
 
 

Aristotle’s defense of slavery in Politics (350 BCE) 
 

 
 
But is there any one thus intended by nature to be a 
slave, and for whom such a condition is expedient 
and right, or rather is not all slavery a violation of 
nature? 
 
There is no difficulty in answering this question, on 
grounds both of reason and of fact. For that some 
should rule and others be ruled is a thing not only 
necessary, but expedient; from the hour of their birth, 
some are marked out for subjection, others for 
rule…. 
 
But that those who take the opposite view have in a 
certain way right on their side, may be easily seen. 
For the words slavery and slave are used in two senses. There is a slave or slavery 
by law as well as by nature. The law of which I speak is a sort of convention- the 
law by which whatever is taken in war is supposed to belong to the victors. But this 
right many jurists impeach, as they would an orator who brought forward an 
unconstitutional measure: they detest the notion that, because one man has the 
power of doing violence and is superior in brute strength, another shall be his slave 
and subject. Even among philosophers there is a difference of opinion…. 
 
What does this mean but that they distinguish freedom and slavery, noble and 
humble birth, by the two principles of good and evil? They think that as men and 
animals beget men and animals, so from good men a good man springs. But this is 
what nature, though she may intend it, cannot always accomplish. 
 
 


