our discussion. It is often expressed in St. Thomas.
; Rature autem rationalis » inquantum cognoscit universalem boni
et entis rationem, hebet immediatum ordinem ad urndversale es-
- Pendd prineiptum" (II-IT), 9.2,a.3, c¢.) Also "Creatura ration-
28 inquantum est de se non ordinatur ed finem ut hamo ad
’ ooinem. .Unus homo natura sua non ordinstur ad alterum sicut
5 finem,"  gent. Iv, d..hh). q.1, a.3, c.et ad 1. e S
;',,mﬂ is true of every dominion but is especially important for .
lex classification of human dominions. - el
- Polityes, 1, 111, 1256b and Contra Gentiles, ITI, c.112, and
8.™h. 1, q.96; 8.l cet a2, e

il the’ comp
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' ‘ ulty
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ty is the highest

Some common good at which they
master craftsman and as-

1s the work to be mgde.,
itself then a common 1ife 1s
Over man there is naturally 1
on the ruled; in man's domin- S

ood"

3. Ethics, VI, 8,9, 1141

. Uscussion of good cit
210 ¢; 8.1 ¢; 8,105,
‘Ethics,.x, and 8
Thig vill be dig

dom.whose activi
¥ produces.31

however, are many lesser ,
The craftsman who guides his g
nd his pupil are related by -
nions only in one respect
icular good produced.
which like the state is a
This 1s the household which has’ 
daily 1ife.32 - The members of
te something to the good of the
n what they lack in themselves. .
It should now be clear

There *

that in every dominion of

-1142a and v, 10, 1134
izen, ITT

is both a

of life see

I

n some truly

-1135a. Politics,
: » Passim, - 8.Th., IT-II, a.l47,
20 totum; on the kingg :
S.Ih., II-11, qq.179-182,
cussed in'detaiy later,

and is unnatural.35

; in the common
-~ hence should be capable of a human share S :

3. Polittcs, I, v, 1260a.

w s where the one or 146 - -
3. Politics, 111, 1v, 1279a. "....in cases ¥
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be=
‘Nevertheless there can be greato:;.‘niglizlil’;zch e
tween men and for this reason the mode O e e loe the
required may be of various sorts. The e
chgld in a very different way than he rules

1d pu-/
The teacher adopts different methods withsi‘:he stup P
pil and the brilliant one. Aristotle sea.y :

....the higher the type of the subjects, :.h:h l.:lf:
tier is the nature of the authoxfity exerci::: o::fomance
for the higher the type of the parties ‘l?o o P ;
of a function, the higher is the function.-

' 5 the
Thus God's rule over men 1s eminently n;Zif; :ﬁie o
mode of the rule 1s a free one. Wh;lz e of force)
"wild beasts,” as Aristotle says, must 1 :

to,

With'these facts in mind 1t~bec°TZso$::s;E;Zn E
drev up attable of the kinds of human inequallty between
beings according to the nature of the 1n % on following
ruler and ruled, and this dlagram (2225%5;6 dominion.
Page) mskes 1t possible to locate the different quall-
3ince a human state can be made of mangifferent forms of
tles of subjects and of rulers, these ‘

ssary and .
- Bovernment are possible, indeed they are nece

od of socle- ' .-
good. But all are alike in aiming agyiizigg 2008 dons
3 hon this 1s not the osse, e into existence, . ':
trary to the purpose for which it came in e

his dia--
' The general analysis of domtion B e do- |
‘8ram make evident the very speclal Chizman being an :
hinlon of servitude. The slave 1s a

34, Tbid., 1, 14, 1254a.
Pol , , cmmon -
. Tew or the many govern with an eye tobzh;;ht ones,
~ these constitutions must necessarily

interest; g
;, while those
st of e
~administered with an eye to the private interes

ither mm"j;
" De  Regimine, .-
" or the few or the multitude are deviation%}; ‘Azs'::t:::elico- S
L, c.11, For a brilliant discussion of o eoncerning vhich
 Thomistic theory of the forms of gqvermn:{n ;)anongeot , 1o meil-
| Meny erroneous notions are current, see M. D S hEad g
-~ leur régime politique selon saint Thowas.
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This is what takes pla

in the unnatural forms of govermment,
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Chapter v

THE FUNCTION OF THE NATURAL SLAVE

L ~ In developing his theory of natural slavery
Aristotle first attempts to show that the very nature
of the household re
this instrument is the slave. - Then he proves that na-
ture actually provides men fitted to be such instruments
' 'Finally he shows how these instruments, since they are
- human, must be made virtuous a

tles. The first of these Problems must be understood
2 in relation to Aristotle!s account of the kind of 1life

vhich the household makes possible. In fhe most famous
. text of the Polities he says: s

. . ++-man is by nature a political animal; and so
even when men have no need of assistance from each other -
they none
. time they are also brought together by commo
~- 8o far as each achieves a share of the good
- 8ood 11fe¢ then 1s the chief end of society,

o tively for all its members and,individually,
.’ also come together an

.

n interest, -
1ife. The
both collec-
but they

( d maintain the political partner-
ship for the sake of 1ife merely, for doubtless there 18

.8ome element of value contained even in ‘the mere state of [ .

of 1ife, and it 1s .
mankind cling to life at
g uffering, which shows that
s 1ife containg Some measurs of well-being and of sweet-
ness in its essential nature,l . : S ER
_Here Aristotle speaks of two reasons for soclety, the -
Y of men to be with men, and the common
h they gain by mutual help, 'This advan-
vides into a minimum ang & maximum good;

Politics, ITI, 1v, 178, .

quires a certain instrument, and that

ccording to their capaci- .

the less desire to 1ive together. At the same . | =

. ‘tuted for, the village life foiepfi¥ ex

- 2

: 1 
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| k maximum.
" the minimum is a kind of secure subsistence, the

g 3 i irtue in

1s the good 1ife, the life of perfect ?fu?o; T aocaee’
society. He implies that even the miited o5 he 1ife
subsistence is difficult for the 1so Bt rcon those bvo
of the household is in some way a mea o trtus bt
extremes, it is a good life in I:oei::llg1 onOOd ol  ite.2
it 1s not the perfect life, it is levgry & nezcessa.ry
In order to show, therefore, that sla

ood daily
" it must be proved that it is required fér the g

life, - : ‘

’ ’ of master
Aristotle first mentions the rii:;%on Just as
and slave as necessary for mutual secu reservation of
the sexual union is necessary for the Iis necessary to
the species, so the despotic relation Aristotle seems
glve this first union security.. @eter profits by the
-to mean little more than that the master DI

~—in the Slave, :
additional physical strength at his command . :

Y ded one vwho can .
a3 'the slavé prorits by being guided‘;gn the master can-
cleverly foresee possible dangers.t an ox. But just
not secure a slave he can su.b,Stitu etj_nctive basis of &
as the union of the sexes 1s the ins ‘so the natural
higher and truly rational msntution;ﬁd the intelli-
combination of the stupid strong man te relationship.-
gent man gives rise to a more deliberi usehold, Aris- .
When he comes to the analysis of the ho

e's function . -
totle takes great pains to explain the slav S

in this elaborated family soclety.

14 “the mas-
The smallest parts of the housigzllj:razd chil=
ter and the slave, husband and wife;s there must be
dren.* But besides these human par

‘dally
ired for da i
Property, the various material goods requ

.+ each.of these:: :
life. Aristotle attempts to shoV t;he‘th:a)f:sehold is nec— . .
parts are necessary. ~ The head of thztion to- the. paAr'ﬁS:,L‘l:?f;‘ ‘

esSary in order to give"a unityof 8 : o e

L —————

| Sy e e Al
; ST sort of mean pe-.
©2.Iha., 1, 1, 1250b. The village is in turn &

state," bub:
« ‘tveen this daily life and the perfect 11?1;1’;‘;8‘,” be substi-:
i , o , :
- Vhile the daily 1ife of the ﬁm;‘--ly“?mgjm"éfgs;ct substitute for

- the good 1ife of the sta.tyéf;

3. Dta., 1, 1, 1252b.

4. Politics, I, 11, 1253b:1
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and because
Prudence to

know what is good and expedient for the
daily life.’

Moreover, ‘as shall be seen later, the house-
- hold can be said- to exist for his sake, since it is hQJ
who directly is g bpartner in the berfect 1life of the-

.. 8state which the household serves. This ruler is natural-
-1y the husband since men are capable of greater prudenc?’
than women.5  Since a man's 11ire is limited, howevgr,’ 
" the -household is not complete or "self-sufficient" un-

less ‘it has the meéans of continuing itself. Therefore
the wife is necessary for the generation and raising'Qf
the children, and since this too must be supervised bY_ﬁ
the ‘father, the paternal dominion arises. These rela-
ore are essential to the family as to its
very being,‘they create and direct it as such.7
cilEen0n the othe
out the requisite m
-~ of the household in
~to it as its necessa,
the central bortion
case and that hence
‘~does not belong to g

r hand this life 1is Impossible with-
aterial goods. These are not part -
the most broper sense, _but belong
Ty conditions.® Aristotle spends
of Book I broving that this is the.
unlimited accumulation of property .
©0d household management, but only...

. Production is requi

» 1ts daily 1life
is rather one of co

nsumption than production, It i?

-Politics, I, v, 1260a
Also gee St.Thomas,
Aristotle Tremarks t;
& chief good™:

and De Generatione Animalium,IT, c.3.
5.Th.II-IT,q.57.a.k. R S
hat in a sense "selr-su.f‘fi'ciency is an end,//
of every society. Politics, I, 1, 1253, S
In this analygig » Tollowing hints in St. Thomas' commentary on o

 the passage 1253b-12538 of Book I of the Politics, Lectio 1i,.
. I-have somewhat expanded ‘Aristotle's terse argument, - :. -, R

Politics, 1,11, 1253b., - Aristotle Speaks of the relationships

o dominion, the indivi '

"parts” of the househol,

dual persons, and the property as all
ed Persons as most truly

d, but 1t 15 clear he regards the relat-

Politics, I, 141, .3956a torqv; 1

V . fristotle 1s especially
| comcemed b refuf ghing

he 1s the one bossessed of the necessary '

rarts, and these are either freg or. - i

] 5%
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busin.e

eeds and how -
" material goods are necessary for human n
. they. ought to be used.

] he
These goods are.the tools of t

er can.
cess of living. Tools howevan
househomir iﬁafffiaﬁﬁobut also living andde‘iri;xaiu;lgna:l
?irn?.fx‘:illythe arts not only 1nanimailelm :nn botings. can
beings may be made use of, but als:aftsma.n. Tho helms
act as assistants for the master c Lout man, the archi-
both a rudder and a loo e both pom
o0 requiresi ks and bricklayers, the wr T stpumonts
o e secretary. Moreover human ne thoy have
e PaP;I‘aIIl.: iseful than lnhuman ones be(i:‘a::ny toola,
| ?’ziefil.;htm:nd thus can perform the work o

hen ordered y
for 1f every tool could perform its me":;]: :tatues of
ce,
ing what to do in advan stus which
;:e:zlzzeiggthe story, or the tripods of Hepl:::me," o
" the poet says "enter self-moved the compm:yof Thomaelves,
thus shuttles wove and quills played ?a?;sistants and mAS~
master-craftsmen would have no need o . o
: ,}ters no need of slaves.lO

assage 1s in-
It must be carefully noted just wila’;p:giinz here of ~
tended to prove,  Aristotle 1s no ontrast between hu-. :
slaves as such, but simply of the c eral.,  Human instru-
man and inanimate instruments in genthe decision to:ac-
ments are necessary because between actual execution ‘
complish some exterior work and the idged without a hu- -
there 1ieg a gap which cannot be br

nts, -capable
- Ban mind able to judge concerning contlngents,

cution
; 11 The actual execut
. lan
of s to do in advance s of the p
of ai;igis;hizcluires'innumerable adal;z:tfioﬁo metter how:
°f action to uncalculated °°ntingenzillfbe a human being
. 8laborate the machine, there must ?.s particularly. true
\R_? ; Lt tiles IIT, c.79.
10 Politics, 1, 11, 1253b. St. Thomas, Contra Gentiles II
Lo iolties, T, ) Solutio c. : :
-end Sent.IV., d.k4,q.l1.,a.1,  requirements o o
1. For an analyste of the intellectual T : The Review of Politics,
R he Workman,
. Bee Yves Simon, "Work and t

£ ma.nual work

"Tne Work of
a (Janua.ry 191¥0) 63-86, ‘especially, the Be;t;;n‘r. "Mg_rita,in} i
. the Ming" g8ff ‘ émuar_ 1deas are developed. L S

4 sijsr 1doss ro. 0
Scholasticism and Pontiéﬂf“l"’lf 17 S
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oof household tasks

i the‘ Problem,
he holds that

a8 inanimate ones. Byt need this living—instzru.ment be1
~ humén? The ox can substitute- for the slave, ‘and animals

have g quasi-prudence,12 The intelligent horse is able
vto adapt the commands of h

. & considerable degree,
~that the animal can onl
i instrument capable of r

Aristotle, however, makes clear
Y be a substitute for the human
eal arts; the perfect household -

So far 1t has
he household requires reasonable
~ not these the man, his wife, and
~ his children, as they commonly are with us? Aristotle

- has already sy

Pplied the answer by proving that the do-
~minion over the wife 1s different in kind from the do- -

“minion of servitude.?-3 The perfect arrangement in the
. household apt ag in any art 1s to have a division of i
-~ labor by which the execution ang direction are separate

- He

instruments, "Why are

~Just as g busines

: 8 office requires a staff to’f
. Tun its typevriters ang L

calculators. : L

: ght with p “14Pe."
_ Ethics, VI, 7 egard to their own

» 1hla, a1g, Meta,

a princ, ~De Veritate,q.2l; -
f-2.,7 c.‘ and S,\m., kI‘II, Q-EIL,B,.B ad l“. T ‘ .

©r29m0 thing for ong PUTBOSe.” Politics, T,1, 1250b.

1s master to circumstances to :

erty, as an instrument; &L

"viz. those which are found to. o

. PHE FUNCTION OF THE NATURAL SLA

l , he same dif-
1so must possess i
: llows that those tools al o omo
:‘Zr:)ce. But 1ife is doing things not makingt;}:;ﬁt; s
the slave is an assistant in the class of ins

- action.1¥ | ’

‘ and the
This distinction 1s perhaps the mostlggiztizgtment o
t important in the wholg Aristote fer todey to
mzs er pl5- It is rather a commonplace to T&:eabout s;hut..
:hiz wg;le passage, and especially tﬁenpi.(z; e tha.t
tles that weave of themselves, and the e ves.
today we have such shuttles that weave

cording
“and that hence sla,x/ery is no_longer necessary ac

1 {ewpoint is
to Aristotle's own words. —But’ Azi;?zi: :1:vew§.s prop-
very different. Although he ﬁ;ﬁ he assigns o hinii;:lh‘eie
tasks 6F the artIsan and tHS Tarmer intivimanr By
fining the siave HE Galls hik "M""ins‘\f’?g;ﬁmﬁWSt;
Quet1oh; but-6£"11ving: " It~ 18 Worth ¥

ZLVing sage:-
: Thom\as\"e‘iﬁoszfion of the“Tafer part of this passag

... [Aristotle] makes a second divi;io?mzieiﬁifztm;
.ments [the first was between animate and :ncaued g
ments]. For the instruments of the arts a:ment 2 ;
instruments; but property whiCh is the 1ins M
household is an active instrument. And he f::e o thls
division by two reasons: First because i’act ety
ments are said to be those from which results somotiing.
more than mere use of the instrument. And 1;: e e
the proper instruments of art , a8 for examp [from the. . -
shuttle which textile workers use somethinf't m SR
use results, namely cloth. But from prope yults 1s
" instrument of the household, nothing else res

ing and bed |
~the use of the possession itself, as from clothing

hose
- hothing results except the use of them. ;Th:ref:;e;; Zf tns
Instruments are not factive, as are t,he 1nshr:1: as follows: -
&rts. He gives the second reason: +..which  but actlon
the Instruments of diverse things are ~diverse; an-opera- .
and making are different in kind, for making is el

al matter, -~ . - s
- ton by which something is wrought upon ext:::,:lon remaining ©7
88 to cut and to burn; but action is an ope e e

1%, Politics, 1, 1, 1254a. -

SO RO RIITICT R Bt G n
151t 18 quite neglected in the important work of S. Talamo, IL
| Concetto della Sohtavitu. e




a i);:? ‘

‘45;‘ /

Far

Direct

Mf;‘arts,ffIf we re
‘,_,but as an execution of a
Y master then we s

e He 1s not & directing craftsman - o
‘ ;Hhos§ ;rtistic orders are executed by inferior craftsmeg -
6.y Politicorun
- 17- Mbertus Magnyg,

HSre 1S

3

oY 2

-he .can thus be called an instr

“to-the DProcess

THE THEORY OF NATURAL SLAVERY

«-% in the agent, and belonging to his 1life, as it is gaid . -
‘1 i}_ in the ninth book. of the Metaggzsics. Now both these ac-
T tivities need instruments. Therefore these instruments
-& . will differ in kind. But life, that 1s to say the domestic

T 1ife (conversatio domestica), is not making (factio); there-
el fore, the slave 1is the helper and the instrument of those
T .. things which pertain to action, but not of those things
v which pertain to making (ad factionem).16

{St. Albert the Great in his Commentary on the Politics
! glve

5 & somewhat similap explanation.

roperly speaking action (immanent action) requires no

He argues that
p - -
instruments, but faction does; the slave therefore is
1

)

N himself an instrument of faction since his work is

f a transitive or Productive character, but.considered
88 & part of his master this work is really action, and
ument of action. :

s TR AR

In thig they (slave and other

Ppossession is g factive instrument ».but the slave or min-.
ister 1s an active instrument subserving and ministering
to making that which is made,l7

It would be wholl

fore to believe t

necessary merely

rather their nece
required to carry
¥hich are necessap

property) differ, since the .-

¥ to miss Aristotle's argument, there-
hat he considered slaves as universall
8s productive tools. He emphasizes
The slave 1s-
out all those tasks of using PPQPerty
Y Parts of domestic life. Our. 6wn
€conomic notions makes this difficult to grasp. We
would say that 1f the slave is a cook he contributes t
the Production of food, or if he is & gardner that he
"produces" 1t, Aristotle however confines production
of increasing the wealth of the family
by adding new Property or to the strictly manufacturi
gard cooking not in its technical aspec
Drudential decision of the
ee 1t as active rather than factive.
This becomes cleap 1f we consider for a moment Aristotl
‘idea of the master, '

I, lectio 2, . S
In Poltt, I, .2, h.

g e

THE FUNCTION OF THE NATURAL SLAVE

i art. .
because he does not know what is required by -

ate suffi-
~ the members of his household require a temper

isters.to
lem not a technical one, but he must have min

ed the slave. SO
- Wonder how Aristotle could have believed the

' t.
In which the slave acts as an instrument.

, , ; ' it.
““the body, ‘alive ‘but yet separat’ekd from -

- 20,
21,

8
. The slave's sciences then are all thg va:;'io:heb
branches of domestic work; the master's scienc: oy
sclence of employing slaves.... The mza.s‘tt;e:cn I;x:show o
to direct the tasks which the slav9 s |
ecute.18 )

One form of authority is that of a mzs.sx‘.'cls.;é ‘:gcz:is |
we mean.the exercise of authority in regard to o the
sary work of the house, which it is not neceas::;yutinze; :
magter to know how to execute, but rather hoz e

- the other capacity, I -mean the abi;ity a.c':tua 1§ity.19
in these menial tasks, is indeed a slave's qua

: e at all
What the master knows is not an art of makiggl t
but of livin ere s what the Oghnmas calls
He has that species of Prudence which ité > emovs tnat
domestic.20 He does not know cooking bu
e —————tg,

‘than expen- .
céncy of pleasant and healthful food ra;hzzhzcal prob-
Sive luxuries. This is a prudential and.

decis;ons{

bring about the technical requirements.ofuzi:n ootsions
he slave therefore may be quite autonomo S tve. ords
e'Ig\Elrected not with respect to the prgrder. A £aild
Ut in the prudential, ethical or activzily ot
ure to emphasize this distinction natur -

R I g her and. .
*tupid-as_to require constant direction py snothow ST
et attribute to him the household arts.

k ‘ derstand the vay -
It 18 especially important to un stend the

s re, a part of .
18 a part ‘of the master--he 1s, as it we ho: “rne

———— :

18. Politics, I, 11, 1255b. - ¢ e
19, EEEE-: I1I, 14, 12770, I R vI, viii, 11k2a.
S ¢.  Also see Ethics, V1, be summed
S.Th., II-1I, q.50,8.3 c. e iiaiion, Tt canl ]
On prudence and art see E_thi__c_s.’ L4, nprudentia quae est
WD for our purposes in St. Thomas words st circa factiones.”
- Clrca actiones, differunt ab arte quaa;:B YII,1x,1241b.
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<. the chair or bed is used in action but it does not 1itself’

~act. The irrational ‘animate active instrument cooperates

in the action but without comprehension, hence it cannot

© be said properly to share in the action.: The rational
factive instrument, the artisan, shares in.the factive

- process, he knowingly cooperates- in the directions re-
.celved from the mastep craftsman. Buf when the direc-’

tion of the ruler is & prudential one this cooperation

2 takes on a special character, Prudential activity dif-
: fers from technical

~five) 1 S _effects,
the action basses from

7w

In the case of technical activiffy

the master through the artisan -

and terminates in the thing made. - In the case of the -

.- prudential dominion the agtion ends in the master and -

- 1B the slave insofar as he 1s the master's cooperative
" ¢

inst he master’s 1ife." The mas-

‘tep! S in the same life as the soul which di-
rects it, ‘but not the € wears, nor the article
of furniture which he has made., The slave is like a "

. WBIL of the body M6t ITs olotiss —This 15 mich mOre .
e fully developed by St. Thomas

as follows:
o A slave ig m
- his ruler, by comman
.- and inanimate beings

“For irrationa)l and 1
and do not put thems

oved by his master, and a subject by
d, but otherwise than as irrational
are set in motion by thelr movers.

On the other
any sense, are .
a way that they. -

; Wherefore some kind of ...
 reotitude of goverment 1g required 1n them, 8o that they
,’::i:::;:t th:mselveﬂ n obeying their superiors; and to

; pohticu’i’gﬁ l,*?t é}y)\ecies;@f plyr‘ud,enc’ewwhic}’z 1:5’ le}ed o

2. DAY, v, 1060a, el s

rah,.‘%;‘:a;a::;;l’ig'z:’ ‘ay'zg,c-y ‘This 18 not in contradiction Vith
e L] X, ‘ g ve.

"freeﬂ)hoice""'v e Ethics x, 1, 1177a where slaves do not hs

slave 1s & partner in his master's 1ife, but the artisan |
i1s more remote."23 Tpe inanimate active instrument like

- subordinate in the prudential order.

activity in being internal (intransi- [

2 ‘Politics, T, 11, 125ka. "Alterius" is St. Thomes' word.
TUE SN e

"istotle only means that the are not free to
conduct their gun 1ives ,mﬂepenimtly, ‘ ’:y > ‘

s
‘ . N

| 9
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We thus have the first elements of the definttiggo;)lftge
slave;he is a human active instrument sip;rfli; from the
master. . This however does not disting\;‘ssthe e ve Dan
sage indicates in every political doxginion thosetull';i:r
the rule are as it were instruments. 5 It is no ==
instrumental character, therefore, whichﬂis the d e
entia of the slave from the freeman, and that hi 1:,11: .
tive distinguishes him only from the ministei‘sf n ol
arts, - Aristotle goes further and calls him "o anz

"one Who 1s & humen being belonging by na.turﬁaréot o "
himself but to another is by nature a slave,. Nowder
s just this transition which puzzles the modern rgi- .
¥hy is there a necessary connection between being s
rected by another in prudential matters and bein% of
another"? Why is the slave not simply a free subor -,
nate in the household as are the children and the wi

The key to this puzzle ought to be contgined in
‘the following passage, but it remains obscure.

These considerations therefore make clear the na-

ture of the slave and his essential quality one vho\,is a
human being belonging by nature not to himself, but to an-
- Other 1s by nature a slave, and a person 1s & human being
. belonging to another if being a man he is an article of .
Property, and an article of property 1s an instrument of
- action:separable from its owner .27 o ;

* 7 For he 18 by nature a slave who is capable of belonging E
. Yo another and that is why he does so belong , and who |
: xPal’-’ficipates in reason so far as to apprehend 1t but not .-
%0 possess i%; for the animals other than man are qu‘bsenaré

lent not to réason, by apprehend 11ngla‘.’ o

25, st. Thomas, quoting Artet : of an 1netment‘k"}k' e
" even calls Angels instruments or ministers , Contra Gentiﬁﬁ:_ e
2.8 yop uy adtol gloev &AL’ &rhov &vepumog B, odtoc
R ~ o, : g ; N

- WvoeL BoBrog Eotiv. :

g--gdefinitto

+ id., 1, 11, 1054y,
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« Here Aristotle seems to say that a slave is an
article of Property and hence "of another," because he
“1s an active instrument. But we have already seen that
this is not the case, or every subject would belong to-
his kind. = The solution to the rambiguity however appears
if we’ recall the reason that active instruments of this
Speclal sort are necessary.. The wife might be consid-
ered an active instrument insofar as she carries out her
husband's wili, Rut her instrumental character remains
% secondary, her essential quality Ls that she 13 directly
' 8.cause of the existence. of the household,,..She is an.
- %&pﬁ&%&?@npﬂ&m@m@y. - The slave on the other
hand 1s required Principally to use the material goods '
- of the household, -ang these material goods are not par-
ticipants in the 1ife of the household nor 1ts end but
only 1ts conditions.29 The slave thus belongs essential-
1y to the conditions of the household rather than to its
very entity. Although he participates in the household

~life and the 1ife of the master he 1s allowed to do SO
in order that

be supplied. Hig Position is essentially instrumental.

- 'The vife and children do function as instruments of the

- father, and the citizens do function as instruments of ;
 the king, but’ they do not belong to these communities
hey are instruments. The wife belongs as

he very character or generation, the citi-
character of the
ek 1Ch 1s a community of citizens. But the slave
~©09°8 not belong to the family as demanded by its very
 JUtIty. A family ig fatpep, mother, and children only,

1t 1s not & house, beds, food, and slaves to use them

Zé;g’ ;ﬁough'these are required for the perfect house- -

ey L i ey e B

"alterius"; S ?s #his mean that he ‘:must

£ :"Aristoﬁle's,,thﬁuéhi: R R » ’ be
s on t rhaps
best understoog by consigep his point can pe ,

be a slave, fne freeman has the vir-

Prudence. = He naturally

61
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the material conditions of that 1ife should

- Whose extrinsic good is that of another.

ing vhy it would be unnatural |

7 Book IIT of the Politics.

32 Seke Teferences in Chapter VI post. .

ole of
seeks his own good and that of the city as gr}:cl’lelg to a
which he is the part.’0 What if he were su 13{5 %
naster and mede to fulfill the househOlg ‘t:‘;:sal.;!o capable
could no doubt peform them, but he woul More than
of advising the master, as does the wuei‘; r himself to
this he would be just as able as the maste cammot be
direct the affairs unailded. Such a personer of prudence
called "of another" because in him the pow submits to
is an independent and principle one. If 1;8 uthoritﬁ-
any rule it is because of the necessity of a
But ‘the slave has pr ‘ ,
this is all tha _that only a
the principle of "one man one task" 1;?;12.:1:13&:1 is in
uan of this sort should be a slave. r his
the same position of being dependent on another for.

is
- virtue, but this is a virtue of art, and hence he

. ave is de- -

"alterius" only in one respect. But_the ilg“i des pat
pendent on the master for the virtue Whi: so that he
M:_or making. but his lif% ,

is vholly "of another,"

A strong objection to this argument&ﬁ:z_nping:'
Zedlately evident. Why cannot the slave havzter? CIf
800d of his own distinct from that of the m&to that o £
the good of the slave is wholly assﬁil&tec;nhuman thing
, : : : e an

another being, then he is exactly 1 This problem .
tan be answered only at the end of our researches

Suffice it to say that Aristotle is at some pains

e
¥ _that slavery serves the advantage of the-slave a -

?’E{’l\\fof the master,J2 To be "of another means, as

S 2z

t. Thomas says in his Commentary, to be T@xuw‘éeﬁ
alterius,™ incapable GI Feaching one's own good ext on -
in dependenice on another. The citizen is depender:td'*be";
the ruler for nis soclal good, but he himself kcouhusba.r’ic'i i
Tuler if not perfectly. The wife depends on the e
for the ordered household life, but she could partlelly
_Substitute for him. The slave however 1s alte?ius

= 30, See the' lengthy disycussion: of 'Ehe ‘cha.racter" of the r.?i"hizen’ 1;;“1

- 31. Requireq for unity of action in the state .
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because he cannot live brudently except as he is a part.
Lof the master. He is an animate human instrument of the

_Actlve sort, exist art of the mastepr but sub-f
}tant‘la'l iy separste from him.g? . g

, - This definition i’;@f{ar, but our problem re-
mains dark for two reasons, First it must be objected
that a man who has no prudence would be an idiot and
hence incapable of the arts. Secondly it must certainly(~
- be maintained that whether a man can himself attain to
his proper 8ood or not, he has such a proper good and
N1t may not be sacrificed to that of another human being.
(”f,’%attempts'to show that the slave function 18
-necessary and that its proper instrument is s man cap-.
*%m
“batter should Serve other functions, hut does such a ‘
berson as this "human instr to_another'
WW

NN

33, ft Thomas collects thig

Y activan separatum alterius homo

éxlatensn I ad Pinem. .

I, lectio 2

. function exist .

-the other as t

definition from A 1ets discussiont '
‘et o "0 antms on- from Aristotle's L

Chapter VI

THE EXISTENCE AND CHARACTER OF THE SLAVE

. We must next consider whether or not anyone exists
who 1s by nature of this character, and whether it 1shad-
' ventageous and Just for anyone to be a slave, or 'elhe‘t:tegiB
on the contrary all slavery is against nature. And 1

not difficult either to %mcern the answer by theory or
to learn it empirically,

 Aristotle, having explained the necessity :f the
slave function for the household as he conceivesfi ’this
Dext argues that human beings fitted especially for
The order of his proof 1is very puz—1
zling. “After the passage quoted he proceeds to deve :jg B
the 1dea that throughout nature in every whole there

8 ruling part and subject parts, which has already been

d1scussed in Chapter IV above. He shows. that eviig rule
akes its QaLLLY. baliecn..

m-gmuhe.mued, consequently when two men are as

nequal as the soul and the body, then one ought tger“]-e‘
he 'soul does the body, and this is o
rule of master and slave. How does this indicate any-

thing gbout the existence of the slavish character?
Aris

totle seems to argue that since everywhere in pature -
¥ find ery whole is made up of parts which are

°ach adanted to perform s special functlion under the |
Tule of the part

¥hole, the

18 required the special function of ser\r}}e’
» Dature must have provided a bel especiall
adapron +——>-ust have provided a being especially

Pted to that function. An objection 1s obvious: In =

organic vhole we may assume that nature has provided

8 Proper part fop every function, but can we do so in
acelq

q ental whole like the family? = Aristotle-would no
. doubt

;_P’omics, I, 11, 1254,

whose function is the order of the . s

——==2 therefore since in the whole which is the house- .
. hold there

- vork
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not a substance.

Nature has provided for it the woman
who 1s especilally

adapted to continuing the family, and
also the slave who is adapted to breserving it material-
1y. It must be admitteqd that this is a dangerous method
of argument in political matters, since it begins with
& plecture of an ideal Socilety and then proceeds to argue
that nature has Provided its parts. Some of this diffi-
culty, however, has been removed by the fact that Aris-
-totle constructed his bPicture of the household from the
dge that households have slaves. But
not satisfied with this he now produces another more
factual argument; we observe men who are physically and
mentally different from freemen, and different in a way
~that adapts them for physical work. [The proof of the

- exlstence of slaves thus has two sides. First Thelr.
‘necessity for the household is argued, and this has al-
ready beenm ‘considered.

Second the character and signs
of the slave are discus

8ed to show that they correspond
. to well= own facts.

S Aristotle tells us that the chief characteristic
of the man who is adapteqd by nature to be a slave 18

that he be "strong for necessary occupations,"? that is
for servile wopr. +~ This statement produces a difficulty,
for the great soldier and statesman, the virile man must
~ have great strengtn, The strength of the warrior and

- 0f the slave however have a different character.
~ Aristotle, ang St. T

homas are commonly insistent on the
View that the character oumggvx often n 1o
N g gives an
dication of the che aracter of the soul which informs it.
S e Bt S B P 5T S PSPPI
his 13 wh they are gSpecially concerned with the bodily
education of the Pl and A

 tThearethe cltizen. Plato and Aristoiic ape con-
. tinually insisting thg

t the gymnastic exercises should

”produce not- athletes vho -can do Strange feats, but -
o ;trong freemen who fitted for military valour and =
. for 4&711;'6 of temperance ‘and fortitude. - As Plato said: ;

~ The honourable hody 1 pot the fair body nor the
nor the swift

o v 10T the large, nor yet the body that

:‘:t:er thin health"’althwsh this 1s what many believe;

o e 08¢ bodles which holgq the mean position between .
e ose mre?"“ re by far the most temperate and stable; .

I, 4, 125%.   :

are

; 2. Politics

pPlato,

o

"

' » ‘ 6
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. s
for while the one extreme makes ‘the souls puffed 131p an
proud, the other makes them lowly and spiritless.

' aken
Similarly Aristotle insists that great care geozcuba-
lest the body be debased by the exercises an ’
tlons engaged in: )

...they must not participate in such among the use-
ful érts as will render the person who participates in thexdn
vulgar. " A task and also an art or a science must be deeme
vulgar if it renders the body or soul or mind of free men ;
useless for the employments and actions of virtue. Hence
we entitle vulgar all such arts as deteriorate the cor?di-
tion of the body. ’

Now at the present time some of the states reputed
kt° pay the greatest attention to children produce in them
an athletic habit to the detriment of their bodily form
and growth, while the Spartans although they have avoided
this error yet make their boys animal in nature by their
“laborious exercises » in the belief that this ‘is most con-
tributory to manly courage.?

~-It 18 manifest therefors that the study of msic ’
;'m“Bt not place a hindrance in the way of subsequent activ- .
1tles, nor vulgarize the bodily frame and make it useless .
- Tor the exercises of the soldier and the citizen, elther

.. Tor their practical pursuits now or for their scilentific
- 8tudies later.6

From these pPassages and other references in the Politics

B Well as in the writings of Plato, it 1s clear how Lop-
o kstr"ngly the Greeks believed that great muscular deve ;

Dent or an irregular development that strengthened Pz-rf's‘ :
of the body at the expense of the whole is contrary to'
the proper 1ife of the citizen. Aristotle summari?es‘
‘%8 view as applied to the slave as follows:

. o ‘The intention ‘6f nature therefore is to make the R
- bodles algo of free men and of slaves different--the lat- .
Ter Strong for necessary occupations, but serviceable for

Y lam, v, o,
1 Dolitieg

» VIII, 1, 1337b. i
Bl v, 114, 1338p. S
Ibid VIIL, vi, 1341a,

ity
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a 1life of citizenship (and that again divides into the :
employments of war and those of peace); but as a matter -
of fact often the very opposite comes about--some per-7
8ons have the bodies of free men and others the sou}s. .

St. Thomas' explanation of this passage is of consider-

© able interest, since it reflects the survival of the
.. Greek medical. theories into the Middle Ages:

) First therefore he says that nature wishes,-- i
has a certain impetus or inclination--, to make a
differentiation between the bodies of free men and of

~slaves, so namely that the bodies of slaves may be strong
to exercise the necess

~ namely working in the
“'ministeries,

. that is well
~.Tor such gervy

Y

i.e.,

flelds, and to exercise other like.
but the bodies of free men ought to be erect,
disposed according to nature, and not useful .-
1le operations because of their genteel
Physigue (complexio delicata); they should, rather, be
useful for ¢ivil 1ife in which fres men are engaged. Now,
. the man who hag g body useful for civil 1ife has & physique
- adapted for warlike and peaceful usages ; such, that is to
. say, that in time of war he may have a body fit for fight-
-ing and for other military work, but in time of peace for
.. Aischarging othep ¢ivic duties.  Ang although nature has
e tendency toward causing the aforesaid difference of "
physiques, nevertheless, she ig sometimes remiss in this,

/a8 also 1n everything elge which 1s begotten and is eonss:.
quently ¢orruptible,;

: ; eniss in a few.
-ture 18 remigg iy th: it very often turms out
tontrary to what has been said, so that, namely, those
“Who ‘have the souls o

~ , f free men may have the bodies of |
Bla.vesk,'a-nd'Vice, veraa,8 Sl ‘ PR

“otles,

~ The training

"—g,. “Politics y I, 1

ary function which belongs to them, -

Nature has her own way thus in many -
_things, but she 14 p Since, therefore, na-

8,7 S R 5 i
-~ Much of this\ discussion hovever seems to refer S
‘more to acquireg characteristics. than to innate capaci-

89 and the labors vhich

~%
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liberal life,

S ‘vhich they lived,

-8 etry.
' théj performed increased their natural dis-symm

f

de this sort o

What about thelr natural capaclties mal ?l . .
t they could recelve St. Thoma

training the best tha :

continues in his commentary as follows

-For 1t must be borne in mind that the Phil;igih;: :::e
draws a conclusion from the foregoing in : e a
treating about the ordering of the lsoul,l1 e:oul ,nat“re
- the body exists naturally by virtue of t :it th; boul, and
intended to form such a body as should dbe padten g e
on that account, nature tends to give the bo S kentos
men to those who have the souls of free men, siztent ol
‘in regard to slaves. And this is indeed con i i
a8 the internal dispositions are concerned; ford L
: possi'ble that someone should have a well-ordez: et
' the faculties of Imagination and other natur e
- tive faculties be disordered, even though in the e

one
configuration and size and other external disposition
‘may find disparity.ll

’ that
~ St. Thomas thus inte s Ar

ily ex-
®%en when the slave and free do not differ é?fgggeniie
ternals, there may be a real differ?nce’f?tness for
¥ich 13 the true root OF The slzvissiinthe internal
The slave's defec t be
t would no
Senses which are required Tor thought. I

telico-
~ 1n place here to discuss a very elaborate Aristo
; 'f"homistic t

heoryl?2 concerning the. relation bet:;:nszﬁi .
Complectio” of the body and the character OfArj_stQte]_--
Imem at first glance that since the Store
lan School holds that forms are individuated byd, ;
Iatter, and that the soul is the form of the bg yé s
therefore all human souls would be equal. Dif :rto o=
n dntel11gence could be explained as simply du o the
2%cldental characteristics of this or that body. he
Position of Aristotle and St. Thomas 1s however mu’c’ s
. Aristotle boltevea that only barbarians should be slaves and
they were Physically unbalanced because of tkhe’climat‘es in

See post, Chapter VIIL
L I poyyy : g T

o I, loct. 3. el ; e L
e, mlabo;ate discussion and justification of this position =

3e¢ R. J. Slavin,0.p, » The Philosophical Basis for Individual
) .

- 2fferences according to St. Thomas Aguinas, passim. - §:‘ 1;50"’,5’."
© theory 15 not only metaphysically sound but 51“8“1 nf
a'g‘.ee‘&ble_to modern psychological findings. o ;
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“more subtle. Because the bodies of different individuals

have different dispositions,
ing them are more or less "

the souls naturally inform-

good. "

The intelligent man
not only has an especlally good body and good interior
Senses, but also an especlially intelligent soul. This
does not mean however that there is a difference in spe-
ciles between souls, but only a natural difference in
qua.lity. Tﬁi naturally good soul belongs to the natural-

ly good bod and tho Aristotle a,nd\ﬁt. Thomza.s1 ,
Roint out, this may often fail as regards outward accl-

# dents, it seldom fails as regards the interior senses 01}
 WhITH Intellectual operation . %§£d3.13 ~ Moreover
'tm‘;mﬂfﬁmfest thelr degree of perfec-
tion in the whole nervous System, and outwardly especial-
1y in the Sensitivity of touch. This famous observation
of Aristotle that intelligence went with the softness of
the fleshl# has considerable scientific truth and is un-
doubtedly the key to the Present problem. The natural
slave is detected by outward bodily signs because these
~indicate the berfection of the nervous mechanism on which

e_intellectual Towers depend, Thils does not mean an
~essential differen

¢e between man and man, but it 1s an
. ~lnnately different intellectual ¢

apacity Enced by
‘Rodily signs. T Th another text Aristotle mentions his
.-\%___’ -
obinion that ere

¢t posture Is Indicative of the intel-
- dectual nature.I5 Ty all this there is an absurdity
~4Que to errors in positive science, but the principles of
. Aristotle implieq 1n this discussion are very important.
":The slave is innate

1y weak Intellectually, and this 18
reflected in an inse

n8itive nervous system, and in the
o of strengt atible with su ensi-
. Bivity. Nevert

héless this doe

S not mean that the slave .
o \—\mmh SIcal sense from
~the master; ne can be truly

adictory in this

Politics

15 In De Antmm, g
-1k, Do Anims, II, ¢

5a15
15. De Part

N iy

| Abus Aotwaltm, 11, 5 gnga. g

human and yet have naturally
e ntellectual Powers,  The Aristotelian psSychology .
is not contr : ’ : o8

e does Aristotle cbntradict this psychological
5 k’_t_h‘eory_in the Politics? ‘He says in comparing the slave

ald

¥

oA,

its that
. ®r8 of his ideal state slaves, and yet admi

of 'these activ-:
farming 1g 11liberal, yet the principles ’

| ; " ‘ 69
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vith the free wife. and child:

| but
A1l possess the various parts of theh::ui;t ot
possess them in various ways; for the slavi e s
" the deliberative part at all, and the fe:;;eit e ! ;n u.
without full authority, while the .child
developed form.16

By "deliberative part" (povAeuTinov, conSili:zg%Ei rea-
Aristotle would seem to mean the power of pg prudence.
son, ‘'the power which 1is perfected by art axfl ee will, no
But & man without practical reason has nc-)]_ rno art of
morality, no understanding, and necessari Zhat the

ey sort! Yet Aristotle makes very clear

es not
-8lave possess arts which the master h:!.ms&el,f do R
possess,

‘ : loy-
But we distinguish several kinds of slave, as :1;:1; a::{?_- Y-
~‘ments are several. One department 'belongshto the hanht-,
craftemen, who as their name implies are t :h(p; e hento
live by their hands, a class that includes e o ot o
artlsan. Hence in some states mti.nual labour ’
admitted to office in old times.l7

) e distin—[‘vr :
Ve gather from another passage that ﬁizgo:irkerand ~
ulshed between the skilled and unsk makes the farm-
considered both servile.18 Moreover he

" such as
¥hile to engage in wealth-getting activities

19 fThere are -
ities are scientific and worthy of study].- i Behe more i x
grades in servile work, "some more meniati the houses i
honorable, "0 gng even the work of directing

“doubt & -
R0ld can be carried on by a steward who 1s no ot At
slaye,? S S

P ; e ST e rean

Is not Aristotle caught in a 'grgssogogzzaarfs -

asserts that the slave 1s capab iding‘his s
le of deliberation or of gu e o

vwhen he

16. Politics

+ Politicg IIT, 11, 12770,
8. Big. 11 1 Ba. . Sy
=:C., ITT, 111, 127 ot S S
. 19. %‘,"I) 1’7,; 1258b. and I’ 11’ 1255b' I N 13m'
. mg,, I, 11, 1255b. See also ECO____.._-’mmif’? Sediind e

i, 1, 11, 1255b.
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‘,Lif'_e.z. One way of soiving this apparent contradiction
.-would be to say that Aristotle did not think the servile
arts required any intelligence. There is a famous bas-

i Metaphysics which has been interpreted to
-mean this: ) . ' o

Hence we think also that master workers in each craft are -
more honorable and know in a truer sense and are wiser
than manual workers » because they know the causes of things
done (we think the manual workers are like certain 1ifeless
-things which act indeed, but act without knowing what they ’
do, as fire burns,--but while the lifeless things perform
each of their functions by a natural tendency, the labour- ’
. ers. perform them by habit.ﬁz L k
" This cannot be
1s contrasting
Speaking formal
along with the
and contempt fo
has as g polemi
.-ers_as Xenophon

bressed very far however since Aristotle
the scientist ang the man of habit, not
1y of work itselr. Undoubtedly Aristotle
rest of the Greeks had a special distaste
T servile work. Book I of the Politics
cal undertone a refutation of such writ-

who dared praise the 1ife of the farm-
er, < If we exam In which the .

- 8lave's Intellectual ca tles are discussed, Aris- =
| It man oot ot e S et ke

E For he 1s a siave. . .whb

participates in reason 80
far as to apprehend 1t, but not to posseas it; for the anl-. ’
' xals other than man are subservient not to reason, by ap-: ' -

. Prehending 1t, put to feelings. 2k . . :

- Those persbnekare mistaken who deprive the slave

o and tell us to use command only; for admoni";; s
. tlon s more properyy employed with slaves than with =
kil B3 T el e it

25, -In his Economics, i
ok, Politics, 71, > 125k,
25. Ibid , ¥, o

e R ‘{nterpre
‘1 think these ‘passages of . 8t, Thomas correctly :

: ; » : L i
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ruled:

“A'slave is moved by his master, and a subject bg I;'Ll:n rj;i:le', A
by command, but otherwise than as irra.tiona:; :ewﬂl > .
“ beings are get in motion, since they have n eoators tho
whereby to be masters of their own a.c'l:ion;a1 » m INZ
‘Pectitude of their government 18 pot in ‘ll:1 e vt
"-in the power .of their movers. On the other o ; B oo
are slaves or subJjects in any sense, are 1novethemsebms by
. mands of others in such a way that they mo;ztude wgiel
their freewill; wherefore some kind of rezi e o
" ermment is reauired. ;l.n‘t.hemé 8o they may , ;
in obeying thelr superiors. . :

. X llows:
St. Thomas enlarges the same point f‘.l? ther as fo :

ed -
~...both men and brutes are led by benef 1ti; i::: r:zzr::;n :
by punishments, or by precepts and prohib . m.r’l that, the
- d1fferent ways: since 1t 1s in the power ; ther they be
‘same things being similarly represented, "b: borafite oF
“Precepts or prohibitions, or whether th:y by & Judgment
punishments, they choose them or flee tiemnaturally Sotor-
- of reason; but.in brutes this judgment 18 hegpors 1 ome. 1
“mined to this that whatever is propqsed. 027 ; o
way, in the same way 1s accepted or fled.

‘ S otle quot-
St. Thomas understands the first texff of IA’ri‘YSto o R,
¢d above in the same way, as follows: e T

B campares the man who 1s naturally o :I:foc:‘:) and says |
animal, according to similerity and dif i ates in reason | i
that he vho Is naturally a slave, communic o of Teason= i Ui

- only to this extent that hie receives the sen v, & ’

: this way
. 1ing, as it is pul Forth by another; ;“ﬁiﬁzzuif but_othe,
B oning

that he has the sense OF reasor sense of reasoning
~ &nimals serve man not as recelving any

things |

from man, but only insofar as the mm:zmoiﬁ::ewrk of T

8000 or 111 received from man ml{ie 42'3’_”‘/ et

- servitude elther through fear or liking : : s
D un e SRR g &

e the
. thi nd of ' De
Aristotle. clear sk The T

%. 8.m., TI-11, '4.50, a.2c.
27.'De Veritate, q.2k, 8.2 3‘17'
% In.Polit., 1, Lectio 3.
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slave from the animal "mind," and this distinction is
essential and not accidental: the slave has reason
“(although imperfectly), the ‘animal only passions. Is
.such a person as described, "feeble-minded" in the mod-
ern sense?  Aristotle does not c¢learly distinguish as
we do between the stupid and the feeble-minded, but he

does distinguish between unintelligent and crazy per-
sons. - He says: . e .

-+.0f foolish people those who by nature are thoughtless
and live by thelr senses alone are brutish, like some
“.races of the distant barbarians s while those who are so

a8 a result of disease (e.g., of epilepsy) or of madness
are morbid.29 : . :

His whole description of the natural slave does not im-
Ply that he 1s a diseased or abnormal being. He 1s sim-
Ply stupid 1in the way Aristotle conceives barbarians to
. be stupid. He can still learn the arts. What is this .
strange "stupidity"? How can one "apprehend but not
Do3sess reason"? It cannot be clalmed that either Aris-
totle or St. Thomas resolves this difficulty very explic-
1tly, and yet the solution is not far to seek. "Reason ,
- 1s taken in several senses. If we take it as "speculs-
- tive reason," the slave possesses it in a very imperfect
~ form, so that he 1s not capable of the liberal sciences:
1f ve take 1t as the practical reason then a further
“distinction must be made.,- Practical reason can be per-

. fected either by the virtue of prudence or of art.
- However prudenc :

© 13 as it were the chief of all virtues,
_ the meeting place of the intellectual and moral life.
“7-1ts. function is

o il : Yo choose means to the attainment not . -
: ’merely: of particulap goods

o EMoe v 6 amg.,
: 30- It must be noted that ays "Quantum ad commmnis - .
ey z:f;::ii& rationis sive speculativae sive practicae est eadem. -
8eu rectitudo apud om noqus w g The
'I'II,Q-I.Q.lc,V;I B nes etaequaliter nOta. R
-~ 3l Gl

St. Thomas s

O this whole question see Ethics, VI

.

Y

}s;

THE EXISTENCE AND CHARACTER OF THE SLAVE .

: totlel

: “Objection drawn

end, and hence the sphere of means concerning ;.llgizieiﬁ ,
judges must be very limited. The prudent man e e
good man absolutely, but the artist is good only 2
artist of some particular sort. t 1s ar t -

that in Aristotelian psychology it is uitt? osslible .
or a pers

ther and higher perfection of prudence. If the slaveOOd
has sufficient reason to understand some particular g
and the means to -it, he has enough reason for artr.

It might be thought from the te::t "the sliv;e
apprehends reason without possessing it" that wha t
lacks 1s a sort of inventive reason or foresight.thBQ P
as Aristotle says in discussing the advantage of the -, ,’
slave over the animal as a "live tool," the slave can &
"see what to do in advance."?2 Moreover the arts do a.k
in fact require some foresight. The lowest slaves w;rve
from habit "as fire burns," but the higher ones may ha

Quite developed skills. The esse L L
them naturally slaves, is The lack of the virtue of pru

dence an considersble capacity for 113-__,'1'%%%—%9_
Like those to whom : § when he says :

B

Possible that there are some persons incapable of being -
®ducated ing men of nmoble character.””’? The
8lave can will and think and learn, but these actlons
though human never rise to the level of the virtue of |
Prudence nor the speculative sclences which belong t’o_:( ,
the free man. ' This defect in prudence corresponds to :
the fact studied in our last chapter, that thiil'aﬁ 18‘  ,‘~
0 Instrument for doing and not for making. Ar_t__iﬁ___a-.
%'thmcapable of that himself, but

m-’u\d%n_ce is e perfec 5 an _gi_;:;__a.—y_g__i_.si?,m

“2abIS of that only by his relation Lo Lhe master. .

1s evident from a remark he mekes that parallels Aris- ' .

8 own observation that a "slave.cannot be a'frie,nd,?

W& slave.">% gt. Thomas cites the words of Aristotle,

that the 8lave has no "consiliativum," and 8115“?1‘5‘“1?1‘?
from them in this way: - . o

5 odltics, 1, 11, 125%.

o Dltles, v, x, 13168, 0

1 Bies, vImm, w6, Sha

~ That St. Thomas understood Aristotle in this way ...
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~ «s.the slave does not have the "power of deliberation" ;
(consiliativum) insofar as he is a slave, for thus he is

~an instrument of his master; he is deliberative however
1nsofar as he 18 a rational animal 35

Aristotle does not go this far, but these words do not
really contradict his own. The slave may be capable of
Wut WWIM
-theory of the household Is that the siave cannot suc-

cessfully rule his whole 1176 GEpt as an_instrument

-of the ste as_an instrument deliberation is not
in him but in his master.
W\——————-\

, We have thus before. us Aristotle's characteriza-
"tion of the slave.,  The chief problems 1t raises still
remain to be considered; but this characterization must

- not be understood too mechanically. What is essential

to this description of the slave 1s. this: . the man who

is. incapable of sufficient prudence to be the head of &

household and participant in political and contemplative

s life 1s, to Aristotle’s mind, "naturally a slave."

. There 1s something relative about this, however, since
‘a8 we shall see Aristotle admits that while in some

"~ forms ‘of government the artisans are citizens, in others.

o they are slaves.3

P E——

| e..12 ad 2.,
Politica, I, 11, 1278a.

i

Chapter VI "7‘

THE EXPEDIENCY OF NATURAL SLAVERY

Aristotle is not content with arguing that the
rule of slaves 1s a necessary part of the household do- ;
minion and that the proper subjects of this rule exlst,
he also wishes to confute those critics who assert that
vhatever .the advantages of slavery, it is morally inex-’
pedient, He does this in part by his argument that the
natural slave exlsts, since that which is natural is
just and expedient. Domestication is good for a.nmalg
because they are naturally the property of man, and
similarly with the slave who is natrually of the mas-
ter,1 Aristotle, however, realizes that since the -
slave is different from other property in belng human,
& further problem remalns. In-the first part of the ,
F&Q@L@Jhe_ggy_&;_g he lndicates what THe parts ’
of .the household are; in the last section he considers
“%Qﬂghf ta be fostered in 1ts human parts.

In the same way in Books VII and VIII he discusses -~
first the parts of his ideal state, and then the educa-

. tion necessary for the citizen. totle 1s thus

faced with the problem of deciding whether the slave

. 8ttains to any strictly human good, his function
Tequires human virtue, then he lives a life which 1s

8impIy good. —THIs would be the true expediency of

: ﬂmi romote the‘-
Virtues of the slave and the master.

It must be emphasized that Aristotle does not

g Bpproach the problem directly in this way..: He has in>

mind the Sood of the household, rather than the good of

1 Politics, I, 11, 1254b, This argmnent ds du‘bioue since even ;f B
: “-the animal suffere as regards 1ts intrinsic-end, e.g., 18- : o
o Heq; 44 attains its extrinsic end which 1s to be of use to
 TAN." Thig cannot be the case for the slave.or any human being. ;




b Politacs, Iy, 1x, 21791,;" ‘I have here ’foliowedy the  Jowett<Ross .
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its members Separately,
avery to t lave
Seen Aristotle says that

What is the advantage of
Aristotle's view? As we have
the community of master and
slave arises from a need of security, the slave profits
from the more intelligent master's foresight;2 this is
repeated when the slave is compar
&re more secure under & master than_in the wild.> The
Slave attains to a l1ife where he is always sure ,of food
- and clothing, and protection from outside forces, by
Placing himselr under a master. We know from our own
‘experience that the free worker faced with unemployment
sometimes envies the slave's lot. - This advantage of the
slave 1s evident, but 1t is an advantage shared by the
animals, Doesg Aristotle attribute anything better to

~him?  There are many texts which make this doubtful; the
two most difricult, are as follows,:

But & state exists for the sake of the good 1life,
‘and not for the sake of 1ife

only; if life.only were the
oblect, sla

ves and brute animals might form a state, but
- they cannot » for the

z have no share in happiness or in &

0 11fe of free choice.

- cupations, but as we have said before,
. An virtuous activities.5 ' D SR

2. Polttice, 1,3,
3. Ibtd., 1, 11,

5 Ethics, X, Vi1, 1176s, als0 Meta. - A0, 1075a; The text Poll-
Lics, I, 11, 125ky mppg . 18 the condition of thoge whose' func-
and from whom

THE EXPEDIENCY OF NATURAL SLAVERY

ed to tame animals who

HHCER : 1lowed the Jowetl
O Polities, 1,v, 1250p. I have fo'ec ‘13 of their
w7 tion hers," The quotation 1s in sec.

' sure
1ife which is ‘realliyilgaPI(";‘;?i:z 1;011122,.3’?ep2§121§:1 ?Q_'
:?Zﬁoincllizgiiimgg,;tzon}.r The slave is noE c:Pabie o s
g_;s.i if:x'? e) ,'t :;idsconsemenzlzh:inﬁ’lzthizea :i::dhjg%ﬂ'el .
St b b
s Semsine spon. T might be thougnt that Lt s mere
o veltow of tho Antetetorian Economics ssys, "Thres

hment
things make up the 1life of a slave, work, punis »

" “But this

and food....The slave's reward is his fogdéla-ves he -

same writer says, "To the higher c}assdoto the workers

ought to give some share 3'1; hmouii fae.n of the slave is =
e

abundance of nourishment. d_contemplation

e_an

thus primarily the life of prudenc . But is this ':];ife

vhic s1on] he animals?

of appetite any different than tha.ﬁ ’of t’” St

Aristotie says: ' ' '

. there " =
A question may indeed be retsed, ;h:ntze;igher
.18 any excellence at all mm;n:l::‘iziy ::alitieﬂ-'wheth'; :
trumental and 8 urage,
ﬁem:z hha.lwsre the virtues of temperance ax;:ezz o:l‘;; en
Justice and the like; or whether slaves I);)nlchever way we. .
bodily and ministerial qualities. And, w for, if they -
answer this question a difficulty aria:::ni freemen?  On °
have virtue, in what will they differd share in rational ' °
the other hand, since they are men ant they have no vir- -
Principle, it seems absurd to say. tha e Y
Be then procedes to try tg :Ioll:uler and_subject have - -
Rroposed: How 1s TE That Bo

s.both have LR
- Wrtues? He decldes that in human be‘iﬁ%that they have ..
Virtues, and that these are similar,
58, a

t are o
r an,d subjec -
80 essential aifference, just as rule 7 : »

RS

6. This puzzling g 1fication is discussed ZniT8: N
1. Economics, T, k. 13hha, o -Ross’ transla-
———c8, 1, 4, a1vision of
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- essentié.lly 'dif‘fere

s nt positions. St. Thomas discusses
... the same problem in € following way: L

_Prudence 1s in the’ reason.
long\properly to the reason;
. to a man to have reason ang
- share in ruling and goveint:
- the subject as subject
.7~ competent to rule and
" governed. Therefore
‘‘slave ag slave,
 “ever, eévery man,

Now ruling and governing be-
and therefore it is proper -
prudence insofar as he has a *
ng..  But it is evident that
> and the glave as slave, are not
govern, but rather to be ruled and
Prudence 1s not the virtue of a ;
nor a subject as subject. Since, how- :
for as much as he ig rational, has a .
share in ruling according to the Judgement of reason, he

18 proportionately competent to have prudence. Where- ;

. fore 1t -1g manifest that "prudence is in the ruler after -
the manner of g mastercraft, but 1n the subjects after .

~.the manner of ha.ndiéra.ft.9 ' o g

ing settled thig f

5 or prudence as does 3t. -
. Thomas, goes on to say, R o ’ ’
L ,_'kwe st suppose that the same neceséarily holds good of:

~the moral virtues: g1 must partake of them but not in
. the game way,.but in such me

. Agure as 1s proper to each ':
7 An relation to his Own Hence i1t ig manifest

- -that all the persong mey oned have a moral virtue of
S their gwp,10 T o e L
He 1s Speaking here of the woman, the child, and the
Slave. . What thep are the virtues that are most appro-
‘briate to the Tuler and to the ruled? The two are com-
pared to the rationay. ' :
soul,ll; gep.
those Parts, . The rul

‘ ) s. er "must Po
‘tue in 1tsvcompletenes‘s "

hold this means domestie P
on the other: hang must-have the
‘the appetitive Or Arratigng

ssess intellectual vir-

Virtues which control

9 8., Iram, gy, a.12, o,
_of Aristotle Vhich we are
10. Politics,‘; I, v, 126 .
1. Politics, ¥,-1260a;
; : E;hics,_ III,’!

» and vith respect to the house-
Tudence,12 - The subordinates . ..

1 part of the soul and these o

The quotation is from the Paﬂsage . :

) . ) ‘also HI‘ 11,1277b'
W Politics, I, v, 1260a. Bee NG e

B

; , o .
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v . ' leasure,
are temperance, which controls thihde:;;::iizz Ii)‘or A
: h strengthens e :
?I.’:d i‘zrf:}iggz’l;higut among the subordinates Zhﬁz:;zive
ult. .12 s
thgre are different natures and functions,
different virtues:

: e, and
For the free rules the slave, the male the iim;iséesa |
the man the child in different ways. _And athem 2058
the varioug parts of the soul, but possess e 11f-
‘ e de
ferent ways; for the slave Ottt::l Collore
part at all, and the female has it, bu

eloped
agmgrwﬂmw
form.L :

For this reason the woman has not only ;1;5 Ki?z;smper_
strictly proper to a subordinate, but ?. rudence. The
fect power of rule, a certain degree of p ess these vir-
¢hild on the other hand will some day pos: uiring them.
tues, but now is only in the process of a ﬁt a to
He has them as "not persona%htz is S'C -
the veToped belng, tha 4___l;e__;1z.=.;x:szm.-d.n.'-'a-ut‘.ltl-a
rity e Iovez him, " p'I'hil.s; is true also of thiéia}c’%é?—}i%ﬁi
virtue also 1s in relation to the maSter’“’E'e?_fﬁng_a- :
tm‘layg ls able to remain virtuous only uJia.lren‘r. only 1if
8r's control. Why this is the case is apg reserves -
'méﬁﬁl?gred that prudence perfects in tﬁis' like

the virtues, and the slave 1s deficlent néxtre;xely hum-
the child. His virtues however are of an ‘ B

ble character: Co T

And we laid it down that the slave 1s ser\;il;eable 3 ;

. for the mere necessaries of 1ife, so that: o cl:iremﬁgh waie

" nesis only a emall smount of virtue, in fact Juto beme
%0 prevent him fram failing in his tasks owing Bo T

~Perance and cowardice. A '

The slavers love of pleasure, and his fear of p 181

Dot render him unable to: carry out"f‘he“selfvj" R

- B Bthics, 117, 10, 1317 and S.Th., I-II, 4.61, & R T R

sion of the moral virtues.

. POlitics,‘v_',‘ 1260a.:

Vs 1260&..4 i
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which are his func;tion.17 ' s will not develo
‘yir

ccord, they m
~in him by the guldance of the master: .

It 1s manifest therefore that the master ought to be tot. "
o the. slave the cause of the virtue proper to a slave, bu

not as possessing that art of mastership which teaches a
slave his tasks.18 )

Thls makes’ very clear the character of the household
~rule. . The master does not direct the slave in his ser-
v vile arfs servile,
but he does direct him in the prudential order, since
- to_create virtue
.. a8 1s the use of
~1ife. - The labor

Dproperty for the immediate needs of 7
: of the farmer i1s illiberal though it .
ncludes the management of animals, but the guidance O
.slaves has g certain liberal character.  8ince however
'/ the ‘slave 1s capable only of the least virtues, this 1s
~an unimportant liberal function, and for this reason
. Wen wisely have stewards to perform most of it,  The
.. steward's function 1s to execute the master's commands,

. but the final decision must come back to the master,
s thq a’lo’ne, has true prudence, : ;

. Might 1t not be sald that Aristotle does not -
L ‘mean to go even this fapr

8i8ve to the animal 1in such passages as the follow-

e i"-[hek‘u‘semlﬁésa of

v, 1260b,
Aristotle's (ag wey1’
' liberal

8) ‘ovn"description of

be produced

in another 13 A iiberal occupa.tigr_l&lg,

» since he frequently compares -

) zen, ‘he 1s "an m;ficqr
a; Republic, 500d.. . . :

N

‘ - ssed’
Against this are two facts: (1) The slave is -discu

: fer-
along with wife and child, and thelxr virtues are re

virtues
“red to collectively and in identical tem;:;l tg:e T the
of all three subordinates are compared w

master and are said to have a similar charactef;;é 1(:1?1?3
Aristotle in the Politics and Ethics d.oe:’1 n:.n virtues.
tern virtue (4petn) for anything except 1mcl>lst any excel-
Greek usage indeed applied the tgi'm to atmtle comes
lence including that of anlmals. Aristo dence to the
nearest this in attributing ¢péVRoLS or pmfl'erring simply -
higher animals, but here he 1s avowedly r iace "A brute
to common speech.22 He says in another p does a God." .
nimal has no vice or virtue, and nelther 2 rm refer-
This 1is because virtue is for him an exact ‘ie otherwise
ring to voluntary actions of beings who cén el
than they are. ‘

: e
The sign of the human character of the slave 7
virtue which Aristotle glves 1s as follows:

‘ : glave of =
Hence thoge persons are misteken who depr?r:o:h:dm°nition l : ‘ é
Teasoning and tell us to use command only;

2k
children.
1s more properly employed with slaves then with

~ » by simply -
Thus the slave 1s to be made to act not only by

- “before)
. 8pprehending the command (as Aristotle.z:znzizzii a\.?_n pone i
but also because the master has shown h . =
Sonableness in his. commands.

o ' ‘qls8 the vip-
Aristotle thus attributes to the slave

N ' ul which is
- bues which are appropriate for the kind of so

h has the
necessary for the slave functions, & sozlszlf};':cient Py
Ppetitive part and the calculative D e oruden-
S¢rvile art, but who lacks.a developmen

eculative
tial papt of the calculative power, and the Sp
part, 25

*"2 . He 1s thus the lowest human type’nzhis capable
- Son of pure appetite would be an ar{ma,li : RS R

2l. See v, Jasger, Paideia, The Ideals of Greek Cg;t%:holds that -
2. Ethics, VI, 7, 11h1a. W. Jaeger, Aristotle, ok
. *hie passage 1s a trace of Aristotle's ea"“']‘ier j ,

er he~usedesvnch ,'Btric‘s;ly;" L

* Politics, 1, v, 1260b.

25‘.0?1 the parts ‘of the soul see -—P-i—gg’ VI’IDB&'B —

since lat- -
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~of virtue hoﬁever only relatively, since his master

supplies the prudential guidance necessary to temper
- his appetites. : SRR : g

St.. Thomas, having in mind the thought of the
Stolcs and of Christianity on the subject, had & much
more fully developed view of the kinds of virtue possi-
¢ ble to the man of humble intellect who does not direct
~his own 1irfe. - These however are connected with the
. 1dea of the natural limitations on slavery which will
- be discussed later.26 - Here 1t is important to see that
- Aristotle has implicitly introduced a certain limita-
“tlon of the master's right over the slave.  Man can use
- animals and irrational creatures generally without any
limitation except in his own nature, the reasonableness

- of his ovn action in making use of them for some end. .

 But 1f we say that the ruler is to produce virtue in

hls subject, then we 1imit his use of the subject by
- the nature of the Subject itself. The master does not
 teach the slave to cook well, but he guldes him to 1ive
‘temperately, and what 1s temperate depends on the human
Aristotle does not in any vay

.. develop the important consequences of this principle’
- Which logically concludes to what we now call "natural
rights." KNatural rights however are practically mean-
ingless unless it 1g granted that the subject may re-‘
813t a command of the master which is contrary to vir-
tue. Ar istotle shows no conception of such an idea,

but as w111 pe 'seen, 1t appears strongly in Thomistlc
0 doubt he would have thought the idea com-

trary to the 1deal condition 1n i the judgement
about virtue Procedes from the virtuous and wise masters

and the Submission comeg from the virtuous but unwise
‘slgv'e ;. How 18 1t possine for the slave to know betiel
than the masters - It 1s just because he has & less per-
ent that he 1s a slave.

er,'in,émcxinter‘esting article bas

’
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. Woug pg

! ’
soul to ‘the unreasonable, sbsolute ( PAOLALMT) but non-
4
arbitrary (moALTinn).2T

But this presses the analogy too far., Aristotle it 1s

“true says "the slave is part of the master--he is as 1t

"

vere a part of the body, alive yet separate from 126
but this does not deny the slave psychical powers.
What is important is that with respect to the master,
the slave's function 1s characteristically bodily, the
servile arts.. The wife supplements her husband with
respect to the higher virtues, but the slave only in
the lovest, The famliliar tripartite division of the
Soul by Plato 1s reflected here.29 The slave has the
lover appetites, the free. subordinates the higher as
¥ll, the slave has a lower fortitude than that of the

freeman, Because the slave's function and capaclty 1s
- the lowest and of the body as compared with the other

functions which have an essentlally liberal character,
he 18 ruled 1ike the body rather than like the appe-~

tites, The master does not move him at will of course,
gut relatively speaking the rule is like that over the
ody, :

rather than like that over the appetites. The
desires rightly prompt the intellect, and the wife her

hl;sb&nd, but the body only obeys, and the slave only
Obeys, .. .. ) k

. THE COMMON GOOD OF THE MASTER AND SLAVE

The most difficult problem of all concerning
ediency of slavery remains; 8t. Thomas in a fa-

38age tells us why slavery is a painful thing
‘f ich menlalvoid: i e : :

the exp

Rt The slave in this differs from the free man that
the lattexf 18 his own cause, a slave however is ordered

‘Yo another, g, that one man is master of another as his <
: ‘.,slajre vhen he refers the one whose master he is, to his

S i:,:ertﬁchla’-fer, "Greek Theories of Slavery from Homer to . e
"totls,” Harvard Studies in Classicsl Philology, b7, (2936),

':I, 1255b;j i ’;f 4”, Lo
Cy 3 &




THE THEORY OF NATURAIL SLAVERY

N own--namely the mastertg use.
er good is desirable to liimae
- grievous matter to anyone to
“~to be his own,
8ity a pain on
ruled by anothe
... Proper good
. g0od.30-

And since every man's prop-
1f, and consequently it is a
yield. to another what ought -
therefore such a dominion implies of neces-
the part of the subjects...But anyone 1s
T as a freeman when he directs him to the
of ‘him who 1s- directed, or to the common

Here he makes g distinction which 1s certainly Aristo-
tellan in principle and which 1s op great help in under-
| Dtending Aristotle's text. A man has & privabe good and
~~ he also participates in the common good of which he 1s
an element € _common good of those soolebies of Which
he is a member, chiefly the household and the gtate.
'WM—BOod he 1s doing what is sim-
Ply natural ang- essentlally pleasant, but also when he
1s working for the common good he 1is following a natural
_Although he may have to make personal sacri-
cod, 1t is natural that he should
however, impiies that the slave can-
. ot Private good nor a common good of which he
L is a participant. What does Aristotle say?. .-

Lo For he that can foregee with his mind is natural-
1y ruler ‘ang naturally master, and he that can work with
1s- '

subject and naturally a slave; go that the .

31. Politics, I, 1; 1252s,
3R..Iaa,, I, 11, 12551,

- RY :
THE EXPEDIENCY OF NA‘I’URW,
: ' rates the:
to that of the slave, for if the slave deterlo

from inJury.<” e e
saved. SO SR
position of the master cannot be e in the .. .=

g e cas
But he has just saild that this is I;?t‘ the. ! oy
rule over the .rest of the household: a’ml{ m‘,‘er‘
 But authority over children anda;:"::,f household
the vhole household, which we call the ynt erest of those: .
ement, 1s exercised either in the o parties,—-08=
' mri:g or ;'or some common interest of b; as we see that
aentiglly in the interest of those Z:;ldea::hle t1c ‘tralning 4
tﬁe other arts also, like medicine’ - whom they are.
are pursued in the interest of those O FHFT T 0.
practiced. ' ’

R t111 more
And to these texts we must add t~he,is e o
passage in the Efhies: ; S el
...vhere there 1s nothing common to rut-,here is not Jus-
there 1s not friendship either, s180° ®T " " 5 yoay,
tice, e between craftsman and tool; e is beneﬁtt?a. ;
to .8:1’ 1ave; the latter in each ca:riendshiP nor -
magter and s ’ e
by that which us;€ 1t, but there 1;1 réoheithe: 1a there
-Justice towards lifeless things. nor to a slave ‘qw%
friendship towards & horse or an oX; the two parties;
51;131 Fﬁr there is nothing common tolt a lifeless o
“the Biave 1s a 1iving tool and the toofriendﬂ with him. .
slave. Qua slave then, ome cannot be gome justice.
; s for there 8€
But qua man one. can;
between any man end S Othere;};?xt} theref
of law or be party to an agre ofar as he 1s 8 TANTT
al friendship with him ns0T8% BR T S o
2ok : g, and a very 8s et 50
n- :
confessio ’
it a oia s]_ave‘the,o”, -

iniz z1ing

: P e
This last passage 1s very iix;;o\in: }
eritic Ernest Barker has 8 o eneY of ’
istotle's part of the :ancynbly e

- Vith human nature: . =~

33. Ibid., III, v, 1271:;7&, e
34. Politics, ITI, iV, . inp
35. Ethics, VITI, i1, 116la. "mizh 4t is said of
Ethics, VII, ix, 124ip in "mth are one 88 o
master and slave, etc., that they yble between them:
_ part, and hence have "x0 677 :
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If the . ; -
"spect, he oughtsi':v_:ecz'n be treated as a man in any re-
admission that i reated as a man in all;
he can be ; and the
“-conception regarded as a man destro ’
. might say anf;-iis vwholly slavish and non-rational‘y?oz]em i
[ Tication of hi ) character, which was the one justi- :
. ; 8 being treated as a slave.’®

We seem to h
ave in thi . ; . .
claim that th 8 series of
P passa
or Howvwvia l:g{em&ster-slave relation isg:s ﬁ?t the
any other for a common 1nt1e):r ger ship
~ est or

good, as the :
union m
ton-of ! and wife i1s for the common

: good called fam
11y 1ife. ' Next we have the statement

s :
useful to both only when the master 1s a

natural mast
er and th
community of e slave a natural :
Ve have the ‘criﬁ::rin 1s called a "frierslc:‘l.:}zi’ ‘%ndT}tihis
&l statement that the rule lc:. then :
: ver. the

slave differ

‘ 8 from the rule ov
t e
he family because 1t il er the other members of

Tirst, and the good of the good of the ruler

we dichVer fI‘Om‘t f the slave incidentall : i

ship with a sis he Ethics that there 11y, - Finally
A the relation 15v§ qua slave, although hgaﬁa be no friend-
- truly a slave. 0st perfect when the slavesizaigs:hat\
The réésglr:i:hi:st point re
due to an MSQuazge‘maSter and slave are
sary in the contex:y between them, but itn;t friends 1s
Anequality ve of Aristotle's discussignngﬁaze:}ex:;

quires to be cleared up firsﬁQ

37, Ethice, VIIL, T5
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o a great dis- -

remaln, but when one party 1s removed t
ges. ol

tance, as God 1s, the possibility of friendship ce&

It 1s thus possible.to say that there ,is no’ friendship . -
t of the things of 1ife.

between master and slave in mos -
since thelr qualities are s0 aifferent, as "the man of .
no account” and the wise man, but there 1is nevertheless =
thé basic equality that both are rational Deings who

can enter into agreements. - Thus a man who makes him-
submit willing-:

;elf voluntarily a slave or who comes to
¥ has a friendship with his master as far as the bené-
lave is &

‘fits which both receive. ' In thils W& the 8
rtue or intelli-

friend qua man, not as.a person of vi
gwﬁ—ggg‘g’;ble of agreement or COLl

mon purpose with the master. . -

‘Something more however 1is implied in comparing
the slave again to an’ instrument, and this is evident.
from another passage in the Politics which does not
mention the ‘slave, but has a parallel 1nterest:vff’:j e

As in other natural compounds the conditions of &’ compos=_
1te whole are not necessarily organic parts. of 1t, so in =
a state or . in any other combination forming & unity not -
everything 1s a part, which 18 a necessary condition. [The ..
~ members of an association heve necessar
the seme and common to all in ;
which one -’

which they
unequally....But where there are two: things: of Wi

'is & means and the other an end, they have nothing in -
common except that the one recelves what the other Pro= i
_duces... .And 8o s‘t‘,afes require property but ,property,evqn :
though 1iving beings are included 17 1t, 1s no part of &

- state; for a state 18 not 8- commnity of: ‘

only, but a commnity of equals, &

one thing

y for- some and 1t is thelr

“its true aim, 18 ossible onl .
‘function in the state to ive this =~ Tot all do

equally, but all who do in any measure ‘ape citizens, €S-
: 2 Y ymose who cannot are no

‘sential members of that good..

38, Politics, VII, vii, I




 but what 1s 11p

-~ over other slaves, and then he has 1t only instrumen-. ,
 tally and relatively. to the B e Rt

have seen,
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essential parts,

ble, “each living
nature,

the high

but they are nevertheless indispensa-
as.good a life as is possible for his
and recelving advantages from the existence of

er parts of the state. In Aristotle's ideal
state these "in

dispensable"” but not essential parts are
the slaves,?9 ~ : - : :

The slaves however live in the housechold-and
act 1s probably the Key to the many puzzles 1
the bassages quoted.

S e household 1ife has an_end of
. 1ts own, ths
w

ally 1life, but this daily life is itself -
a.m

oduce the free citTzen. = The master re-.
quires the household 1n order to 1live and to be set
free for the truly good 1ife of the state. His share
in the household 1ife 1s also a 1iberal one, since he
directs its prudentially. His wife too shares in &
1iberal way as she shares 1n direction. To the child
‘this life 1s a means to make him a liberal man. - What
about the slave? It 1s clear that he shares in the -
-household 1ife mm
master's 1ife,"
€ an; he.
lower virtues,

ecurity, certain pleasures, the
and an_ instrumental participation in the

by wvhich he 1s able to develan &n
ese the virtues,

He 13 even capable of a cer-
~taln friendship based on his mere humanity, and power
to consent to his position.: Finally he performs the
servile arts.  These thihgs

all belong to daily 1ife, -
1beral about dg
he cannot have

deliberation, > except as he 1s placed

maste, s " ek
; It 1s clear then that 1n one sense the ave .
“shares in a common good with € master, the lower.
daily 1ife, This 1s stresse
Politics when

the household 1g under. discussion, as we
But the passage quoted. from Book IIT con-

o VERY
THE EXPEDIENCY OF NATURAL SLAVEXZ

in"a way which distingulshes m

life of the city. = -
11y 1ife, direction, and =
‘a3 the college professor,

the First Book of the

at of the wife and. -

: : th , ver =\
trasts the slaves' position to f the rule O G

¢hild, in order to explainciﬂ;;igzt in_some Way i?.il;e?zcts'
The wife-an s the :

iﬁeell;gr:c;l{siife and the husband SuPP_-léit ing his wife

R eraning them toward that 1L7e, gg.ld But the s1ave

agvise hin, end by educating “h2 o in either way, ﬁoﬁ S

1s incapa.b'.,Le of rising to that 1ifemaster's good which: =

the nis '

st be ruled for than for ’

:i:::ntiyﬁhﬁz Igéod of the state, rather

, 00
erve the good.
B hing in the household m“sf,oz of the state.f
own, - Everyt opder To serve tne SWV
o _the Tas erifn and child serve the Sl S
r, wife 7, uhe san).
somehow of 1its essenzmha e artl
1 s but

er
h " ing free 't}’lé 1#’
oanserve it only medlate ¥ A fretIifa: ot
- . said that with TesBEl
D 1 the daily life of the

To summarize it can 22 of
the lower 1ife of the househzue; and of 1:heruf-‘t,i ol
appetities controlled bY :;tr ihe slave is & partici-
acquiring of materisal goocs, antage:
pagt, &Inlg. the rule is to his adv

1y & means, =5
higher 1ife of the state he ;imoril'oz the mas:t'ier
this sense the master rules ipates di;'ect

tic
first, since the master ParticiPets
8 tle's pic
This is Aristo appears know.
As an abstract descriptlon itkifls people a8s ¥e
the reality of -the common,vor

pather

hold rat

own house jgently

manages his s intellig -

them, the fm’nielt;a:-};:n who VOtes‘abiﬁge?-standsifsozg?ﬁ

vell, the prole “and who ir says OP ;

of ifentific interests.. .C. H. VMGI]'V "
scientific. inbenos>

g nship.

s Sl : : mrc,itize
‘cally = im St rather 12
& A -] th8‘~
11 itself enm;r s

" The true solutlon 18
for which a lack of 1
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./<]\3Ut'it seems to me that :

: aristocra ° that the diffic ‘ ‘
totle's szzzeigsaiism of Greek POl;iIZ&;stzzthez Hete
common life was uld be very well off in a ét:%h .hAris-
‘ties of the ordj_::o sublime as to be above th capact
" 'of" the h-ous'eholdsary servile worker, in whicg vggpaﬁi-d
77 'never been the ca were philosophers. This how : 1?: i
.~ derstand why thisse’ and Christianity has mad " e
::gseh()f Aristotle%: ;.lgztlikely to be the casz.usB:il--
- zen, he has not both ¥ and unreal idea of the citi-

of ered 1de
the servile classes: Gi‘t’;‘zeifm :izgyt:se i-te;ai queszion
s, no

. . 8lven to a

. Pro
X Perly human life.of contemplation, or of
,’v ;

.-prudence “but
i . inte:
; technicai rested rather 1
, n pl
~men to be ;I:gz°Vements that increasle)' eia,sure’ a.pd 1n the
- sential Soodéoec:;ed ‘from each other aide:sure, how &re
Dot be the cause o kmow that Aristotle's urned to es-
of virtue to his slave I;i:terﬁgulsg
» wO ov

himself wo
_ rse than
brutality,#1 & slave in : an
: y. The : selfishness, gr
_kmow that siav history of slavery sho:; th::d’ Wed

: ) ery wou
~al 1life, but f 1d not set him free for the liber-

-~ ligerence,

’ Aristot]
.&/ ; ;E:nni\;orth and truI; g:xiag% see how much there 1s of
LLY, because he was blind§301ty in the least of
( by the contrast of

that real
e man with hi
v of+the:ph1l s ideal ci
030 tizen
 hinm stratghe. o 08 The theoloéi:itgog.lcel Pv st
. Eo ve 86

state 1s nowh hineelf well see. oo .
ere realized, but it 1s aware that hig ideal -

- much more evident in the treatment the

Partions of the Politics. |

of ala; ,
""L“""t“”kinxpsc:!

or on
€ of l1dleness and meaningless bel-
attempt to explain how Aristo

.there 3
ere_was no way of paying b

7in-which he 1s a best
interested. Moreover 1 "possible” state
2 Mo Defmm, Aristote;

‘ Chapter Vi1l ~
ARISTOTLE AND CONVENTIONAL SLAVERY".
th Aristotle tells us little about the details el-

er of the slavery of his own times or of the natural .
slavery which he proposes. He could not have imagined
that &11 the slaves he saw apout him were natural - .
slaves, moreover he admitted that at least the outward
;18113 of the naturally ,servil'e character vere sometimes
hzceptive. Even heredity was no ‘safe gua.ra.nte"e;fsincej

agrees with Plato that the iron father may have & -
silver son, and the silver fat pon son.l - The
gap between the theoretical des
slave and the practical institu
most striking features of the theory.

M. Defourny has recently ‘made
tle thou

{ce should be <:1c>sed.2ﬂt Aristot-

le, he explains, realized that the oxtstence of a large

group of seprvile laborers was &t economic,necessity.

However these workers could not pe recrulted from the
Grecks for two reasons. ‘First because the Greeka ¥Were_
t hom work was unsuita-_.

_haturally liberal men 0o V] 8-
-ble and who realized OT ought to have Ie Jized that . -
ause of the Jack of & money. economy,

fact; secondly, bec
~the necessary wages as in--
E __gonsequentlx slavery was

e of the

between theory and pract

ducements for free laborers.. - :
_the only solution, These slaves howeveT, Aristotle be=
1feved; ougnt mot to be taken from the Greeks who would
not submit to it will
‘submit to 1t, but from th
- tyranny and servitude, no

t well able to re

Republic , I
sur

1. Politics, T, 11, 125583
;i Etudes
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who finally were "nat
“the problem remained,
that some of them vere
centage were capable of
them would be both unjus

urally slaves."? But even then

On the one hand Aristotle knev
not "naturally slayes,” a per-
the liberal 1life.* To enslave

t and dangerous, since intelli-
gent and spirited slaves would be the cause of dissen-

tions. On the other hand there was the problem of in-
ducing even the natural slaves to work diligently and
beacefully. Aristotle discovered a simple method of
Solving both problems.  If the slaves were offered free-
~dom for doing their work well, this would act both as an
~inducement for diligence and also as a test of thelr in-
telligence. Those.whose efforts proved them to be of
“more than servile capacity would be liberated, and this
actual liberation would serve as a continual hope even
~for those not so gifted.5 Thus the actual slave popula-
tion would more and more approach the natural ideal, on-
1y those naturally slaves remaining in that status. In

this way the theory which demands the enslavement only
of those naturally

i fit for slavery, and the practical
" institution of .enslavement by war would tend to coincide.

’ ~ Thls argument probably represents the mind of
Aristotle correctly, though 1t must be admitteq that 1t
rests on a single phrase in the Polities, "How slaves
-~ vould be employed and why it 1s advantageous that all
- 8laves should have their freedom set before them as a

~'revard, we shall say later."6 Thls 1solated sentence.

ame This geo-politica.
: -the world-which he knew by

Theories of Slavery
.Classical FPhilology,
Politics, I, 11, 1255a.
Politics, VII, ix, 1330a
Ibid., VII, 1x, 1330a
I’ :;j‘; ;1331‘50 e

VERY
ARISTOTLE AND CONVENTIONAL SLA

the citl-" .-
et us now speek of what ought :’n‘; ;:Aalmost .
' tural character. ' Now thls one & oco and by ob=’ e
com by Looking ot the Zamous cttdes of Gro ded up &mODE .
e a.hole inhabited world 1s divz laces B
:emniihz: th;h: nations inhablting the cothaz deficient -
t:zB?ofoEux.‘ope are full of spiri® :‘ﬁzysﬁmue comparas .
in intelligence and skill, so that 2 eamization and
tively froo, but lacking Ixﬂ.iﬂc;he peoples of ‘Asla 0‘? e
capacity to rule their neishbors-d,skﬂ 1pul in tempera- -
‘the other hand are intelligent an are. in continuous sub-~ g
“ment but lack spirit, so that they o participates in S
l.ljkt:izion and slavery. But.the Greek rac 1e position:

»s the midd pid
both characters, Jjust es it occupi:-ited' and intelligents.

. both sp ed 0od PO-
. hical for it is ve very & ]
i:on?;a:gt contyil’mes to be free and’tobl;.-: of ruling a,'_yLl' ,
1litical institutions, and to be O:I;andl ity Tho =D
constitutlo ared wi
mankind 1f it ati;i: ::c:mns the Greek races;;lg.a e
e o ‘
diversity also . & one-sided nature, t108.8
one another; some’ have ac §

, h these CaPp N
ard to: bot R Hh asse
happily blended in reg ook I owhich '
in Bo pe  commonly:

. ' rks
To this may be added the if::a]aarbarians & 4 children
that as a matter of fact heir women and € of

typants and treat the the discussion Ot
enslaved by tyr imilar I.emarks,intlé oro not & me’r’
. slaves,goand : e views of Aristo dice; they were
tyranr;ies. f g:ilar?national,l’rzges of his day.: We
acceptance o ec

onj "question
strengthened by sclentific oM /., sueh 2 q o

Problemste
f£ind in the work called "'he Ry

88 this:: S R r conditims of ex:;:si:zszot:e '
Why are those who 11ve und.t;rkand. aspect? ;-s"f conditions
~or heat brutish in char For“thev pest ﬂﬁmsf :sses pell
" ssme 1n 'both'kcasee?ju ag the bO3Ts but e:::rt the Dodys B0
" “befit the mgisz,;:nce,'@d’ as tl;eill“" i
 thoy porvert tho mental temporemer

s

8. Politics; VII, vi, 1327b-

. 9- Ibid.’ I’ 1’ 1252b‘

‘10. Tpid., I, ix, 12858

y t
‘E!!QI“‘““BM’ - Supplemen®

Creeks
; Puea eﬂasme’ tha.t : the .

" 11. Politics, VII, vi, 1327Tb-
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It is interestin
belief in the af

g to compare this, to us, exaggerated

fect of environment with

the geo-political ldeas at the time of 8t. Thomas. 8t.
Albertus Magnus with evident scientific interest en-

" forces Aristotle's words. in such passages. by referring

' ories found In Aristotle's other writ-

St. Thomas in Chapter 2 of the Second Book of

-~ But the
continuator of St. Thomasg! Cormentary on the Politics
attempted to resolv

ropean felt in agre
by nature,13 His:
coe1ln this respect s

“: Thomasg! . remarks. o
‘ment, 1

eing that Europeans are so debased
views are probably those of St. Thomas
ince they agree very well with St.

n the effects of the stars on tempera-

 The continuatop boints out that it is hard to
See how the Greeks

: are the only natural rulers since
“.~. the Persians and th

¢ Chaldeans, although Asiatics, had
and the Romans, although Europeans,
han the Greeks, Consequently he
cations to: Aristotle's observation:
CoTnhin (1) Climates ang their effects are dépendent on
- celestial op astrological influences and these change
~ from age to age,. so0.that. g region once favorable may . ,
for virtue, ang vice versa. .

R () ‘A‘yxie\gion‘vh h'
/ cause of

S (3) 'hlthO“éh Seograbhicéii éoiiditidns :lixfldoubted'
1y have a dispositive effect on the ‘body and senses,
cand henca on tempexfament, n

-~In his treatige "On Airg, Waters,
lains that Asiaticg
ts because of the 1imate,  a;
___.___In Pon_tf: viI, e.5; ‘ ’
‘In Polut., vI, lectio 5,
- 8:Th., I-I1, 4.9, a.5, .

rum and Fratrem 338!&!952

» 8nd their habitual

e the evident difficulty which a Eu-

, ce,
had in mind the adult -slave, since,

;kevvez'thqlgss the will and . ..
exercise on the body, -

~ R b
have soft and. = e

B . !
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ltivate -
L ople ;t,hat,‘c’u MRV e
ntellect remain free, so, that & peop.? those who

vhile tnose ¥30 ..
virtue may overcome every ha.ndicaps 1ose their power .
ultivate vice, like the Romans may -2 quite sufficlent
Theso sensibie medioval objections “and the tnivd of |
as a criticism of Aristotle's vievr,d. o determinism aé-
them vholly adequate as & crlj;ticizwéver whether 1;Itfle
‘asket troys t -
and racialism. It may be ont des eon
-political argum 1argely rem &
:;I'uctiOI; ortﬁ:-:.lgzga?reryo - I8 certaiﬁlgo:{e.s“not alter
Ariozyt:e'lslapractical ‘solution, but 1ght have defended‘ :
1:hes . ral analysis. Moreover he m arguing that even ' .
himsgixfl’eas Imperialists have done by tely servile, th:z
if the primitive peoples ”eln?,zﬁent until such tn::i—~
a a p :
fit only for ens a them to & posi-
:gzcgigic:.nd ¢ivilization have Tiiiszr ont vas s
tion vhere they can be freed. . factstumhat primarily.
strengthened for Aristotle by the Mos ve 1’,1_‘94"?' seen:;
: slaves. Gy :
there yas 1little trade in °h11d that Aristotle s
e ve ’ narged moreover SME- L 1jigent”
It might be c’c&li "'thek ASiaticoi;"'thlairer has
inconsistent l'uaj‘_re1 iréhem-, mButABéS_ Pmi::ibdte o fhem
&ni th:n ert:slizisiotle ‘intended'tz' athe'
oin ou ‘ o
Is)mpls' an artistic clevexén:ss, n mey are por_
vhich is the maini;‘:':f s‘])_aves since: ;heox;ofxseﬁll R
1 X e o
haps Aristotle's to be either St'i_ EE
too wild and filerce. , i practical S
. ) his: oF convent1°n,31« os
n : men :
1lav
: first ens laves? Th
sustice in urally s
ery. -~ Was there 8-1‘1131 %:at they vere ,n::er were'baﬁedspre‘
~fore 1t was cir;ahe vas trying to :nin war as it vas
objections which b n

- e
- at »enslavf’m
cisely on the fact th to lead to

Practiced ssemed of57 these objec ulties.10 _These
Aristotle's ansvers to , i

he free man.

_In any case, hovezzlt'; ot
Pended also on his interp

1 apgocts ’ o
: . . xtual 41 epslavemen
. ause of te . (1) en oy
[ onieer putlgrge;rmcipallf e e will of the st
.. _objections W ] e i

18 e ] e 13 the
orce 15 just beceuse justice -7 - =




~+ all slaves are na

ol trans and ‘two latter, evman's

- The Politlcs of Artstotle, 1397, o 20 New 0

~1B. On Aristotle's concern for peacs mmen. ar. o Lo
;Ar————-—ieu,’te’{m“ Sur 1a politique; Chapter V. .. . )
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of force, (3) slavery is just because it is prescribed
by the laws of war.  Modern 6ditors and translators such
as Newman, Jowett, and Rackhaml7, though they differ in
details, take the general sense of the passage to be as
follows: --Aristotle finds some truth in all these posi-
tions.' "It 1s true that the law of war which enslaves

- the conquered means the rule of the stronger, and that
in this way servitude arises by force rather than from
the mutual interests of master and slave., On the other
hand he argues that the use of force is entirely com-
patible with virtue since pover itself is a kind of vir-

tue.- Consequently the mere fact that a man has been en-
Siaved ¥y force does not prove that' he Fs not rightly a
slave,

Thus far the interpretation agrbes fairly well

at of St. Mbert and St. Thomas.| The modern edi-
vever indicate that Aristotle concludes_by saying
- s thus in the final analysis
Just only when it til:a enslavement of him who
is naturally a slave, ‘altho -take place -8c-
gording to the law of war, 1.e., by force, as well as
fﬁu‘l‘ﬁ‘_@.l_a_dﬂ_igﬁg_e_._ The problem however was simpli-
filed for Aristotie because for him a war of Greek
. 8galnst Barbarian was just, and the Barbarian captives
almost.all natural -slaves, while war of Greek against
- Oreek was unjust, and the Victims were naturally free
. 8nd unjustly enslaveq.18 = T o

. tors ho

St. Albert and St. Thomas however regé.rd ‘this

. their side, he intends to agree

turally slaves,
1y be held by

in 'some way that not .
and -then to prove that
:‘vas writes: .

notes of the

8t. Thomas thus;‘uhderstood Aristotl

_imderstand the medleval theory,

" laws of war.  The idea th
another title.  St, Thom- o’

be seen
 himself believed, as will Pe

S slaved. e
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ain ‘-
“Since 1t is not Just according to nature thatfz:r:ery of-
ones conquered by an enemy should be Blavzs;y the stupid,
ten it happens that wise men are conquere. put 1t 18 for .
he says that this is not ebsolutely Just; Leneficial
" the convenience of human life. For this 1ihe are spared
both to the conquered because due to thii nceyfrom their
and they may at least live as su'bjects:i © And 1t is ben--
having been spared they are called _s_e_lj__-e due to this, -~
-eficial too, to those who conquer, 'becza.u:h . fact that
men are aroused to fight more bravely. efit to mman - ,
there are gome courageous fighters is a benf ot But ‘  
relations for holding in check the mallce ;;1 ciently whO
1f mman law had been sble to determine ethout a doubt = i
vere better in mind and determine them :;ed them as mas- = o7
folloving nature, 1t would have eStEl “ERT B oo
ters, but because this could not be gy ’the victory 1t-
cepted that sign of preeminence, name ,11:7 of bravery, .
self which comes from a certaln supericz uld e masters. .
and therefore it decided that victors 8 oisr sald to be
“of those who are conguered. And 80 th/iihe 1aw to be es-
" Just relatively as 1t vas possible fo':'lst. ’ and yot the
. tablished; but it is not absiﬁ]stodhiﬁlmental"-’r'bilntii
v man mst serve &cco 3 | ‘the prive
'bii::::ssmce the common good 18 bett::t;mtie p\i‘blid
good of one along, that which a_greeB@ 1t may not be.
good must, not be infringed e¥o BREE T T
agreeable tQ some private persons T e ,ﬁ,o hd‘.éfend the :éaw
n. of ‘Greek anc
of war as such, apart fron

to
1n helping us: bt
usble as it is B
Barbarian, But this, Ve, 1e‘ais probably an adapta-'

e whe
tion of Aristotle to a timxiszed‘
St. Thonas was » lonsezhz Roman lavwyer.
T e o e 140 at the slaje » .
t serve as well a8 pos

for his position mus flection of

e : E
- common good 1s~undoubted13' a’r tle.

i1sto ; g
i Of‘ﬁter; that only‘}:the
in the war could be 1jus’t}’kyl en

Stoic 1deas, rather than

“victims who were guilty.

19, InPolit.,
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%L - Aristotle also believed that wars might be car-
ried on against Barbari

ans for the specific purpose of
making slaves; he says: . R - )
: The science of acquiring slaves 1s different both from .

thelr ownership and their direction-~that is, the just

acquiring of sglaves, which is akin to the art of war or ’
" that of the chage.20 - S S

If therefore nature makes nothing without purpose or in
vain it follows that nature has made all animale for the

-sake of men. Hence even the art of war will by nature be
in a mammer

an art of acquisition (for the art of hunting
is part of 1t) that 1g properly employed both against
wile animals and against such of mankind as though de-
signed for subjection by nature refuse to submit to it,
inasmuch as this warfare 1s by nature Just.2l

In these passag
“from the opini
freemen to sia
would be turne

©3 80 Inhuman in tone, Aristotle departs
on of Plato who forbade the reduction of
very by kidnapping, because he feared it

d against Greeks, and that in any case
‘ d be debasing.22 St, Thomas in commenting
. on this passage does not S&am to

comprehend that enslav-

ing expeditions are Probably meant, but takes 1t simply
88 a further reference to the lay of var.23 It was not
until the time of La Casas and Vittoria that theologlans

£ off enslaved.?

< From the Politics~wekgathér no special informa-
ut enslavement as a-clvil

totl

~ ding enslavement fo ‘and with Pl

s 1tjg3~a,punishment,fqrﬁfreé7Greeks.26 ‘

Politics, T, 11, 1255b.
Ibid., I, 111, 1256bp. St e SR e
- Lave, VII, 823c.  See . Morrow's Plators Iay of Slavery, 23.
~In Polit., T, Lectio 6., . .- o P I T TR I

- De_Indite, h}sr, cEre e P
See Arigtotlet 8 ‘Atheniensium Rzggx_xblica,,
‘G.,Horrow,"gz. cit., 23 o Lt

mnalat.icnam

g8
~ Plato's Republic that farmer

masters, 32 . oo

amination’
“dren to be kept free of con®

‘ ‘that too great te
TS e i
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~ ' s
' THE REGULATION OF THE SLAVE CLAS

' » tion
: he regulat .
| Aristotle's special remares ab(t)::.tetas one of 1ts iy
of the slaves and their place in ﬁeligm of the genill;:l.
classes are readily intelligible He disapproves of the
theory which has been discussed. class to cltizenc
admission any part of the working 3 for their tasks i
H1p.2(_If they are naturally Lt T hifs Ideal .
then:,tli,e, unfit for liberal d\;f; gone
state he wishes the farmtzzikazolea
if that 1s not possible - ; .slave o
aliens.29 He sees in 1license for the roduced by tyran=
Vorking class & mark of the disorde? P oduced M7 am1-
nles, The disenfranchisement of 31&:; algn of improve-.
dl‘en.of slaves he regards astitneaggr A1l thesegget:t]a-i;

: of a 8 °. »n. that the SLZ oz
1sebesta§§§2::2 when the f‘mction:;nguished. e W
Zor the funciions ave sharply GLSRREREAT
— working POP 181 that ‘thkey‘_be

Moreover ‘since the : ssent 03
gilded by the ruling cl835 1tfizhis reason he i:éxﬁ of
Prevented from dilsorders. Foa.nd Thessalian 8¥S en oF
Strongl ainst the Spartan. .gerfs who can:c D e

ongly agal 1v owned native's ir masters.
I;itﬁts;hor pugit;iyes’ to overthrow the
, other co

1 found . in
e proposé 4
1s alao s:LgnificantlY op‘posed t;ofllid be:,madev:ownelfs o]

-of
g them from thg; qogt§?1 o

. e
their 1and, since ,th,jfs rém,o.Y :

&
" In spite of his pellef that :

- he wishe
mad ; tuous after: ‘bheir ,caPa.citSs
B e vir . R

by servants;"}f

3 188" b&q;
familiaritgi‘;n Economics ’fwe

o i apr7ps 111, 1278
. Politics, III, 1i, 1277b'
278 1., I, 11, 12650 v,
29, Tpid., VI, 11, 131905 ¥, %
,‘-‘30."1—;171.‘,'111:;;’3’:1278?'
oL m.,f n,f%Vr—lasga' - Re
2 Dag, I a1, 126k B
3. i, VIL I, 300
3k, Tod., T, 11, 12638
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gather that

ing and c&rilt;geflzis;ir is to be very prudent about feed-

bunishments in such 8 slaves, distributing benefits and
4 way as to improve thelr work and

keep them ¢
have chiler:Iitzgt:i' 1 He 1s to allow them to marry and
better class of sla.vencentive to contentment, and the

. s
fOr their work as well :zeat; beisi.Ven Some recognition
e a promise of freedom,’D

“Aristotl : TN
e finishes his discussion of ‘the slave .

by iﬁdicatjng :
his place .
Seen a difficult blace 1in the ideal state. Some have

treats the
sl
- Sumption, whiizeigshiurely domestic and useful for con-
Aristotlé s discussion of the 1deal state,

makes the
all sl most product :
- 8ves, and he admits publicj.:ia:i:s;é Fhe famerss

It 1 : ~ . »
vided into t:one::—zsm therefore for the land to be di-
- - other the Priva.i 8, of which one must be common and the
-these two cuvisicem’;r:nl:e:ty of individuals; and each of
N, 8t be divid ;
common land one Vvided into two.  Of the
es of religion zztion should be assigned to the servic-
common meals ,m the other to defray the cost of the
should be dest .ofOZ;eu_Vho are to-cultivate the soil
- ed, be slaves, not drm’ mifﬁt,he 1deal system is to be stat--
.of a Bpirited,character (for tl};eople all of one tribe uar
‘viceabl us the;
| Tioesble for o work ana aato %o shovetn frem e
of & similan : & second best they should be aliei r;
: ture. n Be:
; employment must be mor these labourers those in priva‘.ze/
estates, and tho ng the private possessi
se working on th ong of the
Property. 37 : ¢ common land, common

n the VII-th Book thefdiscués

;g. :E:i.cﬂ’ VII, u, 133%- :
. m’oai::, m"mn};ﬁm" Also the arguments a@mst e
arrangements, .one, -8g .. Platots =~ v

;2 :ccmm_{cs,' I, 1v, 113ha e :
« R, Schlaifer, loc. cit., 192 notee &

Ibid., VII, vii1,. m&"ﬁ’ 1T, 14, 126k
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¥y in th
that the First Book of the Politics.

- turns under the citizens who are

the household, Moreover these

_this we see one interest

think that Aristotle believed that the best arrangement
would be to reduce all servile workers to slavery. It
seems the logical conclusion of the First Book. Aris- ' -
totle does not agree with Plato's allowing freedom to
the farmers and there 1s no reason he shoul
glloving freedom to the higher artisans. It is ‘not eon-
tradictory to believe that the L8 Ve
gn the farm and an artisan because, : :
tool 6f doing" not a "tool of making,” nevertheless, &5
ve have seen, he can exercise the productive arts a9
long as he remains an inst pect to actlon,.
1.e., his 1ife.%0 He is a maker
but he 1s an instrument of doing with regard to the 1re. o
of the household. In this way every worker would be el- .
ther public or domestic, 1.€.» 1de the household
units which would not be Very
Perate state, As for the public slaves

rulling

although he is 2

ehold art.
g 1f he were in o

public aervices 'prob’ab‘].y
an many of the other -
ervice of thq»temp:\l.e‘; ,

Zens necessarily possess the hous :
slave w11l recelve the same advantages &

:9"1 & more 1iberal character th
asks, since they included the 3
and the games, etc. Ao

, ~'Thus we have Ariétdtlé*é practical c°n°1usi~°nt‘jf
from his ‘the‘oretical»analysls, the servile worker j:S o :
live under a household;manasement’ as & partvof;f}is e
ter incidentally sharing in the household 1ife.. The,
public slave is in the same‘,position«exc,ept that,’.yl;;
Works on public land underfcha.nging masters.
predominat to
:';&sks of the state in such & Ziyiif of gOVE

e that of the entirely 1liber e ' Ho-
contemplation,' : Aristoile's thought 1tself ‘:Ls;vhollykn
ble in tnis ideal of the perfect citizen, P

any nobility in seeing in the worker & e

interest for the science of soclety,

count in the truly pupsn 11fe? ..o

3 40. See Chapter .V, ante. ;’1], ‘»,~
b1, Bee tne discusalon of the pub

iz @y An’ Chapter n’,V antef,':'« Lo

to be & producer

rtistic order, i




Chapter IX
ST.

THOMAS AND SLAVERY AS A CONSEQUENCE OF SIN

D1d St. Thomas 'fundamentally alter the Aristo-he
heory of natural slavery?l We have seen that

makes many references throughout his work to it and
" without special criticism.

We must now examine his ex
Drofesso treatment of the question. This is conta%ned ;
in his answers to two theological questions: (1) Whet"-
or in the state of innocence man had dominion over man,
which 1s discussed both in the Commentary on the Second

telian t

4 :Book of the Sentences, d.44, q.1, a.3, and in the later

Summa Theologica, q.96, a.k4

cerning. slavery as an impe

ments of Holy Orders and o
.on-the Fourth Book of the
- and d.36, q.1, a.l, ete.

questions makes very evident the sort of difficulty with
~which St. Thomas was face

d. {The institution of slavery
- and serfdom was a soclal fact vhose legality was recog-
-‘nized by Church and State

s and (2) the questions con-
diment in receiving the Sacra-
f Matrimony in the Commentary
Sentences, d.25, q.1, a.2 and
The character of these two

- ‘But Aristotle's theory taken

83 an analysis of that institution made two very direct
conflicts with theology:

First there was -the fact that
the Fathers had universall

¥ held that slavery was the
‘result of 'sin, while Aristotle saidq 1t was natural.?

~vine and the;naturalJ law, "

1. For references to authors

: vho hold that St. Thomas was in funda-
mental disagreement vith Aristotle see ante, Chapter 1V, note 1.°

- For the OPFOFLtE view:bbe Georgd O'Brien
7 Beonomic Tesrhimg: -¢.2): eed.3;.88rr, o
2. See 8. Talamo, Il Concatts 1e11a Schiavith, C.v..

Fowires
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mere
- hman nature would have been meTS

> hich
- ance and all those failings to Wi

S der to the truth there 1

o Rk ©U3 Tt wonld bﬁ‘hoPeleBE'

3 An Essay on Medieval e
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] t
. blem canno
St Thémas' answer to the first pro

of
eneral view.
be understood without referenci to I:liia%;ure. ~Theolo; .
the Fall and the character of humauish ‘four differex;—
glans since the scholastics diitjt:;zy opeak Of mere nre N~

) & D Firs . traction, -
states of human nature. h is an abs eo

ae) whic t pefere

s e ) o s vithen
erring to ra 1me ad cho on
o mpernatursl gpace.i Ifwi:go?lt speclal graces T
s a purely natural belng

human nature. In fact,

ce fts, =
hovever, God created man 1in grace, supernatural gl "
gifts o;‘ two sorts: (1) strictly and (2) preter-
° ‘bUGS, nor-
nfused vir ess, 1g
the theological anld 1 nted death, sickn ~,a’ comporeal
natural gifts which preve man as - ondi-
This hapPPy .
ature. 1 of man,
‘1liable by mere I ‘the fal
:iiit:z: Zish::&?;orical reality before

aturae in-

3 tatus I -

d 1 lled. the state of i{nnocence f}: oms s histor-
and is calle 0T ; 1

" ‘the se . naturae
- tegrae). The third state like c his fall (status ne-———

fter uble mis-

leal, the condition of mi:ﬁ:e*has suff'ereds?-,r(:i{c):t\1"35'r su-.
fsae). Lapsed muman oo lost 24 Anfused viTtues,
ortune, e 1a jcal and 1 “and he

“the theolog ore God, anc ne. ==
eatural giits’their‘ place guilt bzirnatural,sifts', }f{-e
1 incurred 11 tne fortifylng preterns erfection of
iZStbas welic;o adstus; stripped of nd disease anc
his ii:i;ia'imd 1a o & com
1gnorance. ~ He is thus reduc according e
nature, But more than this, @ eak, of hls Supe
ml.xe tearing avay, so to SPS% S e e

E

res: 00
- has ‘wounded his mere;»pat“ e

, : ‘ "r'eason is 5
.. Therefore: WOfEI; ::e wound of 15(101'8‘200:" :
‘ , the good, -1

1g deprived of its order. . e

B ;é‘i’;ﬁg‘o’n these
: g : Cursug Theolesy
- 4 'John of St'. T?_. TB’ wnole:question,‘ia',
‘pointas. . I have f°3°"1; my ternindlogyss THE 3ii17e et le péché
: ~q'109’d'.tg;;~’§"' B. Kors;. 0.P. 3¢
- ddscussed 1In J. B T 8. For
' originel d'spres S. Th 1 servile:
" of thia problem to ?amf;‘m Simon;
vquehce*of the ‘Fall, see ¥ 7o

 Review of Politics, 2 (1984); &
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o create man - ... .-
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the wound of malice 5 insofar as "tlyle irascible is dsprivedk
of 1its order to the arduous,’ there is the wound of weak-

ness; and insofar as the concupiscible is deprived of 1its
order to the delectable moderated by reason, there is the
wound of concupiscence. ’

Thus fallen man has suffered evils as a result of his
fall in two ways, and we can speak of two kinds of "evil
consequences of the Fall." First there are de jure con-
3equences which are essentially connected with the his-
torical fact that man once had a supernature, these are
the guilt and the wounds which he has suffered. Second-
1y there are the evils which have in fact come upon him
because of his fall, but which flow from his mere nature.
They are consequences in the way that being cold is a
consequence of taking off one's clothes in the winter.

: Flnally there 1s the state of the redeemed man
(status naturae reparatae) in which man receives again
the strictly Supernatural gifts but is without the pre-
ternatural ones.. He has charity but he 'is still liable

. to death. In this state the effects.of the wounds are
in the process of being healed. - Ultimately he may reach

the status gloriae ‘in which man's 1ntégral nature 1s re-
stored but 8till further perfected.. : : '

’ St. Thomas, in view of this doctrine, had to
-ansver the question:  Is slavery a dé jure or a de facto
‘consequence of the Fall? The texts of the Fathers leave
this quite obscure, because they did not write with -

“these ‘distinctions explicitly formulated. Thereaare .
several possibilities of interpreting the statement
slavery is g consequen

\ ¢e of the Fall" and it is neces-
sary to set them down before attempting to discover

~ vhich St. Thomas favored. Fipst there was the possibil-
ity of saying that slavery was strictly a de jure conse-

quence, that 1s a speclal curse consequent on original

- 8in, to which man would not have been liable 1if he had

‘been created 8 mérely natural being instead of inksrace'5

LAY L S T S SORe

b, 1115 s,

3:0-;:'&180::111;82,85, and 87, 0

state of mere nature” must be
~ noted,

m %ﬁe"ﬂ:é}i y are ordered by

»
&

S pareisbatraction, the uman faculties con- | - 7. My discuseion is largely:

SPaTe J. are grace to a super- .   5
endy Sod spart froh the weinds of nature, Or it may be =~
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: came
. hat slaverY _
To accept: this 1t 1s necessary to snﬁm"czfts;in, an extremes:-
into existence because of the vound: 1t ralses such. ql:., )
1y difficult positlion to prove ssj'n(?eque-l in 8ll. Sie,," :
tions as to whether the wounds 8% U0 o iag only ould
ondly it was possible to hold that i the human race w?—,ed. L
facto a result of the Fall, thab i:- 1t nhad been CTEBEER .
have been 1iable to slavery even 1chrlstians Reoeoiar -
in a merely natural state, as non- ce-fold possibill zh :
But if this position 1s taken & vhr slavery, ‘althol
remains, First that man 1is 11ablef;°r pecause “‘erilz N
. ' er, glav-"..
. to enslave ano sustices. S
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Possibility it can be 351;; e ;
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be just, etc.. N y ave not & B o
 Vhich possibilities, - Tmab B e be-
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- Sonstder '518";1? siz;sider his treatmen’:
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he- third -
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~gort of 8 e
ifttrctjésthe slave’ in”"q}rdfg: \
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results of the 6riginal s8in. - The Third Chapter of Gene-
813 relates how. man was condemned by God as a punishment
for ‘his fall to toll Painfully, and the woman to bear
children in pain, and to be subject to her husband. Ye:t

1t 18 clear that mankind merely as "ratlonal animals,
intellectual beings with .corruptible bodies, would have
been liable to suffer work and even pain in childbirth,

as the animals suffer, St. Thomas says concerning the
subjection of woman, . ‘

S The subjection of the woman to her husband 1s to i
- be understood as inflicted in punishment of the woman, not .

a8 to his headship (since even before sin the man was the
©+ head and governor of the

woman) but as to her having now
. 'to obey her husband!

8 will againgt her dwn.ei \
The pain of this obedience 1s wholly natural since in
mere nature it is.

unpleasant to give up one's own judg-
ment and will to another.

The wounds of original sin,
" the de Jure consequences s

imply intensify the pains to
which a corporeal rational

: o ‘ F SIN 107
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: V . ou
' man over.beasts. - And hence the righte

t the re
. men. God intending thus to teach us wha'

’ i
" ning.....The prime cause, of slavery

ve re
o “wicked men who h&
.-8in,"- And thus there are ALY

s men in primitive -

kings of
yr than
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‘ 8.

of sin; for 1t»,
ition of creatures is, and what the ‘de::i:ion of slavery
s with 3 tice, we belleve that the cOBrt = find the
1n the romdt of sin. Aad tils 1o ¥ YO 1 righteous
- ;:e"l;:::it"' Zn :ny.l’art of Script“rih‘f;t;me. It is &
' ;2:11 branded the sin of his son Vi:thmd not by nature.
name; therefore, introduced by 8 1s supposed to be
; Latin word for slave by the law of .
;zlixfdnigft:;ecjrcmtance that those wt:nez preserved Y
gome o
e oo 12l o o K110 vore ST PS5
e ’

ven when wi v t-be sln-'~
ersaries mus
e e wage a just war, our ad g -
man under . ._that which does.:~
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' es e e
-not happen save by the Judgment. of God But our Master

in . £
Ty (o] the 8e -

heave “wh . d.o 1
n Bays, Eve one Wi eth sin is rva,!xl; ()'

j.()ue elveﬂ in
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mG

OVETcOome ;.
Laing 1s naturally subject. - 'bondage; "for of whom & I:;n 13 .
curse. o peiavery need not be assumed to be a special " he brought into bondage."d T e
" curse on man, if its origin can be shown to be compatl- o ; B ) nd amblguous; se g ,
ble with man’ as he wouidghave been if he was not created This 1is both prongnger;ipressed, as 1tt;r-ixe'e,d A hotia
~1in grace. On all this St. Thomes does not speak expli- are quite distinct e O that Augus
citly, but no evidence is to be found in his works that - once, ‘But 1t is-qu
he consider

{ve onej;
: ‘an exclus 1m
. entioned as &an £, nor 8
ed slavery a de jure consequence of sin ex- ;ept the firi; E;o:;ztzl;ymis pot always unjust, 0
: ~that. .
~.cept.as -1t 1s made more e believes

is.
' ~way murder -
painful by the wounds of sin. ® ot the Fall in vthe., ";yy
-Since there 1s no evide Ply g"cyons/equenc’e O; iy

of the yarame }a’

: nce to the contrary we may assume
' that St. Thomas believeq that slavery was not purely and
. simply a de jure consequence. Which of the three possi-
. ble ways In which 1t could be a de facto consequence did
_8t. Thomas accept? Did he consider 1t (1) essentislly
unjust, (2) just as a punishment for crime, (3) just a8 ...
_ 8 useful non-penal dominion? = . . - e R S e

‘ T S .é,P ’
9. De Civitate Del,- 1. 589-90. i an an
Genesim, 155’ P.L.y T, xxxiv, €O that Auguﬂtm was -
of the passage quoted s
7 arculst belleving m:n Eden.: : £ the De
E0 i o WAD. n.: o
¢y pation.of mn'da,the whole farsm""“mm» that -t
S Ge_zﬁ—i%h::::is 1s not the case. Xe :
.. ‘prove ~ ' ion in Eden.-
W 1o coercive subordination “in Sent. IV,
o ——mm takes: this passage. oquence of:
10. Too vies that slavory I boom lately taken oe
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Augustine accepts the second Possibility fully; enslave-
ment can be an act of justice when done by just men
against their criminal opponents in a war, He also
Seems to admilt slavery as a traditional institution in
the latter part of the passage, but not very clearly.
The third possibility, that slavery is a useful institu-
tlon for slave and master, whether the slave is criminal
or not, 1s not mentioned at all. Only if this possibil-
1ty 1s admitted is there any room for Aristotle's viev,
though of course 1t does not automatically follow upon

the acceptance of this possibility, .In a parallel pas-
sage in another work St. Augustine does say:

For it is the natural order among men, that the women

- should serve their husbands and the sons theil parents;

. 8ince’' 1t is indeed Just that the weaker in reason should
serve. the stronger. fThis ig therefore clearly just in-
dominations and servitudes, that those who excel in rea-

7. - 8son should excel in demination,ll :

- But, although he has been speaking of slavery, this pas-
- 88ge doés not clearly bear on real servitude, but simply
On any subjection whatsoever. st. Augustine's tone in
the bassage from De Civitate Del 1s noticeably unfavor-
able to slavery as such. St. Thomas 1in his earlier an-
Swer to the question "Was there dominion of man over maD

- dn-the state of innocence?" writes as follows:

‘ 7. A ¥ing regulatea his rule (praelationem) to the
. good of ‘the people over vhom he rules....a tyrant however
o regulates his rule for hig own proper utility; and there-
- fore the two modes of rule mentioned differ in this: 4n
;the first the good of the subjects ig sought, in the sec-
- ond the proper good of the ruler; and.therefore the sec-
-~ ond kind of rule could not have existed in the state of
: ’i’nnogence (in statu naturae integras), except in regard

:(Footnote continued)’ in his Ency

¢lical "In plurimia™ (1888)
- Yook this view. He seems however to have followed in the main
..+ point the view of St. Augustine. This position seems clearly -
. to'de that of Duns Scotus, In Iv Sent., d.36, q.1, "patet magna

.

Rie 0 . »
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ty by original sin, or ever raity. The
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justifieda.l5 mnig punishment could not have existed in
Eden of course, since there man had his full dignity. -
-Nothing more can be gathered from this question of the

Sentences. It certainly does not favor the third, or

"~ Aristotelian positlon, that slavery is a useful ins};,itu-
tion apart from punishment, since the stupidity of "the
natural slave"

cannot be called a degradation of man to
the beast in the moral sense intended here. The wicked
man 1s like a beast in having his reason dominated by
his Passions,

but the stupid man may have perfect .con-
trol over the passions (thus, :
have temperance and fortitude) thought he may be incapa-
. ble ‘of the highest na

tural virtues,

umma Theologlca: 16

- . The second answer of St. Thomas is found in the
later 8

In one way dominton 1s taken as 1t 1s cammonly referred

“to any kind of subJect; and thus even he who has the duty

. of governing and directing free men can be called a mas-
In the first dcce

ptance of dominion man did not
''dominate man in the state of innocence.

The -reason for o
this is that the. slave in this differs from the free man o
~ that the latter 1g his own cause (cause suil7), a slave ,
however 1s ordered to another. . 8o that one man is master - -
. .of another as his slave vhen he refers the one whose mas- .-
“ter he 1s, to hig own--nemely the master's use.  And
:/8ince ‘every man's proper good is desirable to himself,
and consequently it ig a grievous matter to anyone to

~15. Catholic theologtans of course
. The change of view on this
ter XII post. Ve
16. 8.m., I, q.96, a.b. The
fig - and worked on until 1273,

no longer admit this law of war.
subject will be touched on in Chap-

Suma Theologica was begun in 1266

i ’ See Manser, op. cit., 18, = L
L : 17.. The Editor of the Mariettt

edition of the Swma notes that this

. direct his own affairs.
ce 1t accords with the Aristotelian
. ddscussion of the slave, which St.
. mind, as well ag with the remainder of the rassage.
. paraphrases as follows "liberum est propter se, se
_aliud, 1dest domimum,” . .. . . oo :

as Aristotle says, he may

: - common goo
- instead of one's own (or for the'c

) t.
“of slavery and natural right.

its argument St. ‘Thom‘zshav
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glven
:;Pl&nation, ’siliginate the first as the onl;
© Summa itsel?_thazmﬁs gives sufficient;evig correct
e considers slavery so e:::i 2
‘ e e

. jd‘sutmme A ki s et
' . e agreméma.m_«» vt e S i
the law ¢ S _WIth both Aris
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ser:::tle believes than the other hand, as e men natursl-
ude ave mett t when the condii'; we have seen,
mi.ster and slave s zed there 1s a "fri lons °£ natural
:122 ifposition th:tt?:t the slave oUg;ild:::iﬁ between
iy the natures. to his profit. B e contented
lomas' sense 1t slave 1s notlpaini.- ut 1f the posi-
; cannot be servitude a;’l:l;hen in St.
all!l
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otle's "naturai Zla:ef"e:ov:g however 1f ve
gain. It is true

- that his:
enslav
in ement hi
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-sense.,
Its naturalness however is.ev
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o ovn or the common good first. .

. WO
me:ld not have been liable 1f ma
| ely natural being. ‘ i
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7. THOMAS AND THE RIGHTS OF THE "SLAVE

&

fact that 1n

- i , - s the .
to make .two qualifications. Firstti 1e veing parried e
this passage a citation of authorl Zhing is intended zoﬂ{
~ Lo - o bya counter citation, and hence noa,uthorit}f—‘ 1t s cees
“Chapter X ' : be asserted as to the truth of th:,s does moOb commonlys,
~ T IR : m rs
8 TH O " " o . be admitted however that St. Thob-ections with answors
© ST. THOMAS AND THE RIGHTS OF THE "SLAVE": , 1 follow the method of answering obj tant objection 1s
B R ' G = untrue in themselves. =~ A more ﬁgz as a mutually ai;;
’ . co : . oth--
' ‘econcrete views that slavery is here d?fine ao?rer the stupid, %ni‘h—né—‘g;u?-
1t 1 Tilom::megg:; that be has fn' . . | jentageous rule of the W1:Zr being "alterius, " . .
ary to :
‘mind the medieva; ‘I;rex:te:js.:utzon rather than antique slav- i 1s sald sbout :hili?: view. Thls te‘xz 1;homa-s. &
°ry. In the last chapter it has been shown that the zcilii i;int 12 ﬁtzrgble statement Vhiigtitt;li&n posi-
‘ } . do not- .. g € mos the AristoLEsE™ & . -
perett s L anee sy et o e o e | a2 o e adatorolian 2ot
~ | tton, .
as' attitude toward "natural slavery.”" A text of the . .vion,
. .most capltal importance fo
- remains to be considered..

S - In speaking of St.
‘on slavery,

o 4 the import Of
und in the Summa Theologica In order-to ‘understal_lus entium must
, - S the Thomistic theorylgfzgzt e
‘ ‘ ered, ' 8t. Thomas holds op
Chapter III St. Isldore ; . ; .be just o
igolaszicsbecause he held - vays, First an act can J

As wWe have seen above ory D& .
~1s continually quoted by the s , ~ d by the ver fctl
that slavery belonged to the jus gentium,  St. Thomas in : 2§§:e itdi?tiilzar;:ejﬁsz by nature szztctdnat‘?r
his own discussion of that species of right states.and 4 orne e 1t is consequel ‘
cus , : 8ta ~ haturale), or because ‘of nature, LA
. ansvers the following objection: ‘ e : useful to attain the ken‘;sh an reason, b :
~ Objection: Slavery among men 1s natural, for some are S - lmmediate mStitutigncZuSe, it is in'a he common good in
. baturally slaves according to the Philosopher (Polit. 1). . and finally simply be prud t
. Kow slavery belongs to the jJus gentium as Istdore states - ~.1.4 rules-enacted by human
 (Btm. v). Therefore the Jus gentium i the same as jus - i

| strictest sense).
s ivam in the SR OR 4 of

view (this "iivzg %ﬁ; ,’%ftgle’? sztr_st :

S iy = :zghihzﬁzs wion of the ,sengi;l any positive

the fact that this partic- S property and slavery, and b 2. at, Thomas. .

rather than another man does e which 1s-for the common: £ 1av.

. not have a natural reason (non habet rationem naturalem), ' ~ tribution to the theory oeht tum.3 \ ~ b
~ but 18 Based only on a resultent utiltty, in that 1t 1a second sort of Jjus, JuS EBREC .o of S nion were.
useful to this man to be ruled by a wiser man, and to the 7 we have seeh, ' developed = rgrul o
27 latter to be helped by the former, as the Philosopher ; y

. atates (Polit. I). Wherefore slavery which belongs to

tural dy o ey
they found an ,existing;bo v e
‘ ;. cause .
' the Jus gentium 1s na in the second way, but not in : e

ence with '
+ naturale, . | .

° Answer: Consideredkabsolutely,
L+ ular man should be a slave

‘simply natura
, acted by ‘pight whi
. et enzcw‘ 2 entium ¥as ProP
' the first.1 . Gefine “while jus gentiuf
’ i Tomn ~oand anmals;" ST e

This text sems 1ike a simple admtssion tnat "matursl A T, 90
slavery” as described by Aristotle belongs to the jus b e, eI, 35T ':;nis 11
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. Lo Droit ReBF=
h, Chspter ITT, 2225

1. 8.m., 4.57, a.3, 2n.
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was the view of Ulpilan. ' As Lottin has shownd St. Thom-
as revived this view which had fallen in some disrepute
with Christian thinkers. When we compare several texts
from his works which touch on slavery itself, we dis-

cover the subtlety of this theory., On the one hand he -

" says that while marr

. lage 1s by jus naturale, slavery 1is
by jus positivum:. - , , :

...since Jusg poéitivum...procedes fram Jus natu-
rale; therefore servitude, which is of the Jus_positivum,

cannot prejudice those (rights) which are of the natural

law, e.g.,...the appetite to conserve the specles
. through generation.6

Here he takes Jus naturale in the strict Roman sense:
only that 1s naturail which follows immediately from na-
ture., Just as the sexual union 1s due to naturadl animal
powers, so 1t 1s due to natural human powers, ~Since
both jus positivum and ' jus gentium require a deduction

- by human reason which seeks for something to satisfy hu-
man ends, they can both be called positive as being sub-

- Sequent to human reason and will. 1In this sense slavery

1s only based on jus positivum, On the other hand St.
Thomas speaks of slavery as of the

us naturale as :
against jus positivum (1.e., jus civile).7 This is be-
cause both jus gentium and jus naturale can be called
natural since neither requires enactment by a leglsla-
tive authority,

One is strictly natural, the other im-
medintely consequent to nature: ’ . .

~The law 'of ‘nationg 1s indeed,

‘insofar as he 1g g reascnable being, because it 1g de-
rived fram the natural law by way of a conclusion that 18
not very remote from 1ita Premises. Wherefore men easily -
~agreed thereto. ' Nevertheless it is distinct from the
natural law, especially from the natural law which is
common to all animals. 8 . T

in some vay natural to man,

A man can appropriate unowned la.rid' fox;, his own use and
possession without: the enactment of any law, but he can

5. 0. Lottin, op.cit., 61-67.
6. Sent. IV, 4.36, g.1, 8.2, ¢
7. 8.Th., II-TI, q.57, a.3, ad 2.
8. 8.™., I-II, q.95, a.h, ad 1
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> 1sv,sla,v ;
mnity, jus positivum.12 Finslly TBOFE o, jus gentl
vhich 18 not of the jus naturale, -0 :

roper treat-
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| to pe
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1al texbt:. "'Consl e

houl
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artzoes not have a- natur

‘quite evident from our cruc
‘lutely, the fact that thls P
slave rather than another mai,
reason, but it is based O

- 8t. Thomas'
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‘Sees ‘a utility in it, ‘without the enactment of positive
lé?-W.' What is this utility? St. Thomas names two dif-
ferent reasons because of which slavery may be right

and just,  The first is, as we have seen, as a punish-

ment:

vis .Jus naturale ‘d1ctates that a punishmen{: may
be inflicted for a crime, and that no one ought to be
punished without crime; but to determine a punishment

. according to the condition of person and crime is of the
Jus positivum; and therefore servitude which is a cer-

- taln determinate punishment 1s of the Jus positivum; and
.therefore servitude which is & certain determinateé pun-

ishment 1s of the Jus positivum and procedes from the
Jus naturale, as a determination from an indeterminate.ld

Here 8t. Thomas speaks of jus positivum, but as we have

seen this 1s only in contrast with jus naturale. He

means that. slavery as a Punishment is a positive addi-
~tilon to the natural law, not positive as being a civil
. enactment, but rather ag

‘ belonging to the jus gentium. -
% nslavement as a punishment in war is thus just and ac-
ceptable to ST, 7 omas,

who here simply agrees with thebf
- common opin¥6hi 6f his day.l6 = el T ,

, . What is the other reason givén for slavery be- -
_ longing to the jus gentium? It 1s the one memtiomed in
i B single te;t which we have already cited:. ‘

---.[8lavery] 1s based on a resultant utility, in that 1t -

1s useful to.this man to be

: ruled by a wiser man, and to
- the lattgr to be helped

A by the former as the Philosopher -
. states (Polit. I). Wherefore slavery which belongs to

- Jus gentium 1g natural in the second way, -and not in the
first.17 A g

- 15. Sent. IV., 4.36, 9.1, a.l.
~16. Since the jJustice of such s
S "utility"”
. of war or

lavery arises fram its evident -
- in what may be’'called’ "ths collective conscience™ may -~
: ~make such an institution unsuitable to attain those ends, and
" . hence unjust. In St. Thomas'
SLo T from jus gentium necessarily vary with circumstances, while
“2 " those of the Jus naturale
o moral attitude toward var,
17. 8.Th., q.57, a.3, 2a.

-@ee Chapter XIT, post

A N me it
ST. THOMAS AND THE RIGHTS OF i "stave" 119

. theory of "natural slavery?" We ¢
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Probably that St. =l
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a less :
Thomas believed that the-servitude oiages was natural
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in the sense of being an immediate c:;(;r Can we B8O . -
from their natural fitness to each ;ent ;o Aristotle's
further ‘and say that this is equiva o safely

16, isolat- :
for two reasons, First because 1t 1593 iiﬁitl indi-
ed text, Second because W o
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is 1ittle more that the remark of‘”S? "g\‘ S TS R

py t ﬁe weakel'“ in reason
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have to do with Aristotle's own views? St. Thomas drew
the theory of the us gentlum from the Roman jurists

and not from Aristotle,:but as Lottin showsl9 he harmo-
nizes this theory with the Philosopher in his Commenta-

=y on the Ethics. Aristotle distinguishes only natural
right and positive right. H

How:18 the jus gentium to be
inserted?  St. Thomas says:20 o7 R

It must however be considered that Jus naturale is that
to which a man ig inclined by nat

ure....The Jurists how-

ever call only that jus naturale, which is consequent on
an inclination of nature cammon to men and to other ani-

mals, as the conjunction of man and woman, the education

of children, and other things of this sort. That Jus

however which 1g consequent upon an inclination proper
‘to human nature s insofar es man 1s a rational animal,

-the Jurists call Jus gentium, . since all nations use it,

' ©®.8., pacta sint Servanda, and that ambassadors are safe
between enemies, and other things of this sort. Both of
¥hich however are camprehended under the Jus naturalil,

- as the term 1g used by the Philosopher.

It is immedistel

¥ evident how much clearer the first
chapter of the Polities,

vhich we have studied, would
be if Aristotle had used this distinetion in discussing
the way in which slavery is "natural." A ’
If Aristotle had concluded that slavery is nat-
ural in a Secondary and different sense than the faml-
1y, for example, then the chiep moral difficulty of his
theory would be cleared up. Then it would be evident
. that slavery is not an institution required under every
.. elrcumstance, and, more important, Aristotle would have
" had to admit that t

he slave has personal rights conse-
quent on a prior natural law. - Aristotle indicates that
he sees a difference in the naturalness of the two in-
~ stitutions when he writes as follows: I

The firat coupling toéether of
..cessity gives rige is that between ‘those who are unable -l
- to exist without one another; for instance the union of .

female and male for the continuance of the ‘gpecies (and s

Vo !

pérsoim then to which ne-: ..

_19.°0. Lottin, Lo drott naturel chez St. Thamas, 62.
20, . In Ethic.,‘ mbfvl ]_1355,‘ lectio 12. .
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+~a child as long as ho 40° :

does not differ in what he
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the general theory of the inviolability of the human
consclence, by asking whether a subordinate is bound to
obey a just authority as a moral obligation. He answers
yes, but hastens to add that no one 1s bound to obey an
authority which (1) steps beyond 1ts proper bounds, "so
that 1f a master exacts tribute which the servant 1s not
bound (non tenetur) to give, or anything of this sort,
then the subject 1s neither bound to obey or bound’ rot
to obey," or (2) which commands something sinful and
contrary to the end for which he was made ruler, then
the subject 1s "not only not bound to obey, but even
bound to not obey, as the holy martyrs suffered death
rather than obey the unjust commands of a tyrant.” The
phrase "if the lord demands a tribute which is the serv-
ant 1s not bound t6 give," is perhaps the best indica-
tlon anyvhere that S. Thomas was acquainted primarily
with serfdom. The idea that a master's exactions from
the slave are of a defined and limited sort, so that the
slave can say, "I am not held to do this," is exactly
- the essence of feudalism which attempted to reduce every
relation of superior and inferior to a set of defined
exactions. With Aristotle the master's power can have
no other limitation than his own virtue and- justice to-
vard the slave, or a sense of expediency. By giving the
slave a legal limitation with respect not only of life’
but with the kind and amount of services demanded, St.
Thomas betrays his feudalism; but further than this he
insists on the slave's moral right of resistance. This
' vlew however does not at all prevent St. Thomas from hold
ing t;hat the slave 1s a part of his master.  He says:

But nevertheless 1t must be understood that ‘spe-
clal justice can be taken in two ways: for 1t 1s taken
properly and comonly. - Specisl Justice most properly
: takqn, as the Philosopher says in Ethic. V, Cap. 6 18
only between those who have a certain equality in this
. regard, that they can stand before the prince, before - ,
whom one 1s &ble to require froam the other what 1s his,
_in which wvay there cammot be sald to be justice between
father or son, nor between master and glave, since - S
. vhatever 1s the slave's is the master's and vhatever 18 =
"+ the mon's 1a the father's. Special Justice hovever is. .
commonly applied even to this that the master renders
- his gervant that which is his, or conversely, and so-of .. ..

B Th?-, reason ‘given by 5t. Thomas,
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The answe : '

great mzitzzcgbae;;io?i in this question are alsd of
. e 2

slave is "alterius" and SZStngi::ti;n argues that the

. d swers: ’

+...the gla ‘ . : .
those thing:ew;:c; thi?g of his master's with respect to
with respect to nat;a.re superadded to natural things; but
. -those things which ural things men are equal: whence in
" 1s not able to b pertain to naturdl acts, the servant

he 1s 8t411 abl e of another, thus the master umrilling

Here the " © to glve his bodily powers to matr:unonyi

_ e "naturalia” in which all men are equal -are the

things which b
elong to Jus naturale ,
vith animals, but this Lesseccts seromety bu. vhons

fundame reasserts stro
ntal assignment of slavery to lt:ﬁ]e.y'xsxis;. zﬁziixi'
Jus gent.lum.

. This quest
ion also insists that the master has a duty

o™

the performan
ce .
Vourt? of the conjugal debt.

not to separ
parate families, and that he cannot prevent
If a freeman de-

sires to sel
% ¥ marriage holés},uzz:lﬁ :2;:;131avery' St. Thomas says his
] f cannot so sell herself.28

St. Thomas
‘permits volunt
can give to another what ::Yh:DSIavement since.s man

is sui jurt
he ~E—£_u_r_r_:' with respect. to his liberty, co
U S, nder his liberty to another z:m.n nesquently

8. own, and the free man

S ; This » . - . .
no man is ablee§21§:1;hhme f:z;gﬂiﬁrment of Locke thab
to slavery, a
point

“-:: which Locke fe
: felt 1t ne :

_ %ho held tha cessary to prove
- ‘enslavement to:-hebsocial contract was ssg;izstoiiob:es'
e i absolute subjection to the sover:;lggl:y‘

28, gent. IV, a.15, q.1, a3

For & man, not h '

Y Vit t:O:O;;ihaving the power of his own life
: anyammone; normp&cput 8 own consent enslave himself to
DoweroF Sestins himato elf’ under the absolute arbitrary
Nobody con give take away his 1ife when he pleases.

" that o mrep;iwerthanhehashimself, andhe,
power over 1t.29 . - : own life cannot give another i

St. Thomas of B e o e
course woul : R e

¢ ‘:aims n;fpo\,er over his owndlaigzee with Locke that man =
E self i1s limited b »
G , , y God's dominion s
— R n, by the jus natu- e

_but that his right over

‘29‘." 30com1 Eaaaa on 01v11'coverm#§n£; ' c.

-to them, -

- character of servitude however,

- resy.30 8ince he has alred

: commonly fell far short Of

- folloved widely it
- “1t, . Perhaps there

~lord, and on the same ©

~ . the slave could rec ot o
.. had caused an enoTmoV : S agdning ikt
SR SRS p “;clgsses\g]?ysor ‘nec
© toward the ;,mferiof o lave. i 1y 0e¢

oT. THOMAS AND THE RIGHTS OF THE ngpave" 2L -
k glave g

rale. St. Thomas thus st mean ‘
t is his’

glves himself to the master he gives onl

" to give, his 1liberty, but not his natural T
matural things in which all men &re equal.

Locke says, he cannot glve away because he hB
the special

That' t pemove
at’ these rights do no ) fpom the way

1s evident
in which slavery acts as an imped
a person marries a slave Who has €O

tude after marriage is vold. This 1s

be a serious obstacle to the essential 8 :

in this respect, says St. Thomas, 1%t s worse
ay sald that when

treats his slaves justly the
ed, this implies that the actual 1ins
what was morall

. 8t. Thomas in @11 this inno T€

from the ordinary theolosica-l'of’inions e
does ‘not intend to alter the. inStit'ution' as.
except to remind men of their dutles with

He disc “question of the T
usses. the q : . yhethe

serf status without queﬁ'»tiwII 1¢ prefers '

. such a condition 18 just,  Hel rofers put
- children follow the CO £. thelr o LA

ndition ©

mits that since the ’system,of"v 'the WO

pust have: :

1s some mitigation

in the fact that 8t. Thomas': r:';;: ﬁiﬁer’,#

tion of the slave family Viﬂ‘} O
1o :  estate.

prser f(!tm,‘ﬁ""i':’n

e other: chief»-'sa"rf‘men :
~'The cocolVe ‘HolY oriie

was apsolute~
put once th
\ at




128
THE THEORY OF NATURAL SLAVERY

every level .
the :
1lcy had to b sociologi
o b gical
considérableeei :Z°zsidered, I;mi;:c:;ims of this pol-
c nt d T er g
t}(;‘ﬂ-d not possibly h rawvn from the serv\ify vas Loty o e
Tne eristocracy whi n o had any great inf1 classes 1t SR SRR '
ords had pr ch the Chris uence with ! R Chapt ‘
£ / pter XI
come & c&mﬁ ggu;ed, - Moreover thie‘“cﬁza“im of the war St | ' ‘ «
fﬁ‘fc}l"s policy ‘i‘iZZZ" from the sm}‘;"iho;’;uld have be- . THE DOMINION OF SERVITUDE AND TYRANNY .
slave candi uently becam er. The ~ : - o e
date for ordinationeaigss favorable to R , o SR s ;
more favorable i ery: a's‘ é;r[lf St. Thomas is right 1n placing naturai‘slav-‘ S
' immediate conclusion from jus naturale,}then -

to those
groups

a.nd easil which COuld’
. 1y educable readlly s
_ ordained, then he mupriesthood, Ir t;zply a cultivated the domd .
~ st first be f slave was to be . tinct°frni°2 of servitude 1s a limited one, Formally dis- .

om the dominion of man over sub-human things. :
question remains to be

. In' : reed. St. Tho .
. 199?:2?:‘;2@ of Orders & man 1s £ mas_says: V}:Wever on the Gomtndon o e
the slave who :;;: ::2: 1s able to Sivee:; :O;' divine dut- V , m:gtgzed: ‘What is the s¥ stematic 1mport‘ance‘ e the | -
' bave power over hims el:’m;z 22::  other ;:;i‘r’;oizmil;ion? Whatk doig 1t have in common witl’; :

1 ~ Dr. Yves Simon h:.s tzzegzi; frll:;;(; sﬁzclil.ﬁi:r 221:];-,1_1?1?011)?;?

- able to g T
Pply for Ord
recelves Ord Piedainl ders. If h
ers : e does
the sacrament ;r:ni:ce liberty is not :ﬁl’g however, he . oy ‘
’ .
~since 1t does not m::a:ha b1t 1s necessaz-yebmce581ty of ‘ ons with regard to these problems:™ .. .o
the : y precept; ' , ’ o oy
power, but. the act only. ’ o1 Tt should be noticed tpat the set of opposite no-
: ons, dominion-of gervitude, dominion of freedom, 18 ..
ot to two other

. If one a;
pplies with
the kmow .
ledge of his master, and 1is : L
T - often erroneously thought to be equivale
' Some might th

not rec
however th ’ ‘this he 1s
e masgter made free b
who has presente is ignorant, then y his master. If o ‘gets of
 Price of th ed the slave, owe th the Bishop, and he E of opposite notions.
: e slav ’ e ma, .- position mad , domi
k ;tiz:mse if the :;.aif they knev him toﬁ‘:er double the E . -dominion of :»rz:z:e?ﬁ; oinni:;rel ofri::r?he opposition
B elf; othe ve has a ©. a slave; - ' : o : coincides. ‘ oppoeiti
o Tvise h beoulium h ’ : ! Detween regimen pollil a despoticum. We
- master e 18 re e ought to R n politicum and Te n despoticum. W
o °1Bed_32n°mth5tand1ng tha:ulned to the gervice oi‘egeem ’ 1 B are touching one of the most equivocal aspects of the 8o-
B : k PR his Orders cannot be 1s - SRR clal Philosophy of ‘Aristotle.’ On close: examination,’ 1t
R OXeT R L that there are in Aristotle two definitions of ‘the
“slave, which can be easlly mistaken -as 'equivalent {and
istotle himself) y

_ possibly were mistaken 28 ‘guch by -AxX i
the same object; _either n

Bt e e - »
rom St. :
" and vhich in fact _do not cover.
: the point of’ view of.

-1t exist co
st slaver
8 time, Y and serfdom as : o o
" comprehension or An extension:: From
‘the slave 15 one whose activity under-

characte Hi in
r.of the s vi
sla ows A
ve sist on the moral ~ SR
‘ R L final causallty;: owe
- _.goes allenation, while a free man 1s one vho 1s endoved
rs he recelves “

" Thig 1s ‘about ;ail .

- problem of pe
) slav . clal in
.all 8t. Th avery. - We sight ‘into t : :
. omas! wp must: remem he soclal ey T
a 1tings there 1s Egﬁhwe"er that in 4 - with same POWeT of resisting the orde
";nvho once sald in a a grain of Aris- 1 (regimen politicU% or. etatutory,regme),‘ vhile a slave
y old woman sermon th 1 4g one who s mot sven such & Power ©
. at : ho .1 ‘given. t £ oo -
e S h’?"?‘ m since the Incarnation =, Itds clear that: those definitions
‘ ' A are nobt’ equivalent 1n.© gince ‘the ‘point of:
om.: : d.1s not‘jhhe;same;,\nor are:

- totle's ¢
Ontempt £ }
i or
the humble. Rath : hile ¢
er it 1s St. Thom- ' L £ resistance.
ore of Go ‘ g (regimen 8o oticum):
e d thgn‘MiBtOtle a1a." o i cmprehension,
E il ) o f;ﬂev‘frwvhi,ch;;thefl’”‘?”

132 Sen‘ pant i




THE THEORY OF NATURAL SLAVERY

they eq_uival ;
t , )
Sion, since One‘ h ’ . v
ent in exten; who does not en

Joy any
-power of
resisting the orders he recei
ves is not

thereby ne
cessarily
his supert bound to se
or. ; rve the private
] welfare of

- Dr. Simon ecle et " '
" kinds of domiizly distinguishes tw :
ey, “oization mick are Froqvntiy cenrused
aZingDS men lest this ct' true superiority an;sid o Lor:
rule(ril’ the thorough-goi ommit him to an object prorioms
. absolutely 1 ng liberal insist Joctive evalu-
terests of anothe S the same as to be s that to be
periors and 1nferi. Granted however tiuted for the in-
1f only inevitable Y.and subordinati Proposition ro
eriority is ver but also expedie 23 are condltions
can be exercisedy great the only wa nt."<  When this in-
certainly is by guiﬁiggw:;ch authovity
: e subject

n

iInflexibly,"

rections bgi'-, oﬁthout»allowing him

Y to execute them, z:wzrftzhm()dify o
ather guldes a

disobedie
. nt child.  Thi
just because . 5 abs
th olute r
subject, the fa:hru}er wlshes to 1n:111e may be requirod
er's love makes him zi tile good of his
metimes stern. Ab-

 solute rule
and
not the same. rule for the ruler's own int
e ST TEEE : nterest are

| A cons
:1on, we may hesit:.::le Sroat

n this regard
of rule; -

ta i accﬁoﬁ:::et;f thisfdistinc-
o s1av otle :of amb ‘
e 1s certainly undep botﬁuizzﬁs

requires t ‘
in
req Py prudence b
the only inducement f e s oHle; me
& S honeshord oaont or the master to admi B TATR
E}ﬁgg;:i‘w “‘":1 ~am1ngment to be us:dt?e oo B
S re he must : 3 2
oking at it in a di?%ggezt o
way we may -

- -say that sin
' : ce t
only susceptit he slave 1s naturally "alteri
, erius” he is ..

: the
the master's
slave's case
they must a:n’m,

T case abs
olute
good are rule and rule dir
involved with each ‘i:ﬁer :;ted ko
. the

ys nnest,
be connected. - He says clearl

 ~ ,
A I’olitics,”]:,;u, 125ha.

(Me_have thus three

(Table IT on the following Pa

le of ‘
rule for the ult N o “the master's, who is 8
timate good of a free. = |
‘ - child nor the slave & P
;--are 'x-ela,tively"' rat
- but the child will s ey
Y. 11fe, while the 818Ve will never

o]

_ THE DOMINION OF SERVITUDE AND TYRANNY 1M31'U -
....for it is a part of the householé. science to -

rule
X over wife and children (over both as over freemen,

ye
yet not with the same mode of government, but over the: )
nt and over the chil- - .

o :rife to exercise republican governmse
. ch;‘;dxzarchi;al. ...The rule of the father over the
: ruler‘m.';;. s that of a king; for the male parent 1s the =
rtus both of affectlon and senloritys which is

¢
haracteristic of f.he Pather in relation to the child.”:
First there 1s

s AT g of dominions. o\
Tasion ? ween free and slavew
e Staty oF Doing =itorius,  'one who 18 by nature | L
the hOuse;n but of another."¥ Among the Froe members of -
i o old there 1s again a distinction petween those -
e ruled regally, that js absolutely or vit

shap ’
e in the declsions; these are the children; and those -
the delibera-= ‘

- Who are ruled Eoliticallz

“tlons; this is the wife.

th
e master's benefit first,

" 4 :
e and the children are ruled ¢ The' dlagram

absolutely. e :
tes the way 1n

ge) illustra

differ from €& : :

ribe varietles 1 to 5, and
opy" 15 added to

of the mas-

W

,A};ich absolute dominions can-

i stotle and St. Thomas desc
e sixth dominion that of ¥

€
mphasize -the character ‘of ‘the other VUl
~The comparison

Uiy
‘, tgd 5) over servile workers. ~ Y
1ir-slav§, (4) and the paternal dominion (3) 1s most en-.
lightening. In both cases the

head of t ge-rules_ .

the household and with the ood.

~his subject as a part
of the household 1 d: but in t case -of the hild
ans for his pri

‘were, & WEALS - __———0p7g

fhis housenold life 12,82 it
- Vate good, educatlon, while in the ease ot the slave
his own grivate good put to that of:
1fe. he  house

1s a means not to
et free for 1 .
child as 8 -

hold. 1In a very strict 1ther the ¢ ’
) : ' good, since. they:

ther t ; 1y virtuous being
ome sy have an indepe:
: above the dep

3. poutics, I 7
b, Tbid., 1,43,
=R 1260

hout any - -



SERVITUDE AND TYRANN o
: ; t Aristotle
Some color 1s given to the-chariiet?zr the mas-— . -
did not always keep absolute rule and Za os in whichfthe,,
ter's own good distinct by certain Pas 1gp°11tical rule -
term "despotic" 1is applied to tyrannicalh Book I of the
‘rather than to the domestic'relation-lied to any other '
Politics "despotic rule"™ 1is never apihe 51ave.,Moerbeke 8.
relation than that of the master 60 ThE B T5. o oonye .
latin translation and St. Thomas coiz however we find
this usage faithfully. In later BOOLS ‘W, . potic" with
the following 1nterest1ng-associati9?’ ,"’:‘é,fg'g"7;”
state governments: PRt e T that alm
| It 1s clear then that those conﬂti:;;?;:zmed oo
at the common advantage are in offect righ t aim at -
accordance with ebsolute Justice, Seulty,
the rulers’ own advantege only ar:gtitutio ns;
them deviations from the right co as a city 18 8P
have an element of despotiﬂm,’Vhﬁrex_  e
ship of free men. G

THEORY OF NATURAL SLAVERY THE DOMINION OF

4

WAGE-
SLAVE
Has an art - Owner of

by knowl-
edge as

‘tools.
Has some
art but
no tools.
Part of
worker's
pay taken
by Owner.
Absolute
within oon-
tractual

- capital,
None,

ASSISTANTS
well as by
Requires
direction
for his
Artistic
process
-only.

Good of
work.
Absolute
i1n regard
to work.

CRAFTSMAN-

: nose tha
while t S are all of
for they =
artner-

SLAVE
J Naturally
intelli-
Do-

gent.
mestic

' : rting despo
1s monarchy exe nen the ’
Now tyramey. - ; oligarchy 18 ¥ o
er over the political cormunity; . © 1g of those that

t is ‘in the ntrary-it:
control of the govermmem on the coO o
when s much Proper o

prudence,
Naturally
incapable
of pru-
dence,. Has
servile art.
Daily life Daily life
of house-
hold
Good of
master, in-
cildentally
of slave
Absolute

RULE

Adult man,

]
own the properties; democracy zo e e
‘1s in the hands of those that o no% PO

PATERNAL = MASTER~
Domestic
prudence,
Freemen,
but unde-
veloped
prudence,
of house-
hold
Good of
child, in-
dentally
of house,
Absolute

ABSOLUTE DOMINIONS

* There 18 B.-e-
. - of
' Xingships existing amoné some &
er possessed by all ©
but they govern accordind 2225 .5,
are wore
becanse, the barba:ian:he Aslatics than
pentmente” coi i
singie T :

ral tyrant,”
None except

acoldental-

their ruler,
. ly.

“"no natu-
ter than
Private
Absolute

Vicious.
' Pérhapa bet-

ABSOLUTE
- MONARCHY
Naturaliy
- superior in
Preemen of
naturally
inferior
virtues,
the state,

virtue, esp.
prudence,

regnative
i Absolute

COMMUNITY 1ife of |

SUBJECT




. 10. DAd., IV
. » IV, vii1, 1205a. This perhaps shows some
Perhaps shows some

134 e
THE THEORY
OF NATURAL
SLAVERY

in the home
» Bo absolut
over a cit ute monarchy 1 i
¥, Or over a race or seve:aiomsBtic9master5hxp
! races.

In sPeakj_ .
. ng of c '
charsa ertain t »
V cter, Aristotle I.emay:;;mies which had an electi
: ve
««..they wer ’ S
+; e on the .
ty because they were in one hand of the nat :
hey exercised - accordance with la ure of royal-
on the other handnarcmc ‘rule over Villingw and because -
ruled despoticallyof the nature of a tyr: subjects, and-
and according to theif-nny because they
' ‘o Judgment .10

To these
passas,
totle des ges we ma ;
cribes ¢ ¥y add the P T .
the rich are too gicgharac.teristic:ligwingtin which Aris-
: » and the state in which
poor too ¢
; poor:

esesathe la .
. know how to eabf,}i’ 1;:1&55 do not know how to g :
the former class do government of a s :v;_:o govern but
ment, and only not know how to subii 1o kind, while
_ter. The result is how to govern 1n the t to any govern-
8 a state consisting ofm:§zer of & mas-
ves and mas-

ters, not

of free

. cont men, and

emptuous of their fbllo::~g§e cless envious and another

! Taking a
11 the ‘ e
t se t L .
that Aristotle doss net ecre ] we  cannc i
not concur in the :{n gt but conclude
odern use of -

n
despotic”
simpl
1y to mean absolute rule. I
.~ In all these

cases outsi
de of B
o ;:}; which he;regaggl:l he uses 1t to 4 be a
gove:-iple of rule PrOp:s Perverted beca?]:cri.be a form of
nance of the r only.to t e 1t extended &
I:BS while desp0t1:tate" and in eazlez household to the
1s ’EM is ther:%e is natural 11(1?:; Sfcyrmep
or ag:gilnical. - When h;:e-~ But not evere hgusehold 1t
§ ) ute mOnarchy h peaks Bbove of tg 8 solute rule
like th not.a des;o:alls 1t a "domesti raupaciiele .
(1lke the rule of the fat ic one, because ¢ (economic)
- the father over his "hilé:islgather
R T en o
‘ R Regal -

9. Ibia.

g —ﬁ’) ~m, x’ 1285&‘ ey L s :
the differe 1 el

nt char, S Pt g e

Ar acte: e
th:Btotle 15 Dot po ristics of which we are ion of .~
ai rule as ite “_Mmatresamg the absolutam’ but
1. d what he pleased re character. The tym: cheraster of
I)m.;gid.,, v, ix, - F gardless of his mJec‘bs"‘t, once elected,

2! Bia T3, 5t et i

iec A
.ghetZQ ozﬂannical dominion may be absolut
of the ruler not his sub jects,

-fath
er and son, or husband and wife.

' ha
ve had much more sympathy for

cal, and arbitrary form of

o lf;:ztthis view, but 1t 1s ¢
ha orically: correct about:
has confused distinctions care

~ justly be accused of £ailing to s€e.

. ent things, but a P

| ‘treating their sons &

THE DOMINION OF SERVITUDE AND TYRANNY 135 O}

d of the sub-:"
e and 18 for
despotic

withi
n the household and 1s poth absolute and for the
ed out that the

good
of the master. McIlwain has point
by St. Thomas never

e for the monarch's

domi. 4
nion is thus absolute but for the g0°

apts”
I‘:oﬁisgf Ehe De Regimine which are
ot noi solute monarchy with rul
excel,;t o apply the term Ire imen
Tt e household relation of
] r in that work nor in the Politics

a

menta -
ry of St. Thomas 1s 1t applied to the rel
The continuato? of

ca, however, geems to -
Thomas ' pepublican pule than St;
s. In Chapters 8 and 9 of Book II of the De ,
despoticum and reg &

master. over slave.13‘ :

th
e De Regimine, Ptolomy of Luc

‘Regimi
J_nfill‘ he opposes regimen 3 .
overnment and: pro-

w in regard to forms of state 8

o treat absolute monarchy as & e3P tyr

government.jj The ‘Aristo
terial

passages which we have quo de him :
jear that ~he 18

the evils. O

fully' preserved by st.”

Thomas. e
' Neither Aristbtle:idf St. Thomas
that
uled for another's: good are
ins. Both fthese‘c,onditi

solutely and to-be T
e rule ove

uzzle Tema
ules, the tyranny,
after conde

s slaves, 58Y8%

exist in only two-T
slaves,: ‘Aristotle,
© Tyremniosl - 1o tho rulo of o master O sle

: ' ‘that 18 “prought -

type 18 P
“relations 2 ;

Growth of Political
Jon indeed. "
with TI,¢.
tg trans

despoticum to anything - [




THE THEORY OF NATURAL SLAVERYf‘

How can 1t be th '
at a mode of
ural for the state or for thBSOVGrnment which is unnat-

hold 1s natural for the slave?

For there is such a t ' k |
i hing as be
Othe:oc'::eco:erlled by a mgter ("a d.e:;gt??fu:;]infi:
} Citizenshi; %ndétﬁzverned by a king, and in another, for
o zen thi;g 8 18 Just and expedient; but the;e i
as natural fitness for tyranny, nor for an;

other of the fo
rms of governme:
these come about against na.tm-:tlghét are divergences, for

" The differenc: o o
~-hedlfference between tyranny and slave rule is clearly

in the nat
o ERet nature. oo et &nd the end which bolongs
. e tyrant in the state or the tyranni-

- cal father rule
s ov
-1y capable eér men who are potentially or actual-

of the
that the comm comon good of free men in such a way

on
private good. Tﬁooa 1s sacrificed to the tyrant's own

e s
capable only of the iave, on the other hand st
rivat [¢) f )

has tried to prove that tiggz are 1 tive. Aristotle
nsured by the master's

rule not sacrifi
; ced. . In th
efficlent :he tyranny both
lose the 1i:§egts of the rule are unnatura;hetﬁinaib%ndt
~when they are ue them and they are ruled absol tsl gt
Aristotie sayscigable of sharing in rule. Somegizeg‘fas
. quir€” the 1ast, bu:h:hSUbjects are so inferior as to,re
. » - -
Justify the first unleey e ver 80 inferior. as-to

, : s
tually servile in chara:;elike o0, Lafertor s b

ar r: "
€ more servile in their naturZOthzc:;:ergekBarbazians
. eks....they

endure )

o ;L.dGSPQtic rule without resentment,"18
S A quest ol ' e et L

:,-treated by?Aristgzlzighg Menoxeq hich 19 not directlj
the state to the sla;e' 3 there a perfect analogue in

o part cot ', & person who 1s
; : of khs state, (as the slave 1s no:pZeEZ§:::;?:ly'

' 16. Politicsi'im s L (RS
o ) ———a Ty ,;xi’,lae.rb ‘R : = ; SN g .
i1 rule of abs - -Here we have the des ‘
the olute monarchy, and the rule o spotic rule, the
i pover of resistance, . .7l over citizens having
: *;ﬁ;’ II, x, 1285b. He 1s spealing of an sbssiute momm.
b iy on the superiority of the ruler ?: ”
-_12:‘) mk s 1x, 12858, - .

g : a
free members of the house- ° bo-fanl 1y Like yife, B ent e

* the slave's is<sought as incidental to t

‘not really sui juris.19; They were in¢

" advantages because of

member : amily, but & Auman
curit £ ' ” ‘as ve
; 1 »tue.20 In this last e
- have seen, he was 1 "(who W . . v
CAr tics (who '
istotle, than the mo , n & partner

_ter's life.2l ..

~‘ Vh°1e state becomes stil
velation of the various
1ian state to the com™

G g:iz.';ce ; a;;g::‘;den, won are the heads of ‘nouseholds

" THE DOMINION OF SERVITUDE W :

he -state, (as

er good is sought onl incidentally by t S
gh y he household's

welfare)? The closest analogue would be
alien residents who from the Greek point of view wore

articipate in oo
t for thelr. -
the same W&y

ous because the Greeks allowed them to P
the benefits of the 1ife of the city, but no

- good but only for the good of the city. In 228 === E
the slave was allowed to participe t
: _sake o
the dall 1y but for.the family's 8aX€

Y 1ife of the fami == tnis mot to

first, for his own oniy Tncidentally.

v“_’
say that the metlc and the slave worke

good in which they were members? No,~peca
was not the ©

good for which each worked
shared. The metic did not share in the

the state, since he was not a-citizen,
the 1ife and order of tha

in the liberal 1ife of -the
Tike the animal he reap

4 for a common e
use the common:
n which they
, o of

The slave did not share

ed se-
=

lir
n & better P

since the free worker vaﬂ’n°t eye

£ : of the despotic dominion ;
g abmint 1 ‘clearer wvhen veé consider zhi
ciasses~1n the ideal Aristo 3*‘
n‘good.z_Only,the‘military,an
1nce,onlyfthesekperf?

§

political classes are truly free 55 o the higher ViT
form 1iberal functlons, °"1’1’1§§’Z§§~ Setivity requires.
tues in perfe""‘mn'smcedp::ilitary‘f‘?iife a special PTU-

e 19. Politics,:

| e

e <ter's‘*lifei b
qirtue fells

21, oide, IV S

and whoSe Drop-

the metics or .

1dentally prosper- i



138 ___ THE THEORY OF NATURAL SLAVERY

particularly the older men who have full political pru-
dence. The wealth and land of the state is also to-be-
long to them as heads of the households.22 0Of the two
lower classes Aristot}e says:

We have therefore stated the things indispensable

for the constitution of a state, and the things that are

" parts of a state: tillers of the soil, craftsmen and the

lebouring class generally are a necessary appurtenance of
states, but the military and deliberative classes are

parts of the state: and moreover each of these divisions

18 separate from the others » eilther permanently or by
turn,23 : ' : '

: ; It 1s clear that it is the laboring classes
‘which are Dermanently separated, the other classes are

occupled by the citlzens in turn, first they are soldiers ‘

(and hence own lang2%), then they are politicians, and
then priests. These lovwer classes are to be slaves.2D

The servile life is incompatible with the free life,
those who are to perform it must bBe men capable of noth-

ing better than household life, therefore their posi-
_tlon is permsanent. S
-2 D

—— : ,
3 ~As_a human being the slave should be a "politi-
cal animal,” but as in the wife and child this political
nature lacks its full’ development, in the slave it is

30 permanently imperfect as to permit him only to share
“in the material conditions which he provides for the

state and in its virtues as an instrument of the master'sy

prudential life, "a partner of his master's life."

22. The various classes of the 1deal state are’discussed in the
~:VIIth Book of the Politics, vii, 1328a-1330a. On the virtues.
. required in the upper classes Bee the Ethics, V, paseim and VI,
viti-ix, 1141b-1142a.  8t. Thomas develops this discussion elsb-
- orately in 8.Th, II-II, 99.57-79 passim. See especlally the
-~ d1scussion of the kinds of prudence in q.47 and q.48. . He dis-
‘tinguishes regnative, political, and domestic prudence in q.50,

as well as milf prudence. G
23. Politice, VI, ix, 1329a. = .
-2k, Dbid., VII, 1x, 1329p. e e Gt

+ 25. Ibld., VII, ix, 1330a. Artisans are perhaps free. See vir,
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