UZIHSE} | HUSE Ilkam Law Review

202114 28 649-672% Vol.48, Feb., 2021. pp.649-672
A2 st HStATZ A The Institute of Legal Studies, Konkuk Univ.

Euls olf2e] AAH O ZRE Y
AFAHNERE) ESHHOREA Y
‘AE’(conclusio)} ‘BA’(determinatio)®

Thomas Aquinas’s Natural Law and Human Law
—Focused on ‘Conclusion’ and ‘Determination’

of Derivation Methods—

s Al AT

Song, Si Seob

2 &t
I eje I Aedgle 2y Qgue) Bi(Ed)e
L offiuhse] Azt Qg el A 2l el Aol
V. e

https://doi.org/10.35148/ilsilr.2021..48.649
B3 2021, 1. 15, / AAFIE|Y: 2021. 2. 4. / AR Y: 2021. 2. 15.
* o] B Foltfolm WHATH Aol oJste] AL,

oJio] AR, B =RelA] Ao Gl F BRO) Aol AU TEe] FAVE BEEsltie
AR BSIT 74520 Aol A1 5t91Me] B8 Aol Wk olet, olzle] £ AR Aole]
JASFE AR BEAR, ohE F AR FLeo] AFoz they] X et ot
BEsths Aolt. 53] conclusiod} determinaioS: W7 A1l 217t GEAIA Akt Bl A2
ofsliet A% 1) £ QAN AAHomE Ao AU SR M5 At Ho] Ay
3} A7 W AN, 5 AEe] Bk 4o T4S QS He méol WARIH: AAE Pekg
Bajole} AR YR oL viisot v wsH) Ba BEL 27} A7 A% AgeRad
ae] ohA] g e 2o st

# Soljetn WbAETsY me, WA

Professor of Dong-A University Law School, Attorney at Law



650 azpss A 48 =

Enps of b A o AW A S AR ofstut 2 BE AJAE W O AHE R (A=) S
E 2 ot )tk s EHE AMEE AST oF T AE R A A AHAMS S G A E
A F2Zhe ot AR F A 0] Ao JEAA, L Ao 2 ‘o (K4, Summa)o] 2} o] &
RHeh A A AE O FAE S AT o] 3 19 A A AMFS FFY(ERER), WA
S5 AL T oHA tha FE AR, 22 th A o] = A AW 2y dA S grol st
o] theFRh P 4 o 2 Reet Qe v & 46 v vt E L, 252 Evbs op LAY )
A S AS AL vl B8 AL BE st A 2417 28 BV S-S REAN AL F
d3tchil & ¢ Utk £ =Rl A= Bt oy Ao A A AMY F 17 thA 4283
SGERIA AL e Y EHA G ANE FE, S Aoz E o A =&Y
Shpo] FARIA, 22 o W AN TR dd e U, aea O &
7R et Aol F HHo|tt o] 23 A7t FF Bubs op b A o) A A AT}
HAsto] At Ak, WskA 7} §HA A2 ste] ob i up 2 AL R (E ) E A =3t
< A717} =4 wisit.

FHIof] EotA OfRLEA, XIAYALY, XtAY, AHY, HA(=F), 28, 2

0

[ o2

EulA o} ub2(Thomas Aquinas, Thomas of Aquino, S. Thomae Aquinatis)2] 413}l
711(Summa Theologica, Summa Theologiae)©] 7F=2] AFeIHAMAF] A H(dLdf)o]al= A}
Alof| tistol= ol E(Fm) 2] A7t ¢lE Aotk volrt ofFfutAe] BAMY ARk}

1) A2 “Thomes Aquinas®] 4] AN Arisiote Hoto] 2ZeH4 W87, BAXIsH8lR 20715, 1995,
311-330%; Bhge), “Enk ofaiuast S Aelete] Aahid mr) A, el 1SAAIT e Sk
AL, 2008, 3153435 (oFALFA] AAUAT $) Helsit BEAY ATt vms]E Sk
B, “Enk ofFlUiAe] Mol UE AP AAUES SO, FABE VoL, TREALSI], 199,
5579%; e, AAUAME ARE SITF BHOIE, TISAL 1987; A, “EnkA olfjutig] o) F i}
=57, WARRAT 459, SEREARSID), 2012, 101-123%; A, “EnkA ofFikie] Aol A,
AT 1728 Al S A, 2014, 85-108%; AXA, “Erk obFukie] Auat Ao AP,
FoPHE 160). 3], 2014, 4134485 34, “Hrhe] AR WABFolO] AR, WA
T AN, ek, 1008, 31-52%; oJAML UL Q7 Wsle] oKl W Euks ofFftAe)
3 ol2o] thet shke] 12, FAES} Vol22, TEEAILE}E], 2016, 227-256%; oS, A A
webi-Enk ofjLbact Amop, Watel T 57, HehATE], 2002, 107-124%; o4l “ErkATe] G412
2 Ayedn] gelol gt Ws”, 7HEel ey 87, ARAHEL PSS, 2006, 28259% (o] EFel A 2
Enkad] Zjeo] 9] Htol tisto] A7t BUFOIRE el 247K Antony I, Liska)o] kol
ohet BT BAA Ghe) okl “olaiuka A olEe] Al £4v, FAIUS} Vol0FHEA Hst8),
2004, 93-1172%5 o]0 “Ernkaze] fARA Y fjo] thet W, 7HE U} 8, GHE Ul
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71 ol A= R (lex aeterna)?) i} “AFTRY(lex naturalis) ] ¥HA|of| ThStol= = et
| -8 AAEof ofsto] thefRl A 2lo] A o] Utk ey ofFub9)
A AP Ao 2 RE QIAH(NEL, lex humanitus, lex humanayt)o] @7
THY(=E) EH=A ol thste] ARt Bl gk dte el Ae 22 8olAkg-
| eiol ] ool ololAA] g em, T AL Yol hatol 27w
& Bt oh ek alstelehE TR el IAIE 297t B o2 Bucts)
oo B =2 T AjRo] I HYH At 0] ‘) RES EfiR 7|&
saf1to] eato] ol Aelolae] Qg Eaol ot SBTR AL

2oyE

2006, 228259%; oA, “ErfAze] Ay oI AAERolel Bzl Aol Aty
339, ot Aataay, 2007, 137-162%; 9714, “JErks oo Wt o), Alskd, 373,
B ek ASHATA, 1977, 122-140%; 748, “Eruks opFjubAo] A AlE AL, ol AEE
g2, a8 9 7] EAE”, 2A)E3E Vol.23, 2017, 5-45%.

2) PPk ol EE7]® gtk 7HEA o5 AlR(lex divina) 2 olalfsks 97t Sl ol Y3

£ pdolc.

3) HEA Y fxA A AXZ EnfA ol U2 AAUAVEE 7P & AEelT e FAdeRE,
A W), ukey g7, ApA e AEE Ao, AFAL 2001, 88»101&0%1} e Aoltk U WA fEAZ=
SAE, WS AR, APFESTAL 2004, 72-79%; o], WL, AL 1998, 118-148% (FiiollAl
o] AL AEA B0l olsiet A3 1 M glefn Heleh) B Lol sl
o] HHAM)OR, TN BIZE, AEF $7, WA LRo], AN, 2000, 62-67%, £ L2 FAoh
TG FEE 2385 (o] YoM, ‘FR, T, BF B F7PY A WL 2745 girk), 284
9 =Eo R HATR IR L), REORRRS, 2007, 178-185H; V8 Y RH, “/KIEEDMH & L
TOENE- P~ R - T 74 FACBT BKEEE BRE—, BREALO R 5475,
11—26, 2017, 1126 ; thEA]2] o] =F o2 John M. Finnis, Natural Law Theory: Its Past and Its Present,
57 Am. J. Juris. 81, 2012.

4) Enp ofjukae) HAAle] disiAl, A(ex positiva, BHEHS QPRI AM(HH.OR Lhe
o] ofsfsk= Flo] Ehgsirk AZFEICk Ents oLk, ofAld §7), AlSHhA 28, ¥ (HI, %0.97), vRo =g,
2020, ‘W’ JE HE = 412 TF X

5) WS HOAL, kA WA, okol B 91, o] o] SR “QUFUL AAYH ] YNHQl FHEL B4
870l wet BEshs MozA, gk Rl AuE2RE FE8HA W conclusio) oFUH o] URFAQ] delE5S
Z o AA|3] A8 =(determinatio)2] 2 HZo| 7153t e AHsts FEo)A gElo] conclusioS ‘&
O, dminaiof ‘T4 0.2 WA STk She, ALe) SAS, AL 207, 128129507

£ ARRE 220 YHom B ofel Yt Wua ol S8 5 A4 B8 el

ol

o2 avfskar ot o]k ol ofFukA Xpriofl A QI Y] ma(EHAY) I Tt okt 2
ol thaghe] Rolt goza ofFtae) AAHAL EH?fP offellw Eto] WA ek 53
Aol =B determinatioo]) T3t Wejel thate] A, A, BB gol2 2] AgET
o]

3
_v;

) Eoba obslLkA, ol §7, Aokl 28, ¥ (L1, 9097) B0 2 200 ' 3e] Felo2 P
ATAEY Folrbgol QloiAl LB Jzo] © o2 JtEch thil ANHOR ol YR
HSIE N0-10822 2= o] QubHRlE, $ MM K975 ejslof Tha o}4he Zhe] g,
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II. opgjut2o 2hAsdat IR 7k A
1. opfLk2 0] A ARAY

oFFILt0] ApRWAS B2 M 0= Abwliiy] Aol o 7Lkt WPl efste] el
ST OIS Al Lavh gk 2 Ik olsh “TEAS 91 TEAS AYAE
Aol ofaf FEH o2l W oleku HofsterkIo

TEt 2 Rl A, ol i et Baastol Aol thek A vl
Zeks] elshi i ek SfuRshE ofFILAE e gefgtel glof, e ol el
ZARITE (32D WL olwl Wel ofs of | Ao ojTEAE BE A glof 7] i
ofivetn a] uholch olefgh olZY % AN HE AHBO] A FL

7) Raymond Bradley, The Relation Between Natural Law and Human Law in Thomas Aquinas, The Catholic Lawyer,
Vol 21, No. 1, 1975, 42-55%0] 714 tiAolc), B =R o]|2XE we whA7} 528 o) tlio]
Santiago Legarre, Derivation of Positive from Natural Law Revisited, 57 AM J. JURIS. 103, 2012, 103-110&x=
W Fat Hoirk 58] $2Y] =72 271 =& WS A WAQl A2 2 W(per modum conclusionis)
o FFste] Asta glo] & =& Ao 2 =&o] Hlth o] =RoA ARe A MR =&l
‘AR RES, A WE=Y =& (type of derivation “intra=moral”) @} 2 H A =EH H(strictly “legal”
derivation) 2 EFslL §lvk Bk ZAeE A2 ofef sfgFEolx 7 disr]z gtk

8) el AL, o|Fd, 9o A = gElo] YUAFE T} St. Thomas Aquinas The Summa Theologica (Benziger
Bros. edition, 1947) Translated by Fathers of the English Dominican ProvinceE 7]% 2 (https:/www.ccel.
org/a/aquinas/summa/home.html,), =EZGt|}2] Alfred J. Freddoso w47} 2L $HY3F New English
Translation of St. Thomas Aquinas’s Summa Theologiae (Summa Theologica)2] Q1E]Yl# A}=25 Wo] Za1slich
(https://www3.nd.edw/ ~afreddos/summa-translation/TOC.htm)

9) YFE-2 Richard J. Regan, Aquinas Treaties on Law, Hackett Publishing Company, 20002 &2 Z313}$ich

10) BEupA oy, o|Zd, oFe] A, 25%.
11) o3} "Alst A ol 288k B2, o7, T4l A, SEias Fagon, QlgAlod: o] A&l
SUAE ST. q., 2] FAO2 A$3TA Tk ok Bas A4S 2helo] A8S ZGhl A8

12) ST. q. 90. a. 1. lex est in ratione sola. **- lex est in omnibus quae inclinantur in aliquid ex aliqua lege
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Q) e RE WAEE QF0) 1Y o] obalubit AA(ex naturals)
oleti .23 ik whehd olFutae] el e el Aele] Hel7t Eaol

o|F oY For A, Q1o o] Aol duk= T 240l s
Fo170 Apd A Aol oJsf olv] 4 H e A= 3}@1 A A (synderesis) 7}
o|AES AR ] Al d Y= wpelstal, AXoldo] IS AH4le BEd] W=
(=)= Al Hokar shaA Aol IH%C’]% /Ltﬂﬂﬂ/‘]/”ﬂ Of3f] wotE Q17+

AYztol] wk=H, Ao AR ofy e}
Q7] Ao m e AR 1A A IR E shube] AR siERithal =
4= Q= Zlojek o|FA BHA =, ?l{}O] I o] sl = A skt
A& 5 A He Aol o]Eth

oA ofFLRA Aol thet Hrk A A Q] WE-AS flal, TAlsH A F THE
(72:5m)(Treaties on Law)o]| 3igsl= 90F0f| 4] ]08—1—7]]‘Z]“§‘ HAR O Z AuHEE S|AL

FATSH AL AT AR ol A, oFFfuRAo] b o]l thigh HO|(ER) 7T o3t “$-
2l Al AFeIR(lex naturalis)2 EASH=7P 2L EaL Sl FHEollA] “AFARY ofeh= 8-
7F skt oM UL 9] Aol thgt Hi(respondeo)ol| A “FRo] o] 2] wjx
off A FA(MDT AL ApArgolet FETFI0IL SlA o] 5 thE UR “AAH
FeRol o7 HzEoA Fofgt ZMoletal A ofstar k18
¢ Ao T 371 Aol Bagt gof7t JUrhd BizE Fof=ial k= Zlofth dukae

rlo ﬂHﬂ

4

2
efelo] partcipatio®: of2] SPARSO] F-R(H) T Hol(2HY9ek S4j3) k),
252 o] ol 2l MoAL: Hol (ks NeolS AHgatel YHOE Aol mrt

Dot

9 BFdEE 7 Bt
F, 4 =2 18F

RAE
Evtie 49 Adez didsta 31‘1}1 Arggitt o
14) 4AE, oo =7 19-20Z.
15) o]FE, 4 =&, 1235,
16) ST. g. 91. a. 2. Et talis participatio legis aeternae in rationali creatura lex natunalis dicitur.

13) YFEL; F7PE =viA o EAfshe &
AL
[e]

17) ST. q. 91. a. 2. Unde patet quod lex naturalis nihil aliud est quam participatio legis aeternae in rationali creatura.
ST. q. 96. a. 2.9 A= GARSE & o] SASIT) lex naturalis est quaedam participatio legis aeternae in nobis.

18) BgzoE Belt 2avkLiskas Eotaze] AMAALe Ao AashEa ol2u) Alsky
T A wEA L] 93], GEHE AstH o R offshA] gFal HtH o g olgfste] EREY] oldotz
olsfsts WS AT oY, $9| =, 239240%.

19) o Eol, W2, el A, 125%: “AAYlex iy 2 HEE FAAE K3 0L A A2
Qo] gt Gl oS ERITh T Bk
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b glouk SFAOE A Edte] wlsk QST foT
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dark glot20

oFFIuTE g ofgt ApAolsfol] tisto] SfAkE2: of2fgt slidfo] FAl okl
27} AR FRHOR olgfdt A, & AAHE 7] ol Y= AA2] W(lumen
naturale) 2. &= St 2, (<FAel) d?“u gk o, %ﬂ— FAe2 QIFAel o)
o Al s slel itk SHellA Adve] ApstE Frkskal gltkal

o|aflE] L Qlr}2122)23)

CFe-0 R oLk AT AMolut -2 ATy, ol R A94R] St
ok E3] AR el A, Y] UxA AW O “AE Aok skl FTaof
Sh= o], ok wjsfok sk Zolch2 (A1 e, AIXHA FA)eka Folatek. Lolr}
DA 28T, @ ko] 2%, A 1% 5o 4% QU A4stels A,
@AYE] Qlol 4] Ak
ek 9 oIkt Agivlel 12RO e A Aol wi

Fol, Ay WROIAE AFe] F97F EAGD K1 g Folk

oz ofefat AN S| USS AL o WA XS Hvt sHe BAZE A

L, o]of TAstol AL Qbe] QB Lo T3HE N Ao BAHOR Foizl

UE

20) o], ool A, 8% F129] gl ‘Rof e W15 ARESHA | olfol tigt Aol 7leE e
Utk “SEHEIA U EfHuebelic)ghes T ol 2B R A, EREIRAS AA EnfLoAR o]ofZith
B0 A §lo] E-fHparticipatioyr= HHA 2 THE Ao &3 A& AEA oz RV Wolso]
£ AL W3ttt gtk (F2) o] ol tigh AshA o] M-S T, FA(2H), BR(f)s o4
QU WHEIT (F) mEbA B Al AE R (et B UHNE % 71 22 wejsi. &
2B} 2 519le] 2P} Shon 28 Apole] ZAIE BRItk s, AH9le] APt AAle] ZApe
algle] ZAlo] Wieo} FE AL Boiabrhn MelsiAk T AR Golgslel A2E dhET Atk
21) Fha W, oFe) A, 912 k27, gro| A, 126%.
2 a}zm oRiLA7} RS ZTAS] FHOR QAFTH: 2] taiis, Ahedo] qizke] o)4o] Tk
Aol ohjek, A T AAF ATk ool EFd Aele] Holaks ZRolA AL 1 AAE AT
RITHs 7hEe] Zsjel Ajoluks Holet B 4 9 Holth. oW, “EriEo] Joix =EH B9jel
= ezl Wt oAl thek TR, SAAME A8T), ARt QlRekeATe, 2010, 122%, 727
S
23) Evh olluch ol roae] oy Ml o] 49l “Enk olluc} oA Koy
|17, WEkAE 459, W3R, 2007, 131-1612,
24) ST. q. 95. a. 2. bonum est faciendum et prosequendum, et malum vitandum
25) ST. q. 95. a. 2. o] %7, ool A, 141Z.
26) “A3o|A(ratio practica)] A1 Y T B}, 058 ARHOIAE ‘o]42] AAFAL Apele] Wolet 2t
= FHo| SA3Ith Ratiois autem prima regula est lex naturae.

~
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A5 ojufd FEE glo] 270 1T Ko solgirt
olafatcy. chat ofof gak FAZel ol 2 T1o] =olyl9lE oA Ao w

Al “ARdRo] EAsket Mol w2 detrPes AEel §E et 3l

o A7) AR e sl Ade 2R Bk ARl Alvse] 2altd oy
= °l& g R(lex humana)o]etal Z|Jstarl Qlet.28)

gtk Qo] BAe Fololrbeks 8o] olojal 4 gLy, oft Hetslel

I

SHAIRE ofF s Hm QI o] ARIRol A L2 Ao]aL, A & S 2
P e it Aolekal ©7] wiol|, offiutie WS AT

2ok ApAve] S A oletal HOfR30 of7| M g2t FEsford A2, 9%

W2 Ao Hop A1l o, ol ?Ikto] Rh= Aolgke Motk yoprt

[2eh e A7k o] Aol 2sf ool Rirkal et = of= T19]

bzl HolE)l "2 o] AAtpEte At AAITH3D webA WS o049

= GFolA BH e FER)FTIAF ozl ghds] FA|(FER)FAR

_,d
o)
o
=2
1o
o

27) otFjukA TAISt A, o] Gol o] tigh 71 2] Fet =32 ofut= S]3ho] synderesis@} conscientiaol] tgt
wielo] oh7} gk olof Tetelis B ol P2, “Evks olsittie] AT mEA o4l Bar 1
-synderesis®} conscientia®] 732} s W Yol 5le]”, QA7FATH25), 2013, 99-144% 2z, B =19
FAIC A BAL glon, o] Bl telld= dAE, 9l =8, 8% T4 % synderesis®} conscientia®
ulao] tfgt 7HERgt Aat o] g w9l Asfol gk 7ttt gie] =go] Hrk

28) o|EE, Y =&, 1235,

29) ST. q. 95, a. 2.

30) ST. g 91, a. 3.

31) ST. q. 95, a. 2.
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oA £ o] 78 Al Qo] JAWORRE offl WS B mEHLI
St e usE Bt o

I Agyeziy U (=), T 22 dY

1. £0]A&: derivation, A = =&

SEHAY BolgAWk A ez RE IARe] sPUIRE) B EE(ET) =
712491 dEl= u}Y(derivari, derivation)o|th. o714 MpoL o= §o1E A
She A2 2helo] Y29 derivario] 1012 ou|2 upyolele Tolg AT & Jlon
o= ‘ARIW’ o] oA ol whYE Holehs Sfu|= v 5l ofulE Y=
SRl o, IR Y] SHoM A 2RE A2 oR (mF FHdrkal & ¢
ol Hrt 552% ulE Hat 7o) offjelld= 2 det Aol weh ‘mpra) eE

olehs gol% Egatunt Tk
o} o] el shiolehs Goji Sloll 4 AR Hol(participatio) k= Tiula|A Al
2 War} oy of FR-e (LR R TAYEE(IA W AZ A

of EAeny mr} Aol 1 oF o] Zeht melkn A7

2. (=29 T N

oA EAH o Aol A AAHe] A - Bl Peisto] A r A sl
o= olFILRA TR 91 AE AR [H] BRI “QHRe ZAFHT |
gt 21o] E2olA EAHom A,

32) At o] BAE Fal o Ut AR TRLEE) 17l tigh vk HEE, FMRIG, < b+
Al ERITFE -k & EEOBIR, TRILAEE36', 20134, 191216 2. § =19 ARbs, 249
A 9|9 ZHgof| AL 7t = 88 FAFYY FAR AohY, Bvkies FAFRPTL
otk Egt QR|7F A-E7] Hslias X499 whko]] Wi 4= 9lojof skl FYeh= Ao| FolFolatd
A& FYFYRE ot o]2fgt SJu]of|A|&] 205009} 000 = EulAl] o] 2L QfHlofA o]afE}]
AaiA= Fogt e AL oldh W AAE EntA] B4 &KollA EaE = gl 3.
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= o7]A Holgt Aol de] R, maadS Aol URbASl shes
o] g E= A3} vt S AXITaL ATk Ao (speculative reason)] 77,
BAo R gl =5E7sT HEERTE Rt e s (= sk AN 2

o], AHtHo|il =T kst HelEA o AR o] Ao R E QI (o)l

2
b=
32
)

7l
L Zlolch % 2sEo] BTG L, lex actemna) Yol FEH 02 Eitw)
25 sirk By 913 A9iaIcka Mekel Solek
sl Qo] chak 958l W] 2-e Ak, *Qlzke] o) Fofxl BE WL Aelo
A& AP I AABEL 2o ofw ol glofx
Aol 9 oRechE, I3 ofu] o] ofjel o] eeto|cks9et wekgich
Tefdt AbAQl el olof offlLb it AT QU el BAS FAAE
2e)2 AASHL Qe ARHE Ao RRE T B w3 Hck Aol 123
olF|Lit olol] ofefat ‘wa o] TRl o2, 3 MAR Ago] Ao
N BEEE e AAREE (A7) dicondusio)] o2 el &
B PSRt Q) 2170 wet ()7 42)) A (determinatio)el] ok lo]ekat A
ST olefat EEWALE ol ATt AES of g BAo] oiet 2AEA 4|9

Lo

rE
2
>
Lo
-
ot
2
s
9
>
rE
1o
r

33) Erka ol oAl §7, 9o} 2, 45%,

34) ST. q 95 a 2, Unde omnis lex humanitus posita intantrum habet de ratione legis, inquantum a lege naturae derivatur.

35) ST. q 95 a 2, Si vero in aliquo, a lege naturali discordet, iam non erit lex sed legis corruptio.

36) o] FEo|A|, opfftAE olf| AEHHAY] GRS W A oR ]It ol AR AL BT W (laws)
I HEAQ] H2)(law)S FREA FEETE T 59 W2 (universal law)S A 0= HEE ZQ1 A
I FUARICE B4R e ZF 35A|9] Wolt}. slh= AAFl Aol o shvbe BEA 2 Aot
ot ofg| ARE AoAl = 717 AFgsle 5t HEY WERE A9 dHo] 57 A Yol o gltk
ol 2EdgAoA QoA Al objuAete g shbde] mxEo] ohy”] wHizolth Raymond
Bradley, 99] =5, 45%; Simona Vieru, Aristotle’s Influence on the Natural Law Theory of ST Thomas Aquinas,
The Western Australion Jurist, Vol. 1, 2010. 115-122%.

37) AayomRe Ay =2el that SRR A thagh BAX7E EAIT AR A%
E2UNE VAR TSI Witk et T BEHoNE AR ESUME ALshe i =8
o] EAEt. olE o, LA wae UL 257 35S I8l AP HoezA Adw e EA
Agolet. ol AAHY LAl Bt Aoz AAH ] dutdej2RE FE(conclusio) WA A
(derivatio), 2H7(determinatio), -7Hadditio)2] 37k2] W o2 =SEchal AistA Aty o] “Hde7}y
OP(1981), 118% (SHAhd, MATFO| (A4 ), H2AL 1988, 3075 o|sh & a7fsta Qick FHd =i



658 st A 48 =

of T FAF 7K ARS] thato] FRF WAS ATHTEA 2 Aolck
oAl § % R mrt TAH R AsnuA el 59 Il 14 91
wo] 224 473 A4 Ao} PEdR| Tk

3. A A Y(=E)HA 2 A 9] ZE(conclusio)
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48) ST. q. 95 a. 2 Secundo vero modo simile est quod in artibus formae communes determinantur ad aliquid speciale,

sicut artifex formam communem domus necesse est quod determinet ad hanc vel illam domus figuram.
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49) Et secundum hoc dividitur ius positivum in ius gentium et ius civile, secundum duos modos quibus aliquid derivatur
a lege naturae, ut supra dictum est. Nam ad ius gentium pertinent ea quae derivantur ex lege naturae sicut conclusiones
ex principiis, ut iustae emptiones, venditiones, et alia huiusmodi, sine quibus homines ad invicem convivere non
possent; quod est de lege naturae, quia homo est naturaliter animal sociale, ut probatur in I Polit. Quae vero derivantur
a lege naturae per modum particularis determinationis, pertinent ad ius civile, secundum quod quaelibet civitas
aliquid sibi accommodum determinat.
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50) Ad primum ergo dicendum quod ius gentium est quidem aliquo modo naturale homini, secundum quod est rationalis,
inquantum derivatur a lege naturali per modum conclusionis quae non est multum remota a principiis. Unde de

facili in huiusmodi homines consenserunt.
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52) ST. q. 96 a. 4 dicendum quod leges positac humanitus vel sunt iustae, vel iniustae.
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54) ST. g. 95 a. 2 Sed ea quae sunt primi modi, continentur lege humana non tanquam sint solum lege posita, sed
habent etiam aliquid vigoris ex lege naturali. Sed ea quae sunt secundi modi, ex sola lege humana vigorem habent.
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[ Abstract ]

Thomas Aquinas’s Natural Law and Human Law

—Focused on ‘Conclusion’ and ‘Determination’

of Derivation Methods—
Song, Si Seob*

Thomas Aquinas’s idea of natural law is based on the theory of the three division of
law that began with the Stoic school. He combined Augustine’s philosophy of natural law,
which inherited Plato’s ideas, with Aristotle’s newly-emerged philosophy, and built a
monumental landmark of natural law theory, which is literally called “Summa”. Afterwards,
his ideas of natural law were somewhat slowed by the attack of Voluntarism and Legal
Positivism, but after World War 1II, his idea was revived in various forms in the wake of
the “Natural Law Renaissance”. Although different criticisms are made, Thomas Aquinas’s
idea of natural law has been inherited, or opposed, but ultimately revived as new Thomism.

The main purpose of this paper is to find the principles of derivation of human law from
natural law, through Thomas Aquinas’ Summa Theologiae. Furthermore, it is to discover
the difference in the basis and binding force between each human laws. I hope this study
will serve as an opportunity for the theologians, philosophers, and legal scholars to discuss

the essence of Aquinas’ legal ideas in the future.

[Key Words] Thomas Aquinas, Natural Law Theory, Natural Law, Human Law, Derivation,

Conclusion, Determination

* Professor of Dong-A University Law School, Attorney at Law





