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The ideas of FRANCISCO VITORIA exercised powerful influence OVCI those

who advocated ILMNOTC humane colonızatıon of panıs Amerıca. Hıs
students and colleagues WETIC the forefront of the struggle agamnst the
Oppressıve trends of the ESL. VITORIA S humanısm W as rooted the
general humanıstıc MOveme: of the early sixteenth and the
FESUTSCHICC of Thomuistic studıies. Hıs Contact wıth both trends made
whiıle he W as student at Parıs between 1507 and It WwWas there that he
met the humanıst LEFEVRE and EROME ÄLEANDER whose owledge of Greek
attracted INa students. But, the MOSLT enduring intluence Was the reviıval of
Thomism which Ouft of both the general dissatisfaction wıth the
prevallıng character of scholastıc philosophy and the retorm of the Domuin:ı
Can college at Parıs

Nominalism, hich had arısen the fourteenth CENLUTY reactıon
agaınst the PEXCESSIVE ormalı of scholastıc philosophy, itself volved into
sophıstry IMEeETC argumentation, the Spanish humanıst, ‚UIS VIVES,
aptly described ıt. The intellectual preoccupatıon wiıth logıc made ıts adhe
renfts SCCI1I1 Out of touch wiıth the reality of the late tiıtteenth and early
sixteenth CeNLurYy, per10| that wiıtnessed greater interest moral questions.
Thanks the reforming zeal of JOHN STANDONCK, the college of Montaı1gu,
which numbered AILLONLS ıts students F.RASMUS, VIVES and CALVIN,'and had een
the center of Nomuinalısm, W ds> NO shaped by thıs 1IC OrJentation.“ The
Sscholarly communıty subjected 19910)8° disciplined lite. They had
attend elig10us devotion LMOIC scrupulously, floors and mend theır
()WI1 clothes. As tor the curriculum, emphasıs W das placed the thıcs and
Politics of Arıstotle.

This spiırıt of retorm W daAsS taken the Domuinıcan college at Parıs by PETER
CROCKAERT, who had studied under hıs C  an, STANDONCK, at the college
of Montaigu.* CROCKAERT se: his students, AMNOTNLS whom W ds FRANCISCO
VITORIA, wıth enthusı1asm for the philosophy ot AQUINAS by usıng the Summa
Theologiae the basıs of hıs teaching and training them edit the ot
AQUINAS. In 1512 CROCKAERT, wiıth the assıstance of VITORIA, published the
Secunda Secundae, essentially moralıstıc work of AQUINAS. In the prologue,
VITORIA accused the LS of Thomism ot abandonmng the est authors
and reminded them that, following AQUINAS, they WEeIC NOL surrendering
treedom of opinion.“ There W d>S be retu: damentalıist approac.

the works of QUINAS Rather, the 1L1CW Thomists found hıs works certam
key ideas that they found setul understandiıng the troubled, transıtional
world of Western urope al that time. This revıval of Thomism NnOL
reactiıon agalinst the general humanıstic tendencies of the ABC, but part ot it.
There W asSs little that W das rigid obscurantist about these Thomists.
emphasizing the publication of texts, they WEeTITC sımply utilizing the ıinvention



D of the West reach arger scholarly audience Their objective
W as ditterent from those humanısts who became editors prınters, lıke
ALDO MANUTIUS and BEATUS RHENANUS the edıtor of the works of ERASMUS
CROCKAERT thus succeeded establishing signıfıcant school of 1 omiuistıic
studies at the Domimnican college otf Parıs, intellectual 'OCUS hıich VITORIA
WOU. take the unı of Salamanca Parıs WAaSs, ot COUT'SC, NOL the only
CeNnter. of Thomiısm The classıc COMMENLAtLOT of Thomism, CAJETAN, ectured

the Summa at Pavıa early 1497 1508 Wäas the TSt publısh
complete MM  ar y IL Italy In Cologne 1512 VONRAD OELLIN
(1476—-1536) publishe COMM '  ar y the Prima Secundae The revıval of
Thomism Parıs W a therefore par' L of the general TESUSCILICC of Thomism

OPC the early sıixteenth
I11ORIA returned Spaın 15283 become professor of theology at

Valladolid and then Salamanca, where, AINONS those students whı attended
hıs classes, WCIC several wh went Ameriıca At Salamanca, he replace the
Sentences ot PETER LOMBARD wiıth the Summa Theologiae of QUINAS the O:
LExXT for hıs COUTISC He found the Domimnıcan ConNnvent of San Esteban
Salamanca hıs residence for the last W  Lyc of his lıfe, already involved

of reform Due the zeal of br HURTADO MENDOZA, burning
cCOmMMLIMENTL the deal Christian lıfe and scholarshıp W as beginning
shape the direction of Salamanca.® VITORIA S reputatlon Wäads hıghly
regarde: that the kıng of Spaın consulted him I1 of PTFEeSSU1S 155Uc5
of the day, such atters relatıng the of Ameriıca, the papal
concılıiarCYof the church and the king ofglan divorce irom his
panıs. wife These WEIC ser10usly debated FEurope and formed
the tOPICS for hıs COUTSCS al Salamanca

The colonization of Amerıca had raised consıderable discussion S1IN1CE FRAY
AÄNTON MONTESINOS charged the colonists Espanola wıth the OPPTCSS1ION of
the UV! population Of COUISC, the indefatigable LAS (CASAS had left
political unturned bring the the of panıs politics
Nurtured the climate of renewed Ca considerations at Parıs and
Salamanca, VITORIA presented hıs VICW of panıs coloniızation his ectures

1538 In formulating his iıdea  R: of human erty, he „opened the paths of
LICW thought that would definitively dominate panıs culture and policy  7
More, from his eliberations the of Amerıca an theory of
international law, hıch -ROTIUS would later develop

his callse, De Indis, he set Out analyze the complex ques uon of the
and define what the relationship between Spaniards and Indians

of America oug! t be Earlıer had of COUTSC, een
Spaın s legal tıtle the newly discovered ands The Scottish theologian,

JOoHN AJOR, professor at Parıs, had SIVCN hıs thoughts the question- of the
relations between Christians and the Indians of Amerıca 1510 Milıtary
u W as NECESSATY, he saıd, because the Indians, theır ına
understand panısh, ould NOL allow Christians teach them. eiender of
the Spanısh CONQUESL, he recommended that fortifications be established
that Spaniards WOU. gradually ave build understanding wıth the



aUVv' people For AJOR, the object of W as the esta| of
Christianity The Tst SyStEMAaLLC TreaUSseE, however, Wds$ by PALACIOS
RUuBIOS (1450—1524) between 1512 and 1514 10

Protessor of Canon law At the unıversi0ues otf Salamanca and and
advıser the Crown tor SOINEC twentyc he Wds ASs. SIVC his

the ques on of the gOoveTrTNM  € of the Indies Not surprisingly, he
eiende':! the panıs rıght of otf Ameriıca. Basıng hıs argument
the EXtIeNSIVE o  € of the POPC, he declared that °the SUPTCHAC dominion,
OWCT, and jurisdiction OVCT the islands quest10n pertauns the Church
hıich the entire WOT. and CVECEIYONC, including inhidels, IMUSLE ICCOSBINZC
theır ord and master” The church W as wıthın 1fs right when 1L transterred
this the panıs. Crown. He eft OU| that he believed that panıs.
dominion OVeCeT Amerıca Was implicıt ı the donation of Pope ÄLFEFXANDER
whı“conceded grante those islands wiıth their dominions, 101  ,
castles, places, illages, rights Jurisdictions, and that pe  € them,
yOU and your heirs and SUCCCSSOTS, the monarchs otf Castılle CoN
perpe 12 By VIrLUE of thıs rıght, the TOWN COUuU. “al trıbute and
SCTVICES from the inhabitants hıs attempt Justufy the virtual enslavement
of the Indians PALACIOS RUuBIOS had reconcıle condition that W as

slavery wıth the on of Christian lıberty He dmitted that
created WAaY, 111  H equal and Iree” but historically,

slavery W d> approved onfirmed by the law of NatlOoNSs, and anon and
cıvil law hat SOIINIC INC  - rule and others obey Was far he wWwWas
concerned both and sehul For example, he saı1d i natural
that 1981  - rule because the former WCIC ndowed wıth ICAaASOTI),
the latter deprived of 1t. Those 9891  b who WEIC INOTEC rational rule;
those wh. seemed ack rationality WOCIC by nNnature slaves Slavery, then

detfended both natural and legal grounds
He Was quick make the PO1ML, however, that ıf the Nalıves consented

become Christian, they WOU.| retaın their primıtıve erty. Moreover, the
Indian nOo ould retaın theır S, erty, and dominion OVCI their
property, ONCE they WEIC stianıze: Indeed they had CVETY rıght
detend themselves JuSt WAar the Spaniards if they WEIC threatened
wıth the confhiscation of their ands property sımply because they WEeIC
NOL Christian However WeTIC they NOL FECOSMIZE the Christian church
their ord and mMaster, and refuse aCccep L teachers, the TOWN COU.

LEINOVECJustly make them and WTESLI dominion from them
them Irom elity, heresy, their cruel tes and 1CeEINONIECS PALACIOS
RUBIOS indicated that sımilar justification behind the expulsion ot the
Jews 1492 °For thıs F’CaSOTN, OPHNMON, the Jews WEeTIC expelled from
these kıngdoms by yOUr Majesty and hiıs dear wife, ISABEL, S1N1CE6

EWIS perfidy, wıth their PCETVEISC stubbornness, and ragıng hatred
persecuted the Christian religıon contact wiıth them, tor mMan I1 CasSONS, Was

dangerous for the taiıthhul especlally SINCEC ıt W d5 learnt that Jews had
attracted Man y Christians their depraved CuStOMS, tes CETEIMMNOIMNECS,
and SINCE the strong SUSDICION exıisted that they WOU.: CONUNUuUEC do
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the tuture, they WCIC deservedly expelled.  2714 In this WAaY, PALACIOS RUuBIOS
defended the highhanded cruel treatment of the Indıans of Amerıca
Jews by the Spanish TOWI.. The Church, hich possessed the authority of
God, could deprive non-Christian rulers of their dominıon jurisdiction
because, by virtue ofehity, they could not claım o  c theiır OWI) right
but Dy the will of the Church C 15 the Oord of the whole world, and so he
who seeks another irom his dominion, inhidels do, who disturb

2715the Oug! Justly lose the right that they exercıse OVCI them.
The maın lines of the treatıse of PALACIOS RUBIOS represented ON  D of the INallıy
ideologic posıtions the O0 of hıich went back the dısputes OVCI papal
CY the ages."® maın detfenders WECIC pPOPC INNOCENT I
HOSTENSIS, and DURANDUS. INNOCENT (T 1254 held that Christ, ord of the
world, had theo depose rulers, o  c that W as transferred the
POPC. HOSTENSIS (} 92713 distinguished between the emporal and spiritual
Jurisdictions of Christendom, both ot which Came from God. For hım, the
spiritual W as grEaLET. ( the CMPDCTOL received hıs dominı.on by the
authority ot the Church, hıich could depose DURANDUS (1237—1269)
claımed that the POPC had both spirıtual and emporal OWCTI. What formed
the ideological content ot the early ftormulatıiıons ot panıs. olonıal policy
W asS clearly the notion that the POPC had TOA!| emporal and spiritu: OWCTIS

order Christendom accordance with Christian values. Interestingly, the
idea ot Christendom Was extended include Ameriıca. For PALACIOS RUBIOS,
papal supremacy W as ımportant principle upholding the idea ot the
unıty of Christendom. Hıs VIEWS certaimly influenced the regulations that
WeEeIC gıven PEDRARIAS DAVILA when he Sset Out tor Darıen 1513 the
eftect that he had explain the Indians that ‘“God created the heavens
and the earth and the Trst human eıngs that hriıst entrusted Peter
that he should be the ord master of all the peoples of the wOTId, and
that he should be the head of uman eage, wherever INC)  H— should lıve, and
OVCI CVCTIY law, SECH 2717  religion. Thıiıs practice wıdely sed late 1526,

the Spanis extended Mex1co Peru.
simıiılar detense of Spanıs. political domınıon W as artiıculated 1512 by

MATIAS PAZ, professor of theology at the unıversities of Salamanca and
Valladolid.!? He stated unequivocally that the kıng, armed wiıth the authority
oft the POPC, °could make War inhidels submıt their ands the yoke
of the redeemer because the entire world W as gıven esus hriıst. 2719

However, he urge that the Indians be told about Chrıstianıty before
commencıng WAar agamst them. 58 they rejected the teachıng returned
their OWIl cults, ıt Was ermissible reduce them slavery. PaAz distin-
guılshe: between c&  ‘Jews, Sarracens, Turks; and the Indians of Amerıca. He
dmitted that he had €ear‘ that Amerıca there WCIC ..  gente people,
WaYy grEeCdYy evil, but great extent OC] who could be CaSUy directed

the faıth, treated wıth ch:  ty” Despıite CX theoof the kıng
make expand Christian influence, he counselled that propagatıon ot
the faıth be done by other INCANS, ıf possible. He reiterated that Spanish
domminıon W ds>S legıtimate only relig10us grounds, ...  nNot for the caprıce of
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dominating 11IOT the desire geLt rich. %9 Certainly, the Indians be
ruled under royal Jurisdiction, but CVC: despotically. Once converted, their
freedom be restored, although ıt Was permissible eman:! SOMC
SEervICES trom them, provided those SEervICEs WEIC consıstent wiıth Christian
values ‚O1l.

In hıs the question of the PTrODCT conduct towards those
Indıans who lıved peacefully without molesting Christians, he eclare'‘! that
the Church could Jusuy dispossess inhdel rulers irom their dominion
because ““the Catholic Church has dominion OVCT the Ole world’”” Sınce
0)8[  (D could be saved outsıde the Church after the comıing of Christ, the
prıncıp right ot dominion rested wiıth the Church Yet, rulers could
be permitted retaın their dominion, if the Church ıts representatıve .
recognized that dispossession through ould NOL advance the of
Christianıity Pa7 su made distinction between dominion ‘tor OSSCS-
sıon ” and dominion for the teaching of Christianity.“ He conceded that the
Church could NOL exproprıate the emporal POSSESSIONS of the Indians
because infidelity did NOTLnwhat they possessed by natural right. As tor
dominion spread Christianity, elity Was eg1nmate dUu!:! of depriving
Indian communıiıtıies of92  € As OMNSCHUCHCC of thıs, the Christian ruler
priest should ook after the welfare of subjects, NOL for hıs OWIN interests.
Hıs Indian ubjects WEIC be converted Christianity by persuasıon, NOL
by threats. PaAz telt that the ehty oft the Indians Was different Iirom that of
Moslems Jews who, his opınıon, had historically resisted attacked
Christianity. The Indıians, oug. they WEIC ıgnorant of Christianity, did NOL
attack Christians. For PAz, Christian domiinion W as q111[6 compatıble wıth
Indian er! Enslavement and the ars SeEervıCces they had perTiorm WEIC
the factors that caused them abandon Christianity. They wWwWeI«c educed
such dire straıts that Indian mothers borted theır babies rather than ave
them enslaved. “In the Nanne of charity  27  » he pleaded, “even if they WCIC

sSınce their taıthJustiy enslaved, they be gıven their itreedom
diminıshed turther under slavery, but wıth Cl"ty would gTOW.  _”12 He
recorded that the evidence of mıssıONAarıes ontirmed the ot hıs
conclusion that Christian influence would be S tronger AMMONS the Indians S
they WCIC treated humanely and kındly, free human eings hıving under
the STACC of Christ and NOTL subjected the weight of slavery.

PAZ used INNOCENT and HOSTENSIS the ma]jor SOUTCECES for this treatıse,
PALACIOS KRUBIOS had one. But he also took paıns explain the VIECWS of

PETER LOMBARD, ST. I1 HOMAS, DURANDUS, and HOMAS OF STRASSBURG relatiöns
between Christians and non-Christians. Their defense of Christian imperl1a-
lıism and Indian erty mMust ave influenced the clarıfication of the laws otf
Burgos, promulgate 1513, hıch stipulated that those Indians who WEIC
desirous of becoming Christians and WCIEC politically be set
free

The abortive experıments the Carıbbean determine whether the
Indıians could use erty responsibly between 516 and 1535 tilled the
pro-Indian advocates wıth despair.” The of Mex1co and Peru and



the CONSEQUENL enlargement of Indian servıtude made their COMNCEIIN ftor the
Indians tar LMOIC urgent. Under the prodding of LAS CASAS, the halls of the
unıversities of Salamanca and Alcala de Henares bristled wıth the colonial
1SSuUe. Not su%prisingly, the Indian problem W das burning question for the
MOS celebrated theologian Spaım, FRANCISCO VITORIA. Hıs condemnatıon
of the War Peru 1534, hıs declaratıon that the natıve people WCIC

...  not foreigners, but vassals of the king“” indicated hıs growmg interest
colonial matters. Hıs contribution the intellectual life of Spain Was

generally widespread and, the Indian question, of crucıial significance.
OMINGO OTO, VITORIA’S student and, later, colleague at the Domuinıcan

college of San Esteban, ectured 1534 the question ot Spanis dominıion
America.** One could detect his line of argumentatıon SOILLEC difterences

Iirom the earlhier posıtion of PALACIOS RUBIOS and MATIAS PaAz the colonial
question. For SOTO, neıither the POPC NOT the CEMPCTOT had direct temporal
domiıinıon OVCI the world.* Sure, Christians had CVETY right preach
everywhere could detend themselves by torce, f prevented. But,
WaY W ds thıs right of detense be sed confiscate the property of the
Indians ubject them slaves Christian rule. Christianıty W as be
taught, and persuasıon used, complete Cr

VITORIA’S relectio the Indian question W as believed have been gıven
at the en! of 1 53826 In hiıs treatıse, he propose discuss the ega and
morTal tles bDy hıch Spain ([0)889[15 dominate the inhabitants of Ameriıca. He
did NOL pute the claım that the TOWN had acted good conscience
maftters relating the SL. But, he telt that the irequent I'CPOI'CS ot ..  SsSo
mMan y aAS:  $ Mal plunderings of otherwise innocent INCN, IMa
princes evicted irom their pOSSESSIONS and strıpped from their rule  27 justified
doubts entertained OVCI panıs. policy.” It Was hıs sensit1vity the
deterlorating conditions Amerıca that prompte hıs INQquıiry ınto the legal

moral foundatiıons of the indıgenous peoples ng ts property the
colonists’ seizure. of it. The colonists had used their detfense ARISTOTLE’S
statement that SOINC people WEIC by nature slaves and better suited SCIVC

than rule. They argued that the natıves did NOL ave “sufhcient LCasOoN

VCI)1 themselves” and WEIC lıttle difterent ‘{rom rute anımals and
ATC utterly incapable ot governing”. VITORIA contended that the natıves WEeTIcC

peaceable possession of theıir go0ds, both publıcly and privately, and
“must be treated WII1lCIS and NOL be disturbed their possession unless

be shown  25
VITORIA then turned hıs attention those who justified the and

dispossession relig10us grounds heir PI‘OPOIICH argued that SINCE ıt W dAsS

God’s grace that confterred dominion, the natıve people COU| NOL exXercCıse
dominıon because they “were mortal sn  27 VITORIA rejected thıs lıne of
argumentatıon hıch he traced back the Waldenses, JOHN W YCLIFFE, and
ÄRMACHANUS. For hım, SIN Wäas NOL impediment dominion. CC
biblical history, he pointed Out that Daviıd did NOL lose hıs gdom because
he had sinned. kFrom spirıtu pomt of VIEW, natural dommıon represented
the of "reasoning powers” IX and SIN cid NOL abrogate these



POWCIS, In addıtion, civil domiminıon pertained TMNOIC civil law, and ıts rıghts
MOSL assuredly could NOL be nullihed by sS1N. Neıither could unbelief constıitute

Just tor loss of dominıon. VITORIA ted QUINAS SUPPOIT hıs
conclusion that ownership was based either natural civıl law and could
NnNOL be removed by ack of faıth. ®3 Consequently, Christians WEeIC NOtL entitled

sEe1IzZE the ands and g00dS of the natıve population.
Turnıng the argument whether irrationalıty unsoundness of mind

vitiated the right otf ownershıp. VITORIA reasoned that ıt did. He armed
himselt wiıth the ar gument advanced Dy AQUINAS that only rational eıngs
possessed dominıon because only they had the right of choice. fW
alone Was sufhcient, thief would ave domıinıon OVCI hiıs victım because he
had the W hım. But, he contended, Indians WCIC neıither irrational
110  - of unsound because they had the uUus«C of Wds appar' ent
irom the study of their social political CUSLtOMS. It Was NOL theır fault that

they seemed outside the pale of salvatıon. It they seemed unintelligent, ıt

only because they WEeEeIC uneducated, lıke the peasanıry G  istendom.
Therefore, Spaniards had right — ands from Indian princes and
prıvate PETSONS alıke.*

Referring those who cıted ARISTOTLE propound that the Indians WEIC

by slaves therefore incapable ot self-government, VITORIA questi0-
ne: theır interpretation of ARISTOTLE. What RISTOTLE meant, he insiısted, Was

that it wWas better for the LINOITIC intelligent soclety rule OVCI the
weakminded. In WaY Cdid thıs 18981 that those wh E  ed had the right
confiscate the pOSSESSIONS ot the E  ed. Even ıf ıt could be proved that the
Indians WEIC inept, domıinıon could NOL be denied them. In aı Yy CasSC,
had ndowed them human eıngs wıth the capacıty for self-government.

Havıng established that the indıgenOus population had dominıon OVCTI

theır ands, VITORIA went discuss the illegıtimate grounds hıch they
could be dispossessed. 10 the rationalizatıon that the Christian CMPCTOTF
superseded jurisdıction the natıve rulers that he W as the ruler ot the
world, he argue that the EMPECTOTF NnNOL the ruler of the Ole arth.
According natural law, W as fIree and ONC had dominıon OVCI

the world. The matter ot dominıcon the province of human law Nor
could iıt proved that received thıs title by i1vıne law. Whiıll  d AQUINAS
had stated that the Romans WEIC entrusted wiıth empıre by God because of
their Justice and laws, their sovere1gnty Wdas NOL derived by ıvyıne grant but
from WAarTrs. though the argument could be made after the comıng of Christ,
iıt still inadmissıble. The gdom referred spiritu: 0)81 VITORIA
reiterated that the CIMPCIOL Wäas CV! the ord of the world. But, VCI) he
WEEIC the lord oft the world, SOIMNNC insisted, he could NOL “se1lze the
provinces of the Indian natıves, establish Nne OT! there, and TEIMNOVC the
former ONCS, z taxes‘.  L The proponents of imperlal CY did NOL

claım that “he wWwWas ord ownership, but only jurisdiction”. VITORIA

argued that thıs right did NOoL g1ve the W COn vert provınces for his
OWI)l usc QIVE AaWaY fOWNS and VCI) states, at hıs pleasure
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T those wh: ase the Spanısh conquest on the authority ot the POPC,
VITORIA insisted that the POPC Was 5  (8)8 the temporal ruler of the world.® In
the medieval truggle between POPC emperor OVCT jurisdiction ot
Christendom, papal detenders lıke OSTENSIS and ÄNCONITANUS had defended
the CY of the POPC PALACIOS RUuBIOS and MATIAS PaA7 had cleverly
used the authorıty of these wrıters sSsert the W of the POPC make
the kıng of Spain ruler OVCI the Indians. their minds, retusal 3.CCCPI'. thıs
constituted Justification for wagıng Wadl agamst the Indians se1zıng theır
ands VITORIA argued that the pope s temporalo Was tully
accepted. Among those who held contrary opmıons WEeEeIC TORQUEMADA,
J]OANNES AÄNDREAE, ERNARD. It also seemed AT the eachings of
the Scriptures. FOr VITORIA, the W of the apostles Was NOL be lord:
OVCI God’s herıtage, but examples the flock” Clearly, the AA gyıven

Was spiritual. kven if Chriıst had spiritual W OVCI the whole world,
suchoWas NOL transterred Consequently, did nOoL ave
sıuch W OVCTI non-Christians excommunNıCAte them invalıdate
theır marrı1ages. Of COUTSC, the POPC had temporal o only advance
spiritual atters But, he had spirıtual W' OVCLI the Indians. Indian
rejection of papal jurisdiction cdid NOL constitute grounds for makıng Wäal

them and se1zıng theır Moreover, they could NOTL be compelled
accept Chrıstianmıty. After all, Moslems lıving am OoNS Christians did NOL have

g1ve their prop erty. Therefore, Christians did NOL have Just of
and, at the tiıme of the TSt VOYADCS Ameriıca, they took wiıth them

right OCCUDY the ands of the indigenous population .
qually illegıtımate Wds>s the title of right ot discovery. Indeed, the law of

natıons OWE: those who discovered and occupied deserted ands claım
them their OWI). But, thıs claım W as ill-frounded because the Indians WEIC

“ true C  9 both Irom the pu and prıvate standpomt .
Next, VITORIA took the matter of Indian refusal 2.CC€pt Christianity.”

Hıs opponents had argued that the POPC hıs spirıtual capac1ty had the
W' compel e Indians accept Christianıty and, the last rEeSOTtT,
make Warlr them because of theır unbelief and blasphemy. VITORIA
reasoned that the natıves could WaY be accused of unbeliet ıf they had
nOot Car‘ of Christ. Ignorance Wäads sımply NOL S1IN. f they lived good lıfe

accordance wıth the law of na|  9 *God will iıllumınate them regardıng
the Narnı of Christ”” Neither could the natıves be condemned for NOTL

accepting Christianıty sımply because ıt Wädas announced them that
Chrıistianıty Was the true religıon 6C  wiıthout miracle other proof
persuasion”. Citing ‚AJETAN, ITORIA felt ıt ould be rash EXpECL them
aCCEp L Christianıty unless it Was taught by INC  — worthy of belief, .. thıng
hıch the indigenous Indians do NOL know’””. In WaYy should Walr be waged
agamst them. Sınce WTONS had been done by the Indians, there
_]118t of WAdI. However, VITORIA dmitted that the Indians ould be
of mortal SINn if they rejected Christianıty presented them 6,  WI| demon:-
strable and reasonable arguments by IC}  - who lived “upright lıfe, well
ordered accordıing the law of nature’””. He hastened ad! that these



crıter1a had NOL yeL been mMeTtL. On the CONLTAaTY, he had heard that ‘““scandals,
crımes, and ACTS of ll'l'lpl€t}’  27 WEIC the order of the day, despite the efforts of
IAı who had approached theıir CI  ıng task dilıgently sincerely. Given
the INarnıler 1C. the proceeded, the Indians WeTIC NOL bound
aCCep L Chrıstilanıity. Even ıf Chrıstianıty had een presented the people
appropriately, ıt still Was NOTL permissible make agalinst them. AQUINAS
Ssehad argued agaınst compulsory conversıon. Faith operatıon of
the wull; freedom, NOL fear, WAäas, opınıon, the precondition tor the
aCCep LanCceE otf Christianıty Citıng arguments Tawn Iirom AaNnOI law, the
councıl otfToledo, history, VITORIA concluded that Was 66  NO argument
for the truth of the Christian In the ASC of the indıgenous people of
Ameriıca, then, the condiıtions for _]U.St WAar and the selzure of theır ands
Sımply did NOL WISE.

VITORIA also opposed the apologists tor the military of Amerıca
wh' ase‘ their justification certam Indian practices lıke cannıbalısm,
incest, and sodomy.““ They had argued that these CIts contradicted the
atural order consequently the Indıans could be torced by War desist
iIrom them. The implication Wädads that the POPC exercised unıversal punıtıve
jurisdiction moral atters. VITORIA responded that such right, accepted,
could be expanded include fornication, theft, homicıde TUE, PAUL
had inveighed agamst fornication and idolatry, but both he and Aquımnas
believed that the right of moral correction Wdas be exercised “*°Over those
only who ave submitted themselves the taıth’ He added that ıt Was

obviously NOL CaSYy determine what S$1INS WEIC CONLTarCYy the laws of
Further, the POPC could NnOoL make War agamst 1101 SE1IZE the ands ot

Christian fornıcators and sodomiutes. It he could, “there ould be daily
changes of kingdoms . Indeed, those AaCtSs WCIC INOIC objectionable AIMNONMNS
Christians wh: accepted them SINS than AMONS those who did nOoO  —

Referring the Old estament, he ted the example of Israel 1C|
seized the land ofunbehevers °“because they WCIC unbelievers idola;ersguilty of other SINS of nature’””.

10 those wh claımed that Spain’s sovereıgnty Aase'! the tle gıven
them Dy SOINC Indian rulers, VITORIA skeptical. TeEC choıice Was the
indispensable condition for the transter otf title. Conironted by the Spanıis:
ATIIY at! AaIraYy, the Indian rulers LIMNOTC than likely made the ofter under
tear. For him, then, this argument Was ““utterly inadequate and unlawtul for
se1zıng and retamıng the provinces question . He could NOTL 2.CC€pt the
reasonıng of those who took prophetic VIECW that hıs udgment had
condemned the Indians and delivered them ınto the hands of the
Spaniards the Canaanıtes the Jews ven ıf it WEeEeTIC true, the perpetrators
would not CSCADC blame “anymore than the kings of Babylon who led their
ALILY agamst Jerusalem and arrıed AaWaY the children ot Israel ınto capt1v1ty
WEIC ameless  77 1TIo those wh sed Christian moral values Judge the
natıve people, VITORIA retorted: “Would that there might be greater
S$1INS morals axnong certaın Christians than there are amMmoOon$S those
barbarıans.

D - ca



JTurnmg hıs the condıtions for egıtımate relatıons between
Spaın and Amercıa, he believed fırmly that Spanıiards had CVETY right
travel America according international law c  ıng international law

what atural 1CAasSONMN has establıshed AMONS natıons he argued that
international law SAVC ‚0)8[  (D the right travel and VeCIN S tay foreign
COUNLTY, provided he did NOL SITE aL the local population The Indians
therefore dıd NOT ave the right prevent the Spaniards Irom traveling
their country alıy LLOTC than the French had pI'CVCI'It Spanıiards from
VE 1ving France Cıtıng biblical classıcal and UTC: LE XLES
VITORIA stressed magnificently the COINIMMNOMN of all human eıngs
whatever their religion, nationalıty, LaACC, and argued tor the naturalness
and ationality of interdependence and mutual respect riendship and
Oospit WEIC rooted the law of Nature, and the SCxas WEeTIC ONn

So titreedom travel and us«e what W as property W as implicit
What VITORIA Wäas g that internatıional law Was

derived Irom the law of . ratıonal and umane COI'ICCP['.IOI] Was
well illustrated by hıs reterence tEexXL by UGUSTINE “When ıf saıd
‘love thy neighbor 1L clear that CVETY OUrTr neighbor

For ITORIA international law also established the riıght of INdıvyvıduals and
Nnatıons trade treely wıth ach other No ruler, be he Indian pPanıarı
could prevent hıs ubjects Iirom tradıng wıth ther peoples The Spaniards
then could lawfully CaIt'y trade wiıth the NnNalLıves provided they did them

harm Mutual benetit could be derived that SCATCEC commodities COU.:
be imported Amerıca exchange for gold and siılver which they had
abundance VITORIA obviously considered Iree trade operatmg under _]l.lSt
CCOMOMMC laws It mMust be pointed Out also that the benehtits of trade wıth
Spaın WECIC hıs OPHNONJN the Indians 'hıs statement Was clearly
made CT10CIZE the SyS tem 1C. W as then benefiting Spaniards
Spaın and the colonists Amerıca The basıs of hıs argument W as the
of the brotherhood of MC  — It W as natural law for OIl  (D
disassociate se. Irom another without good rC4asOoNM. He quoted OvIıpD:
‘“Man NOL olf his fellow INan, but man.” VITORIA continually
stressed that these rıghts of trade and VCmn 1ggıng for gold fishing for
pearls NOL bring ı111] the aUıVv! population.

On the questxon of cıtizenship, he insisted that Spaniards born Amerıca
automatically became ı10ze of that Indian hıle those wh: sought
naturalization WEeEeIC entitled thıs provided they submıitted the
responsiıbilities the Indians It these rıghts WCIC challenged by the Indians,
the Spaniards Trst persuade them rationally that they intended
harm, but wanted live ı wiıth them. If the Indiansrejected appeal
and prepared make War against them, the colonists could then use force
defend themselves. Citıng AQUINAS, VITORIA asserted that *warding offt and
aAaVCNSIUNS ong W as auofwarbecause the Indians ouldbe denying
the Spaniards their rights under international law

iındful of the ultural difterences between the Indians and Spaniards,
VITORIA conceded that the Indians COU. have een motivated by their



understandable fear of such aWESOTC S t.rangers expel the Spahiards.
However, hıle the Spaniards WEIC justified defending themselves by WAadl,

1f nNnOL right for them enforce other rights of War confiscating theır

goods se1zıng theıir cities. In such CasSCl, War Was Just both siıdes. When
the INCalls of rational persuasıon WeICcC exhausted avaıl, it Was

permissible for Spaniards sSE1IZE their ands and reduce the natıves

subjection en]Joy the rghts sanctioned by international law. For thiıs
statement, he ciıted AÄUGUSTINE that “ peace and safety ALC the en! and
of war  07 It Was awtul then WaSC both defensive and offensive Walr Ü
SECUIC the nds of aCC. 1o ad this controversial pomt, he telt that
international law permitted victors se1IZE their OWIl what captured
Wa  — 10 be SUIT'C, the argument of free trade and travel justification of

Wäas somewhat weak. VITORIA subtile WdYy tied ıt another idea that
had deep 'OOftS the story of civıliızatıon. Ambassadors, he sald, wWeIcC

inviolable international law:; the Spaniards WEeTC the ambassadors ot
Christian ciıvılızatiıon. Therefore, the Indıians WEeIC bound receiıve them

hospitably. Moreover, Chrıstians possessed the right preach the Gospel: “If
the Spaniards ave right travel and trade am ON the Indians, they
teach the truth those willing hear them.)’ There 15 lıttle doubt that tor
VITORIA Christianıty Was the path truth for CVETYONC., It the Indians could
be excused before the Kuropean discCoverYy, they WEeIcC NOL after ıt. Spaniards
therefore had the moral responsibiuity teach Chrıstian values the natıve

population. Removal of the barrıers this Was IMPhCH thıs responsibility.
It had be taken advance this CauscC, be 1t, he seemed

imply. Brotherly correction, he saıd, Was IIHPOITBIII natural law
rother1y love.

But why the Spaniards be the teachers of Christian civiılızatıon
Amerıca” VITORIA supported their claim the grounds that ıt W as granted
them by the POPC and, rther, by the fact that ıt w as the Spanis: TOWN
1C. fnanced the VOyagpcCS. He had, however, explain thıs position
VICW of his earher statement that the POPC Was NnOTL the temporal ruler I8 the
world. Hıs reasoning was that although the pope’s juridical W Was the
domaın of SIrı affairs, he nevertheless possessed temporal W'
atters that had spiritual objective. Twisting almost paıintully between
arguments derived Irom international, natural, and relig10us law, VITORIA

supported the pope’s o grant Spam the exclusıve right ot
colonizing Amerıca. The Was be spirıtual; hence, the pope’s
o Spain’s right of colonizatıon WEeTIC defensible. Replying the

possible question why Spain alone, NOL other Chrıstian nations, should
be entrusted wiıth this mM1SS1ON, he contended that such actıon ould
prevent the development ot quarrels that ould undermmine the PTOCCSS of
cConversion Christianıity. Clearly, the relig10us turmoil that dividing
Kuropean Christendom W as the background ftor thıs apparently elf-serving
conclusion. Spain, then, possessed the right colonıze Ameriıca. But,
right meant the responsıbilıty create and sustaın political order



NCCCSSALY for the teaching of Chrıistianıty VITORIA emphasıze that, whıle
they did NOT have the right pI'CVCII[ the teaching otf Christianity, the
indigenous peoples WEIC tree accept reject ıt. The COETCIVE o otf
Spain Wa therefore limited providing the conditions for the propagatıon
of Christianity. Thiıs W COU. also be Justifiably used agaın Indian rulers
who prevented their ubjects from converting Chrıistianıty who inflicted
punishments those whı WEIC converted. FOor VITORIA, Coercıon must be
balanced by “moderation and proportion, SO er than
necessity demands’”. VITORIA urge hıs students be mindhul particularly of
the paramountcy of the spirıtual objectives of colonization. though WAals

might be justified internatıiıonal law, they sometimes led 1112a and
inhumane aC)  P hıch soured relations between peoples of difterent cultures
and made the values of Christianity unaccepta €. Persuasıon, restramt, and
moderatiıon WETIC oftener better methods of achieving spirıtual goal than
COercıon and Wä)]  Z He conftfessed that, hıs understandin of the events
Ameriıca, the Spaniards “were bound employ force and arms  27 continue
theiır work there, but these WEeEeTC undertaken 6, CXCCSS5 of what 15
allowed by uman and divine law  27 VITORIA W as doubt about the value
of the Spırı ends of Spanish colonizatıion, but he W as equally insıstent
the PTFrODCT 1116 2a1ls of advancıng those ends. that the INCans WEeTIC
often dictated by the par' Ccırcumstances of V  n  9 he urged
operatıng principle ongside legal nıg the reterence the mi1ssıon of
teaching Christian civiılization deciding what I111Calls WEEIC be sed
Spe‘  C sıtuations, “*lest what iıtseltf 15 awtul be made the CıIrcumstances
wrong‘‘.

As VITORIA used the argurnent of expediency iımplorıng the panıs.
authorities be Wa of wagıng when they had the legal right do S'

he urged sımılar expediency sugges  L that, where large
numbers of Indians WEeEeTIC converted, the natıve rulers could be deposed and
the Christian Indian communıty brought under the Jurisdiction of Christian
ruler protect their 1L1ICW WadYy of lite. By gıving the POPC the ultimate
responsibility for such actıon, he op€' forestall the Caprıcl10ous
interpretation of this by secular rulers whose prımary interest might be
graspingly materialıistic.

Returning the question of the Cıtu. of human sacrıfıce practiced by
SOINC natıve cultures, he stated that Spaniards Cdid NOTL eed papal authority
intervene St0p the practice. Everyone had the right innocent
people Irom un]ust death. It did NOL matter whether the Indians
accepted this ritual and rejected the Spaniards’ offer of assıstance put
en! ıt. The right of intervention protect human rights Was rooted the
unıversal moral order. How did he qUu: this justification of intervention
wıth his earher condemnatıion of 1t? Intervention be condemned it ıt
led the selzure of Indian terr1tory, but approve if motivated by the
consideration of safeguarding the human rıghts of individuals.

‚panıs pohitical CY Was permissible if the major1ıty of inhabitants
freely chose Spanish ruler OVCT natıve OIlC. Thıiıs political conception Was



keeping wıth the development of political thought Western ‚urope Iirom
the Middle Ages. AQUINAS had held that the principle of political authorıty
W as derived Iirom the communlıty. ruler mMust usc thıs POWCI for the good
ot the communıty and, if he sed ıt tyrannically, he could be deposed.
VITORIA ciıted the example of the Franks who deposed ÖCHILDERIC and put hıs

place PEPIN, the er of CHARLEMAGNE. The formal title by which the

Spaniards could establıs. sovere1ignty OVCI Amerıca Wds Dy viırtue ot theıir

support of Indian allıes. Drawıng the precedent of the aAsc of the
Tlaxcaltecs who had allied themselves wiıth the Spaniards against the Aztecs,
ITORIA asserted that ıf lawtul for Spaniards fter theır Ssup POI'\'‚
ally civil the side that had suffered WTON}NS return tor the

promıse ot sharıng the fruuts ot VictorYy. The of allıes and en! WAas,
hıs opınıon, Just oft WAd)  Z He Sd' the legal grounds of the expansıon of
the ancıent Koman empire, approved by UGUSTINE and QUINAS, being

this principle.
There Wdads eft only O'  (D title for ITORIA treat, namely, imper1al

trusteeship. Ome had argued that Siınce the Indians WEeIC incapable ‚of
conducting the business of gOVCI'I]III  L properly, Spain should undertake
admıniıster theır country for them: ‘“ Accordingly, they ave proper laws
1810)8 magıstrates, and Al NOL VEeCI capable of controlling theır famıly affaırs;
they wiıithout hliterature arts, NOL only the erT. arts, but the
mechanical arts also; they ave caretul agriculture and artısans; and

they ack INa other convenlences, yCa necessarles, of human liıfe. ”S VITORIA
neıither afirmed NOT enle€E' ıt. He contended, however, that the
would have meri1t ıf the claıms WEeEeIC Whatever ıts merI1ts, he added,
prıme consideration mMUuUSLE be gıven the welfare and interests ot the Indians,
NOL merely tor the pTrOo:! t of the Spaniards.
Y he stated that ıf Spain’s CY could nNnOL be justified of

the Cpa titles he had enuncilated, ıt did nOot IC that Spain withdraw
irom Amerıca, thereby suffering econOmıI1C losses. Trade could continue,
despite the loss of political egemony, and the ZOoVETNM! nL Spain could
LECOVCTI ıts TEVENUC by ımports {from Ameriıca. He cited the example
of ortug: hich had benefited economically Iirom ade Asıa wıthout
reducing the natıve peoples subjection. Further, there WEIC Mar
Christian cConverts amOon$S the Amerıcan Indians that 6C  1ıt would be neither
expedient 1OT lawtful tor OUL sovereıgn wash hıs hands entirely of the
admınistration of the ands’”

The doctrine of Indian er! majestically inıtiated by VITORIA Wäas

elaborated the ectures gıven 1539 by BARTOLOME CARRANZA at the college
of San Gregori0 Valladolid.®? He rejected the notion of papal imperial
o OVCLI the Indians and stated that, Oug. they could NOL PI"CVCI]I’. the
preaching ofanıty, the Indians could NOL be forced aCccept ıt. 'To the
question whether Spaniards had the right enslave Indians after the
CONQqUESL, he replied that they NOL ave the right etaın them _]uSt
they had right CONQUCI and place them subjection the Hrst place.
The POPC could appomt Christian ruler ook after the spirıtual life of
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those Indians who WEIC converted Christlanıity, but WaY coule he
keep then hıs ubjects The Indians had the right lıfe and human dıgnity
gıven people of and they could NOL be deprived of thıs right eıther
by the king UTrC.| Moreover, if the Indian communıty agreed NOL
lısten the ideas ot another relhigion tollow laws hıch WETIC difterent
Iirom their OWUTIL, they could NOoL be forced do What ('ARRANZA Was

argumg for Was the acceptance of the iıdea that Indians had the rıght form
their OW: soclety. Thıiıs rıght Was ased, he thought, natural law which
operated equaliy for people. CCcep tance of thıs principle led the
radıcal assertion that Amerıca ıt Was NOL ıllegal for Christians be subjects
of non-Christian rulers because Indian dominiön OVCTI' theır ands W d>

eg1t1mate In thıs respect‚ he went beyond the posıtion of VITORIA who,
accordance wıth the VIECW of AQUINAS, had argue agaınst such posıtıon
because ıt ould constıitute anger Chrıstianıty. More, ıf Christians
wage un]ust Warl agamst the Indians, CCARRANZA concluded that Indians
could make Christians their prısoners aCcquiıre 3 domiinıon OVCI them
in accordance wıth international law. aıth: the VIS1ION of both scholastıc
and humanıstıic trends of the sixteenth n  TY, CARRANZA conceived of the
Indian communıtlies of Amerıca the general international communıty,
bound by the SaImnle ideals.

The general eologıic support of the MOS ımportant eologıans for the
pro-Indian well the political and 1ıplomatıc trıumphs of BARTOLO-
ME DE, LAS CASAS prodded the CINDCT OL HARLES 1SSue the MOMENLCOU: New
Laws 1542 These laws revealed the spirıt of the ideas ot CASAS, VITORIA,
SOTO, and (CARRANZA; the Indians WEeTC vassals of the TOWN and had the right

ife, safety, and self-preservation; they could ireely dispose themselves and
their property; they be educated and instructed Christian values:;

they had the right eman! Justice agaınst the inJurıes done them by
the Spaniards.*

It WAds, however, LOO much to CXPCCt that such remarkably humane pıece
of legislatıon ould be accepted. esentment amn the colonists Amerıca
and cr1ıtics Spain found able spokesman the panıs. humanıst, GINES

SEPÜULVEDA. *® Hıs treatıse, Democrates alter, composed 1544 sparked
intense CONLFOVETSY Spain for several yYCars, ToOo be SUIT'C, hıs milıtant
imperialism W as re.  ent of earlier colonizatıon, articulated Dy
PALACIOS KRUBIOS and MATIAS PAz. But, the teaching of VITORIA political
actıvity by LAS has made LOO great iımpact the intellectual
Spaimm OW SEPÜLVEDA’S thesis SO unchallenged.

For SEPULVEDA, the interests of cıvılızatıon demanded that the interi10r,
ackwar:'! and weak be subservient the super10r, advanced, and Lr
Clearly usmg SOUITICECS drawn Irom AÄRISTOTLE and StOTrYy, he attempted
show that hierarchy ase! upON civilized values, NOL equaliıty, W ds$ the atural
order ot the unıverse. hıs opınıon, Spain Was justified makıng Warlr

agamst the Indians ot Ameriıica the political conditions for the
propagatıon of Christian cıyılızation. Herein lay Spain’s historic CI  zıng
M1SS1ON, that WAaSs, redirect the WOT: owards nlıghtenment. The Amer1-



Indians wWeTITC interior Spaniards intelligénce CVETY ot virtue
and human feelings. Compared Spaniards, they WEeEeIC ıke “children
ts;, CM IMCN, and monkeys human eıngs

As Was the order of the day, SEPULVEDA sought permissiıon irom the royal
COomm1ssıON of the Indies ave hıs treatıse published, but it W äas withheld
owıng the controversial nature otf ıts thesıs. It Was sent the unıversıty of
Salamanca and Alcala be studied 1547 However, July 1548 the
unıversıty of Salamanca, the bastıon of VIiTORIA S VIS1ION, rejected the request
for ublication. SEPÜLVEDA’S treatise already circulating manuscrıpt
form, winnıng the approval of LIIC  - lıke FERNANDO V ALDEZ, later Grand
Inquisıtor of Spain. What emerged Wäas struggle between the contending
theses of VITORIA and SEPULVEDA for ideological supremacy OVCI the coloniıza-
tıon of Ameriıca.

It agaınst thıs background that ON  @ understand the ACTIMONIOUS
debates that ollowed CASAS accused SEPULVEDA of condoning cruelty and
slavery; SEPULVEDA replied that scorpıon NOL LIOIC pO1ISONOUS that
CASAS. FRAY MELCHIOR CANO, who had succeeded hıs master VITORIA the
prurne haır of theology at Salamanca upON death 15406, then took
hıs intellectual cudgels agamst SEPÜULVEDA.** In 15406, he SaVC ser1es of
ectures the question of Spain’s sovere1ıgnty Amerıca hıch mMust ave
carrıed nOL little weight the refusal ave SEPÜLVEDA’S TE atıse published.
In the arguments of SEPULVEDA, he aflirmed that, accordance
wiıth international law, the Indians possessed domiıinıon OVCI theır land,
right that could NOL be nullıhed by their infidelity ere backwardness.
No one Was Dy Nal slave ubject ot another human being. In natural
law, there ‘“difterence between human eıngs because WEEIC born
equal” Sure, the Arıstotehan notion of hierarchy Aase'! upOonNn intelligence had
SOTIT1IL1IC merit. But, thıs atter of personal choı1ce. Greater wisdom and
super10r political SyS tem did NOL g1ve allıy state the authorıty CONQUCT
another He eriticized the defense of as operatıng for the
greater usefulness of the natıves. The desıre ImMprove the conditions of
other people Was matter otf charıty, NOL of Justice, and could NO therefore
be accompanied by COeTrCI0oN. 10 SEPÜULVEDA’S claim that the super10r political
system of the oman empıre the historical precedent tor Spain’s militant
imperialism, ‚ANO contended that, while the Romans conquered SOINC

proviınces Justly, they gained others because of greed and ambition, _]US[
“Spain conquered for the gold that they took” from America. / Judea, he
recalled, Wa nOoL invaded because they did NOL have political SyS LEM.
Indeed, theirs W asSs super10r the Komans because they received ıt Iirom

Neıther W as idolatry tor enslavement. As for crımes agamnst na
ıt W d permissible defend the innocent, whether they WEeEeIC practiced by
Indians by Chrıstians. hıs did NnOotL INC. that ıt constituted grounds for
makıng War against the Indians The right oft intervention protect _ the
innoOocent W d defensive: ‘““Consequently, should NnOoL SO rther than 15
NECESSATY for this en! If, therefore, TEMNOVCEC them Irom these crımes



by persuasıon, way should do ıt by force coercion.  2743 Most
certamly, this dıd NOL Justify the PEXCESSIVE trıbute that the anlards levied
the Indians. S practice Was nothing less than ameftul robbery””.

FkFor CANO, the varlety of sovereıgn gZdOMS Sstory Was pPTrOO! that the
CMPCTOTF Was NnoOotL the ruler of the world. He could NOL ave possessed
W! by natural law because there would obviously be contradıiction
between that iıdea another notlion, also rooted natural law, that ONC

Was by the political ubject of another. Like VITORIA, ANO rejected the
notion that the POPC had dominı.on OVCT the world by virtue of the
superlor1ty of h1s Spirl|o TUE, he had certam spiritu Jurisdiction
OVCI Christians and could ask Chrıstian rulers detend the nıg of
Christians. But, the POPC did NOL POSSCSS anı y W OVCTLT the Indıans. 1Io be
SUT'C, he had the responsibilıity protect the preachıng of Chrıstian culture,
but thıs authority pertained the domain of charıty. The idea of charıty
international politics Was the central theme of CANO  s treatıse. Continumg, he
saıd that the obligation of charıty did NOL CaIry wıth ıt COEerCIVE force,
unlike Justice, which W dAs acquired by ftorce. The dynamiıc ofC  arı! and other
spiritu virtues pointed owards equality, and WEIC INOIC hindered by
violence than helped by ıt.

What then WEIC the legitimate bases for the intervention Amerıca”? CANO
argue that natıons shared natural kinship and right of commMUNICAtION.
International law permitted CVEIY travel whereever he wanted,
provided he did NOL do harm. However, f the Indıans seemed resent
the Spaniards, ıf Was because the Spaniards had SONC Amerıca ...  nNnot
pilgrims, but invaders, unless 0)8[  (D call Alexander pilgrım Secondly,
OLLC could intervene preach Christianity. However, the Indıians WCCIC free
accept ıt reject ıt. 1t tyrannical rulers triıed prevent their people from
being exposed Christian teaching, theoretically force could be sed. But,
CANO pomted OutL that ıt Wäds be used solely defend the innocent, NOL
cConvert them Christianıty. The desire of the majJorı1ty of Indıan ommun1-
ties have the CIMPCTOF theıir ruler and SUPPOI"[ for the STOUPD that had
Justice ıts sıde civil WAar WEeIC other grounds for panıs. intervention.
No SOOIICTI had ‚ANO formulated the tles for intervention than he reprıman-
ded those wh: plundere the wealth of Ameriıca for the good of Spain and
the colonists, if 5SaYy that the actual W d NOL motivated by the
ideas he had elaborated.

DIEGO COVARRUBIAS another member of the COomMMISSION decide
upOoN SEPÜULVEDA’S book.#* 1548, he presented hıs ectures the colonıal
i1ssue. *° Structuring his thesis such WaYy retute SEPÜLVEDA’S ideas, he
articulated hıs own thesıs defending the ern of the Amerıcan Indians. He
Trst trıed reconcıle the contradıction between the natural liberty of
human eings wiıth the historical existence of slavery. Usıing (EexXTts Tawn
from Greek philosophy, Roman law, sacred scrıpture, QUINAS, and ORQUE:
MAD. he asserted that the principle of natural liberty WdsS incontrovertible. By
natural law MC}  $ WETIC born equaliy free. The ımperatıve of liberty WAas al
the heart of exıstence. From the beginning of tıme, had 1fs objective



the good of the COSIMNOS, the human TaCcCl, and the However, story
developed, SOIM1L1LC LNCI)1 abused thiıs erty, disturbing the general order.
Through the consent of natıons, WAarTrs WEeTIC introduced pI'CSCI'VC Justice
by pPUunıs.  g the wicked. Prisoners WEIC made slaves SAVC them Iirom
deserved death. Slavery then W ds> the law imposed by StOTY FEDTCSS
collective Ccrımes and PTFESCIVEC al There Was such thing, then,
natural slavery He dmuitted the idea that civilized natıons COU. intervene
communitıies where the people WEIC IMNOTEC lıke than INCIL But, he
doubted that thıs Wa the character of the Amerıcan Indians. The princıple of
intervention Was the gener. good oft humanıty Dy assıstıng those who did
have the INCcans for dignified self-perservatıon.

Focusing the 1g of these princıples the Indian communıtles, he boldly
asserted the natural law of er! They had the right of sovereı1gnty and
independence; theır rulers possessed dominı.on OVCT theır LOWNS, and
could eman! I‘CSPCCt for theiıir basıc rights. Not only could they justly
prohibit Spaniards from extracting gold from theıir terr1tory and nıshing for
pearls their pu rvers, but they could also deny them CN! theıir
ands Extending the CONCEPL of sovereightyer than VITORIA, he declared
that the Indians had the right prohibit the immi1gration ot Spaniards who
WEIC interested only COMUMNCICEC because, 0)01(0= admitted, those Spaniards,
MOIC clever, StTOonNgerT, and better armed, ould only bring theıir
ands. Neither the POPC 11IOT the emperor could authorıze War compel the
Indians aCCEP U Christianıity because the Indıans possessed Jusuy theır

property and terr1tory. Wars of religıon, then, MuUuUStE be condemned. He
that such holy did NOL justify the ENOTTNOUS cruelty and

barbarıty that took place
Yet, he felt that there-were legıtımate LCAaSOINS tor intervention. Spaniards

had the right preach anı Ameriıca, rıght, he stressed, that
ave been pursued by 1IN1Ccanlls ot persuasıon and enthusıiasm

characterized by I‘CSPCCt tor Indian rights, unattended by the desire for
domiminiıion. More specifically, armed intervention W ds justifiable certaın
sıtuations assıst and PI'O[CCt the innocent who WEIC sacrıficed CVCILY YCAal,

people elonge 0)8[{  @)) international communıty and WEIC brothers The
SAaıec Teasonıng justified intervention assıst oppressed party ıts Wal

agamst tyrannical rulers. addition, Christlans, they had the responsibili-
intervene protect those Christians whose lives WCIC threatened by

non-Christians.
COVARRUBIAS sought synthesıis of the idea ot the individual fights of the

Indians the OIl  (D hand and the rights of the international and Christian
communıty the other. Theoretically, they WEIC NOL incompatible. As long

peaceful 111Ca1ls WEeIC used, conflicts and difterences could be resolved. In

practice, however, force Was the order ot the day hat Was why COVARRUBIAS
emphasize: the ımportance of Indian rights and the sovereıgnty of Indian
communitıes. Where violence W as perpetrated un]ustly by the Indians, he
lıkewise did NOL hesitate those sıtuations hıch Spaniards could
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Justly intervene, NnOoTL enslave, but detfend and protect the er! of the
‚oppressed. The spiırıt of hiıs work W as the antıthesıs of SEPÜLVEDA’S.

In 1550 ‚HHARLES convened meeting of fourteen theologı1ans and Jurists
at Valladolid study the colonal question. LAS CASAS and SEPULVEDA
presented theır opposing VIECWS of the debate that Was

characterized by mutual recrıimınatıons. The debate, however, Wäas inconclhu-
1vVve. As DOMINGO SOTO put ıt hıs summatıon: *R SEPULVEDA affırmed
that the War agamst the Indians W as NOL only egmmate but expedient; LAS
('ASAS contended that the Wäal Was neıiıther eg1t1mate 11ON 7746  expedient. What
W as ignificant Was the ımportance attached the papal cdirectives of
ÄLEXANDER 1C. guaranteed the right otf intervention Amerıca by the
TOWN of Spain spread Christianity. The central question W das the W of
the POPC invest emporal W OVCTLTI the Indians The theologıans at the
conterence generally ollowed VITORIA rejecting the temporal W: of the
POPC. The JurIists, the other hand, tended SUPPOI'[ the notion, argumg
from story that, the Wals agamst the Moslems, the POPC had grante:
temporal W Christian rulers advance the of Christianıty 'hat
SEPÜLVEDA’S book W as NOTL published W as OTL of triuumph for the VITORIAN
VICW of the But, the ideological struggle tar from OVCI. In 1555,
the president of the councıl of the Indies, RREGORIO LOPEZ, attacked the
thesis of VITORIA hıs commentary the Partidas.*' For him, the POPC had
the right punish idolatrous AT and transfer thıs right Christian
rulers. War agaınst them Was Just ıf they persisted theır customary sintul
WaYyS. According SEPULVEDA, the canonısts the councıl supported “the
legıtiımacy of the eradıicate idolatry and establish Christianity ”

The support for the epulvedan thesis by influential SECLIOT of the
panıs. intellectual communıty WAas obvıously the stimulus for the ectures
the of Amerıca gıven by JUAN PENA between 1559 1563.%
student of CANO and ‚ARRANZA and friend of LAS CASAS, JUAN had
observed the COUTSC of the debate the from the beginning of ıts
111e under VITORIA the 1530’s. As advocate of VITORI1A’S posıtıon, he
viewed wıth alarm the intluence of SEPULVEDA. What W as at stake, hiıs
opınıon, Spain’s cıvilizıng MI1SS1ION. On the question of the orıgın of
Spain’s dominion Amerıca, he restated the posıtıon of the theolog1ans that
neither the POPC 1101 the CHPCTOI possessed temporal W OVCI the
Indians. He insisted that the right otf intervention gıven by POPC ÄLEXANDER

the Spanısh TOWN nNnOot constitute the right of CONQqUESL, but the
right OVETITSCC the Christianization of Amerıca by peaceful means.“* He
ispute: SEPÜLVEDA’S contention that the Spaniards waged Just WAar agamınst
the Indians because of iıdolatry. Sınce faiıth Was supernatural gift, 0)8[  m

could be torced recelve ıt. 1TIo do thıs Was antamoun! tyranny Christ
Was the head of uman eıngs. It Christians WEIC already members ot
body, those who WEeTIC NOL Christian WEeEeIC potential members who, ndowed
wıth free will, must eely be persuaded of the truth of Christianıity.

then analyzed wiıth SOTINC depth the notion of barbarısm.” It Was the
magıc term used by LNC  - lıke SEPULVEDA define the nature of the
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Amerıcan Indian and Justify WAar them SEPULVEDA found hıs SOUICC
AÄRISTOTLE Statement_t. that 1L W as natural that the intelligent rule

OVCTI the unintelligent. For panıs dominion and Indian subjection
WEIC the natural conditions for the advancement of Christian ciyvılization
Amerıca Referring the Portuguese enslavement of Africans, SEPULVEDA
WTOLE that the condition of Africans better under slavery, hıs
pomt about hıs recommendations for the Amerıcan Indian. understood
the LeTrmM 1991 cultural 1ctuatıon hich the laws of Ly WEIC NOL
ratiıonal and where all ds of unnatural CI1H11C5S WCIC practiced, where
there Was NOL VvVen d rudimentary semblance of political system. Sure, ın
such asece COU. concelivably be made for armed intervenuo: But he
contended he did NOL know of SOCIELY that tte that dehnition
Certainly NOT the Indians of Amerıca rejected the uUus«cC of the on of
SUPCI1OT and inferior Civilizations, he sought demystify the politically
charged term barbarism 10 aCCEp L thıs princıple, hıs OPDHNMNON, ould
INC. that SOCIC'Z}' that thought iıtself SUDCI1OT had the rıght WasßC War

those Nnatıons IL consiıdered inferior He could NOTL accept SEPULVEDA
Cıtatıon of the of the OoOman CIMNDITE being motivated by this
principle For greed ambition and force of WCIC the MOULUVvVES
IMOSL 10 illustrate his pomt he as. whether the kıng of Spaın had the
right intervene France if he felt Spaniards WeTC SUDCT10T intellıgen-

his of those where Spaın had the right intervene

militarıly, he ollowed the analytical line drawn by VITORIA, (CARRANZA, ‚ANO,
and COVARRUBIAS The MOStT SCI10OUS WAas the defense of innOocent
acrıhicial ViICLMS War Wäas of COUT'SC, be the last TESOTL and 0)8[  (D mMustz
1INLO consıderation whether the WAäar ould AU: grCcaler loss of lite than the
relig10us tuals He recalled the StOTYy told by PLUTARCH of Roman general
who W as sent CILy punish 1fs C1IUzEeNS for human sacrıhlıce On learning
that 1L Was ancıent om, the general pardone the past and prohibited
the practice the future Wars that WEIC undertaken justly WCIC defensive,
and OIMNCEC the objectives WEIC achieved Spanıiards WEeTC restore the
AaUWV! people that they had taken

The theoretical underpinning of panıs. ımperlalısm Amerıca took
difterent character the 1530 5, the influence of FRANCISCO
VITORIA The Carly milhitant imperlalısm, eiende': by PALACIOS RuBIOS and
MATIAS PAz, W as supersede by COIICCPIIOII that sought SIVC coloniza-
ıon the foundation of ]uSÜCC Nurtured by 1991  $ lıke CASAS, AÄNTON
MONTESINOS, and AÄLONSO ZORITA, and the relig10us orders, this CONCEP L W dads

brilliantly by VITORIA and developed by his students and followers
truth 1fs SCNCSIS Occurred the late fifteenth n  TY, per10 that brought

general tendency towards institutional reform In that turbulent
when European eudalism SIVEL WaY commercial capıtalısm, uro-
PCans the OIl  (D han WCIC INOITIC assertuve and adventurous; the other
hand their anx1€ty prodded them seek reform that had
become irozen old and abuses What Wds SUrprısıng Was that



SOINC WOU.| go back the scholastıc phuOosophy of AQUINAS they sought
humane solutions DCW problems. But, intellectual lıte the hiıtteenth

W as characterized by certaın sterility'fi‘ The breakdown oft the
medieval ynthesis of and revelatiıon had eft Christendom intellectu-
ally adrıft. The Protestant Reformation oftered ON  (D solution the ensumg
spirıtual Scholasticism, especially the ideas of AQUINAS, provided the
foundation for those who desired modernizatıon and reform wıthin the
traditional IruCLUrE of Christendom, trend that led the councıl of
ren!

The of America began the prOCCSS of the Kuropean dominatıon
of the world, cer! 0)8[{  (D of the MOoOst lgnificant aSpEeC LS of modern story.
The problems that 1t raised, lıke the riıght ot domination and the ng of
ubject peoples, brought aAaLNlSWETIS that still '’alse COI'IDT'OVCI'SY today. In the
sixteenth CENLUTY, the ace of increasıng dependence the ealth of the
I;1dies, despite encountering natıve populatıon whose culture markedly
iıfferent from theirs, SOIMNLC Spaniards Amerıca and Spain struggle
make the defense of the Amerıcan Indıian the ofhcial policy of their
gOVETNM:  L. The value of their Sllpp0!'t for Indian human i'ights and the
sovereignty of Indian communıtıes, their the equality of
communıtles, regardless of FaCc“t, culture, and relhıgıon, internatiıonal
communıty, sharıng sımılar ideals, surely transcended their historical COIM-
tEXL. One question theır implhicıt the superlor1ty of Christianity
and Furopean culture. But, this, they WEeTC rooted their OWI)l tiımes. Thıiıs
presumption of superIlorI1ty, ‚0)8[  (D mMust hasten add, has een held by other
religions and cultures. Dıd VIiTORIA’S VIECW of the mM1sSs1ıON of Spain triuumph
over SEPULVEDA’s? On the ofhcial governmental level,; the influence of VITORIA
and hiıs tollowers W as instrumental getting considerable legislatıon passed

protect the Indıans The peaceful of northern Mex1co and the
Philiıppines MUuUsStT be credited the pro-Indian vemen But SEPÜLVEDAÖ’S
posiıtion W ds LNOTC wıth those Spain and ‚urope, NOL mention
the colonists Ameriıca, who had enehte: economically Iirom the ueStL,
especlally after the openıiıng of the siılver mınes Mex1co and Peru
1546 The reconcıliation of the theme of the struggle W1Nn human and cıviıl
rıghts for the Amerıcan Indıans wiıth that of their socıjal and cultur:
catastrophe remaıns elusive.

Born around 1486, FRANCISCO VITORIA entered the Domuimnıcan CONvent of San
Esteban Burgos while still yOUuUnNn$s. He eft for Parıs 1507 tor his COUTSC, later
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Francisco de Vitoria, Analecta Gregorliana, XIV), Rome, 1938; BELTRAN HEREDIA, Los
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ENANCIO CARRO, La Teologia los teologos-juristas espanoles nte Conquista America,
vols., Madrid, 1944
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Ste. Barbe 1477 He taught at the college of Montaıgu irom 1477, becoming
princıpal 14585 See VILLOSLADA, 0 CLl., 61—63; RENAUDET, Jean Standonck,
reformateur catholique Aavan. la Reforme, Bulletin de la S0OC. de [”Histoire du Protestantisme

francaits LVII (1908) 5—18; HYMA, The Christian Renaitssance. 1story of the Devotio
Moderna, New York, 1924, 236-—9250.
$ PETER CROCKAERT (Petrus Bruxellensis) aInc Parıs the last decade of the 15  Z
CENLUTY, enrolling the college of ontaıgu. See VILLOSLADA, CLl., 230ff:;
UETIF-ECHARD, Scriptores ordinis Fratrum Praedicatorum, Parıs, 1719—-21, Ik 29; DENIFLE,
Quel Livre Servaılt base l’enseignement des maitres theologie dans [’universite de Paris,
Revue Thomiste (1894) 149—162

VILLOSLADA, 0 GE 279
Ibid., 291—301

BELTRÄAN HEREDIA, Historia de la Reforma de la Provincia de Espana (1450—-79550),
Rome, 1939, 143f7.

SEeEe HANKE, La lucha de la Justicia la CoNquisia de America, Buenos Aıres, 1949;
BARTOLOME CASAS, Apologetica historia las Indias, Madrıd, 909

LUCIANO PERENA ICENTE, Mision de Espana America, Madrıd, 1956, 7—-10; La
Universidad de Salamanca, forja Adel pensamıento espanol el siglo Madrıd, 1954, 164

LETURIA, Maior Vitoria nte Ia Conquista de America, Analecta Gregoriana 101 (1959)
259—-298

For SOITINIC n PALACIOS RUBIOS Was adviser the Crown of Spain and
President ot the councıl of the Mesta. lawyer of consıderable rePpuLE, he took
actıve p3.l'l’‚ the preparatıon of the laws of Toro Hıs De ustıtzıa et 1UTE obtentionis

retentionıs regnı Navarrae, publiıshed 1514 1349 SAVC ımportant Äue his
posıtıon ‚on the Spanısh He argued that the Spanısh of Navarre
1512 after the eXcommMUNICAtIOoN of the rulers of Navarre by Pope ULIUS I1 W as holy
Warlr and thus Justified. See the introduction of ZAVALA hıs edition of De las islas del
IMAT 0CEANO by Palacios Rubios, XAAII—-AXXVIUIL; also, BULLON, Un colaborador de los eyes
Catolicos. El Doctor Palacios Rubios obras, Madrıd, 1927
11 PALACIOS RuBIOs, De las is/as del INaT 0CEaNO, ed. by ZAVALA, Mexıi1Cco, 1954, 125

Ibid., 128 For discussion of the Bulls ot Pope ÄLEXANDER 1493, SCC LETURIA,
Las grandes bulas misionales de Alejandro VI, 1493, Bibliotheca Hispana 15$S20N 177 (1930)
213—-232
13 ‘*Por Lanto, la naturaleza CTCO cıerto modo todos los hombres iguales
lıbres fueron las las Qqu«eC orıgınaron la esclavıtud ”: PALACIOS RUBIOS, A

Ibid., 57
‘“Ahora bien: Dı0s el de todo, pPOT consigulente el qu«e intenta SCDAaTaATr

alguien de dominio, OMO hacen los infieles, YUC perturban tıel crıst1ano, deben
Justamente perder el derecho JuC sobre Ilos ejercen’': Ibid., 7

See FIGGIS, Studies of political thought from (serson O („rotius, 74—176.
Cambridge, 1931; HEARNSHAW, The social an political ideas of some medieval
thinkers, London, 1923; and (CARLYLE, history of medieval political theory ın the
West, Edinburgh, 1936
17 SERRANO SANZ, Origenes de la dominacion espanola America, Madrıd, 1918, 279
18 Born between 1468 and 1470, MATIAS PAz studied Parıs from He
W dS5 professor of theology the unıversity of Valladolid and 1518 obtained the 'haır
ofScripture at the unıversıity of Salamanca. He died 1519 See BELTRAN IA, Un
TECUTSOT del mMAaeSstTO Vitoria, el Matias de Paz tratado ‘“de WOMInNiO KRegum ispaniae



Indos’, iın: La (‚iencia Tomista, XI 173—190; BARTOLOME LAS CASAS, istorıa de
las Indias, 8 ch.

MATIAS PAZ,; De Womini0 Kegum IDanı Indos, ed.by ZAVALA, Mexi1CcOo, 1954,
215

Ibid., 222
21 Ibid., 244
22 Ibid., 255
23 See HANKE, The first social exberiments ın America, Cambridge, Mass., 1935; ZAVALA,
1a Encomienda Indiana, Madrid, 1935; SIMPSON, The Encomienda ın New ain,
Caliıfornıa, 1929
24 Born 1495, IOMINGO OTO Was student the un1ıversity of Alcala before
continumg h1s studies the university ot Parıs where he was influenced by FRANCISCO

VITORIA. He returned Alcala professor developıng reputatiıon
outstandıng theologıan. He defender of the Viıtorian VICW of the

colonızatıon of America. See BELTRAN HEREDIA, Domingo de Soto. Estudio biogräafico
documentado, Madrıd, 19061; El AestTro Domingo de So0t0, La (‚iencia 1 omista, 1338

(1932).
Ibid., 255f7. See Iso BELTRAN HEREDIA, L0s MANUSCTLLOS Adel maestro FTay FTancisco de

Vitoria, Madrıd, 1928, 151, 2935—239
FRANCISCUS VITORIA, Relectio de Indis el De lure Belli relectiones, ed. by ERNEST Nys,

Washiıngton, Carnegıe Institution of Washington, 191 7’ 9—100; SCC also BAUMEL, Les

lecons de FTancisco de Vitoria 4247 les problemes de la rolonisation el de Ia9 Montpellier,
19306, 57—88
27 VITORIA, Relectio de Indis, 119
28 Cajetan, ues! 66, art. SE E also (GGETINO, El aestro Fray Francısco de Viıtoria

el renacimiento filosöfico-teologico del siglo ANVIJ,; Madrid, 1914
29 VITORIA, 0 Cil., 126.

On the notion of the political MMaCY otf the CIHMPCIOT, SCC BARCIA ] RELLES, La
utoridad untiversal del emperador, ANUAaArTLO de Ia AS0C1aCL1oNn Franciısco de Vitoria, 1931

197—2183; J ORRES, Idea de la MONATAULA universal hasta FTancisco de Vitoria, Ibid., IL,
147#.
81 VITORIA, Relectio de Indis, 138
39 Ibid., 139

Ibid., 146
Ibid., 1514:; for discussıon ot VITORIA S contribution the notion of international

law, SCC BROWN SCOTT, The Spanish orıgın of international law. Francisco de Vitoria an AiSs
Law of Nations, Oxford, 1934; BARCIA ] RELLES, Francisco de Vitoria, fundador del Derecho
Internacional moderno, Valladolid, 1928; NyYs, Le TOLi de la (zuerre el les hrecurseurs de
(rotius, Brussels, 18892

[hid., 154
36 Ibid., 155: VITORIA discussed the notion of Just Warlr se‘) relecti0, De Ture

Belli, 165-—1 87
37 Ibid., 161
58 Professor at the college of San Gregor10 Valladolid, BARTOLOME (ARRANZA W as

invıted by the CIMPCTOF attend the councıl of JIrent 1545 He W ds ONC of the
closest advısers PHILLIP 1L Hıs influence later waned and 1559 he Wäas placed the

Inquisition’s Jal Valladolid charges of heresy. In 1576 he Wädas formally
condemned by Pope (GREGORY 111 and ordered TEC. sıixteen heretical opinıons
hıs catechism. few months later, he died. See PERENA, Mision de Espana America,
27—37



39 BARTOLOME CARRANZA, Katione Potest (aesar debellare el Lenere Indos Novı Orbis,
PERENA, Mision de Esbana America, 28—-37

(SINES SEPULVEDA, Democrates segundo ed by LOSADA, Madrıd 1951 A% SCC also
ÄNDRES MARCOS, Los imperialismos de Juan Gines de Sepülveda Madrıd 194 / BELL,
Juan (71INnNes de Sepülveda, Oxford, 1925
*1/ BELL, 0 D 90—91,
42 Born 1ı 1509 ı Cuenca, ELCHIOR CANO Was student at the umver51ty ofSalamanca
and joined the Domuinıcan CoONnvent 1523 From 1527—IT3S he Was student of
VITORIA After completing his studies there, he went the college of San Gregorio
Valladolid where he had BARTOLOME (ARRANZA aAm oNS his professors In 1534 he W as

made Master of Philosophy and, [WO later, professor of theology Valladolid
He SAVC the Indies ı 9—1 He taught at the un of Alcala
from 1543 In 1551 he invıted by the CMPECTOT attend the councıl of Irent. See
PERENA, _8, SCC also BELTRAN HEREDIA, Melchor ( ano0 la untiversidad Salamanca,
453

La (iencia T omista 143 178—268
Quare 110 OSSunNt extendi amplıus QUamı ad hunc tinem CCESSaI1UWZ S1IL S1 TU

verbi pOSSseCNL ab hoc scelere abducı, 110  — ab illo qUEMQUAM CT1DETEC pCT
aut OaCcti0ONeE: MELCHIOR CANO, De WOMINLO Indorum , PERENA, cCıt 109

Born 1512 DIEGO (COVARRUBIAS entered the UunıversıLy of Salamanca 1522
VECEIVINS hıs bachelor degree lLaw 1534 At thiıs N: he ‚AIn under the influence
ot VITORIA and DOMINGO ‚OTO He received hıs doctorate 1539 and obtained the
chaır of A11OMN law the following yCar In 1547 he W as named the CO  OIn

mvesngate the propnety otf SEPULVEDA book, Democrates segundo SEE PERENA, CIr
151 182
45 DIEGO COVARRUBIAS, De Justitia belli adversus Indos A, 184—231
46 BELTRAN HEREDIA Domingo de Soto, 2937—9274 El MAaestro Domingo de Soto la
COoNLTOVeETSL| Con Sepülveda La (‚iencia / omista, (1932) 25-—49 177—-193
47 -REGORIO LOPEZ, Las zefte Partidas del sabio reY Alfonso NOTNLO, Salamanca, 1555 partida I1

23 ley
48 Born 1513 JUAN PENA studied the college of San Gregorio Valladolid
where he had Aasters BARTOLOME (/ARRANZA and MELCHIOR CANO He began teaching

Salamanca 1559 when he explicated the Secunda Secundae of AQUINAS He died
1565 See PERENA, 23 5—267; BELTRAN HEREDIA, El maestro Juan de la Penia, La (‚iencia
Tomista (1933) 40—60, 145—-178
49 JUAN A, An $2t 1ustum bellum Adversus Insulanos, ] PERENA, 270—305.
50 Ibid., 298—301

See OZMENT (ed.) The Reformation medieval perspectkive, Chıicago, 1971 A— ] ]
(GILSON, istory of Christian Philosophy the Middle Ages, New York, 1955 4838
FRANCIS RAPP, eglise el la ULE religieuse occident la fin du aSt, Parıs, 1971
251—-366

27


