Assessment 3	500 Word Essay	due date:26.09.2018
What was the Role of Slaves in the Athenian Law Courts?
In Classical Athens slaves didn’t have the same rights as citizens especially in the law courts. This will be proven in this essay in which I use both ancient and modern sources to support my opinion. With the information I collected I hope to be able to both answer the question in the title and solve a situation that my character, Sokrates, is in.
During the classical period slavery, was permitted all over the ancient world, from Babylon to Carthage and from Rome to Thebes. The same can be said about the Greek state of Athens. In the mid-forth century it was completely legal to own a slave unless they were an Athenian citizen. According to Demosthenes a slave is 'liable to answer in his body for all misdeeds' (Dem. 22. 55; 24. 167). This means that these slaves didn’t have the same rights as Athenian citizens and can be tortured, however they could own property which wasn’t a worldwide right provided to slaves. Due to them being allowed to own property like money, they could purchase their freedom from their old masters. If a slave was to be released they would become a freedman but not a citizen of Athens. My character was a freedman, this is an important distinction as this would affect on how his testimony mattered and how he would be treated by the court. It was not unusual for a slave to be tortured to gather information for ‘truthful’ testimony in court especially if the slave was the one who has been accused of committing a crime. “upon the slaves by other devices, which will force them to tell the truth” [Antiphon 6 25-28] the “other devices” mentioned in this quote is most likely a reference to torture but doesn’t mention free men in that reference to torture. So as you can see in both of these two quotes from primary resources that the ancient Athenians were not opposed to torturing slaves for information and ‘truth’. Also these law courts were not overseen by a judge who is a professional in law but by a jury made of any class of citizenry according to John Thornley in his book Athenian Democracy. They may individually have been well versed in law but they can have their own biases and interests. A slave wouldn’t always be able to bribe members of this jury as they won’t have enough drachmae. So if a slave would be taken to court they would inherently have a disadvantage and must prove that what they say is true after torture.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In conclusion a slave’s role in the Athenian law courts was one of distrust and torture as a slave would only be trusted after torture even if they were just a witness not the accused or the accuser. This was due to the low standing of the slave class, however if a freedman was accused of being a slave they must prove their freedom was granted by their old master which legally didn’t need to follow a formal procedure. So if Sokrates could provide proof that he has been granted his freedom he wouldn’t need to be tortured for the ‘truth’ in court.
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