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INTRODUCTION 

THE work of Professor Clausing was undertaken at my 
suggestion five or six years ago, and now that it is finished 
I carmot help feeling that an important task has been ac­
complished. It is, to :begin with, the only comprehensive 
and up-t~date :treatise on the colonate; it reviews all the 
theories of the colonate for the last hundred years and 
critically examines the sources upon which they are based; 
and finally in the last :two chapters, Professor Clausing pre­
sents effectively the material that ,led him to share· my view 
em the subject. 

All .the old theories had their day in court, and learned 
criticism .is likely to be centered, and rightly so, upon the 
theory that Professor Qausing and myself share in common. 
In :the Digest, the tenant farmer or the colonus was f.ree to 
move. In the Codes he is adscribed and bound to the soil. 
What was the object of such drastic abbreviation of the 
tenant's civil 'Liberties? He was obviously bound to the soil 
because he would not stay on the soil if not bound. Other 
attempts had !been made 'before to retain an agricultural 
population, and only after all other attempts had failed, was 
adscription to the soil resorted: to. Of the fact that the 
agricultural population was abandoniI).g the land, We have 
ample, .indeed, conclusive evidence. If the land was aban­
doned in such wholesale fashion, does the idea not suggest 
itself that the people were leaving because agriculture was 
not profitable? Had cultivation been profitable, there would 
have been no need of emphyteutic legislation, nor would .it 
have been necessary to bind the tenant to the soil. The 
diminishing agricultural production and with it the dwindling: 
'of the agricultural population troubled the Roman admin-
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istration very seriously. This the laws and the literature 
of the time make clear. 

Take the Constitutio de Scyris, discovered in 1824, which 
later led Savigny to accept the theory of Zumpt that the 
origin of the colonate .is to be found in the settlement" of 
barbarians. This very document gives the reason- for that 
particular settlement-" Licet ... pro rei frumen(tari)ae 
angustiis ". . . .---the decrease in agricultural production. 

Is the progressive exploitation and final exhaustion of the 
fields of Italy and later on of the provinces a mere theory? . 
What do the ancient agricultural writers tell us? Will not 
the critic admit that those agricultural writers knew as much 
as was to be known about the agricultural and agrarian con­
ditions of their times? It would be insane to disregard 
their consensus of opinion. Most of the agricultural writ­
ers are of course 10st now; but what does Columella, for 
instance, tell us about the prevailJng opinion? He begins 
the first chapter of the second book with the following lines: 
" You ask me, Publius Silvinus--and I hasten to reply to 
you-why I began my fonner book by refuting the ancient 
opinion of nearly aU agricultural writers. and by rejecting 
as false their idea that the sou, worn out by long cultivation 
and exhausted, is suffering from old age." The critic will 
observe that I cannot cl3lim credit for all! exhaustion-of-soil 
theory; but that this so-called theory was considered a fact 
by nearly aU ancient wl'iters. 

Now Columella tells us that he differs from his predeces­
sors; but in what respect? He says that the soil is not 
suffering from old age, but that if tl'eated properly it would 
respond and improve. Somethlng that we of course know 
perfectly welt However, when Columella is cOIl'sidering 
not the possible productivity of Italian soil under skilful 
treatment, but actual productivity, h~ tells us in Otapter III 
of the third Book, that no one can remember when the soil 
produced four-fold in Italy. cc N am {rumenta majore qui-
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dens parte Italiae quando cum qUlWto responderint. tMI 
meminisse poSS1llmUS." The same tale we hear from all 
writers, whether they are of the first or of the fourth cen­
tury. One ~etter of Symmachus is partictrla.rly interesting. 
He frankly admits that he does not expect to make his fann 
profitable, and that he can keep it up only by constant ex­
penditure; "for," he says, "it has come to be the rule in 
our age that land which once fed us now must itself be fed." 

Under such conditions, one does not 'have to look very far 
for the reason and origin of the coIonate. The reader will 
perhaps concede that it is not a theory or a construction 
which Professor Clausing and I are maintaining, but a frank 
admission of the facts that confront us. The freeman is 
bound to the soil for precisely ,the same reasons that led to 
the improvement in the condition of the agricultural slave. 
The agricultural slave too is bound to the soil in the hope 
of maintaining agricultural production and tillage. That 
this production is unprofitable and that great is the tempta­
tion to sell the agricultural slaves off the land, leads the ad­
ministration to drastic :legislation. Here is a law that re­
fers to the originarii and censiti. It absolutely forbids that 
they be sold off the :land. .. Nor by tricky misconstruction 
shall the law be so evaded, as has repeatedly been done in the 
case of originarii, that an entire estate shfJll be deprived of 
tillage by transferring a smaH porttion thereof to the pur­
chaser of the slaves." 1 

It is the question of tillage, the preservation of agricul­
tural production, that looms largest, and to maintain agri­
cultural productivity force was required. Thus the agri­
cultural slave as well as the free tenant farmer was bound 
to the impoverished soil-and this is the solution of the 
colonate problem offered in this work, a solution which I 
trust will stand the test of time. 

VLADIMIR G. SIMKHOVITCH 

1 C. I., xi, 48, .,. 
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Digest of Justinian, show that this condition continued to the 
third century; and the jurists are more explicit than any of 
the preceding writers in describing the condition of the 
tenant farmers or coloni of their times. The coloni to 
whom the Digest referred were unquestionably freemen in 
every respect. They cultivated their land ac.cording to the 
terms of a five-year lease and paid a money rent. They 
were perfectly free to give up their holdings at the expira­
tion of their leases and go any place they desired. Pre>­
prietors were forbidden to make any attempt to retain them 
on their estates against their will. 

But a century later the Theodosian and Justinian Codes 
present a picture of a colonus of a wholly different character. 
The colonus appears there as a tenant attached to the estate 
of his landlord in perpetual and hereditary bonds. It is 
true ,that he had retained certain characteristics of a freeman. 
He could contract a legal marriage, he might become a 
soldier or a priest with the consent of the proprietor, and he 
was permitted to resort to the courts of law, even against 
his landlord, under certain contingencies. But under no 
circumstances was he allowed to sever the bonds which held 
him to the estate on which he was born. If he tried to 
escape he was brought back in chains and punished like a 
runaway slave. Anyone who sheltered him as a fugitive 
was heavily fined. And all the force of the administration 
was bent toward restoring him to his native fields, even 
though he had succeeded in escaping detection and estab­
lishing himself elsewhere for thirty years or more. 

The mystery of the origin of the serf-colonate, as baffiing 
as it is important, has called forth the best efforts of many 
of the leading scholars in economic and legal historj of the 
past hundred "years. " N ulile question peut..etre," says a 
noted French savant,1 "ni historique ni juridique, n' a fait 

I Beaudouin in the N o"velle revue Isislorique de droit jr/JtJfais, vol. xxi 
(1897), p. 697. 
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naitre plus de systemes ni ecrire plus de pages." Classical 
works have been scanned with the most meticulous care in 
order to discover any information which might throw some 
light on the subject. Epigraphical expeditions have been 
organized in the hope of discovering new inscriptions which 
might be able to fill the gaps which the e:JCtant writings of 
antiquity have left. Fairly consistent accounts have been 
given by many writers of the gradual deterioration in the 
condition of the tenant farmer preceding their legal attach­
ment to the soil. But.the cause of the adscriptio glebae 
remains as much an enigma as ever. 

~planations of all sorts have been offered to account for 
the origin of the colonate, but the theories which have re­
ceived the most attention fall into two main types. One 
group of scholars has searched assiduously for a prototype 
of the colonate; while the other group has sought to connect 
the colonate legislation with the administration of taxation 
after the reforms of Diocletian. The colonate has, been re­
lated by the first group to dependent relationships which 
existed in early Italy and Greece, in Egypt, Asia Minor, 
Germany, and Gaul; and it has been ascribed to the sup­
posed semi-servile status of barbarian settl~ents in the 
northern provinces of the Empire in the second and third 
centuries of our era. Yet even if these earlier dependent 
classes could be shown to be far more similar to the coloni 
of the Codes than the meagre information which is available 
concerning·them seems to warrant, it would still remain to 
be proved that the colonate was formed in direct imitation 
of an earlier type of servile tenure, and not due to causes 
and conditions of the time. And supposing that this could 
be done, the problem would not yet be solved, but merely be 
removed one step further back; for it would then be neces­
sary to explain the raison d'etre of the earlier servile status. 

The theory that the col onate arose out of the necessities 
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of tax administration, while it contains certain elements of 
plausibility, fails to be completely satisfactory in account­
ing -for such a revolutionary change as the transformation 
of the free ,tenantry into a semi-servile class bound to the 
soil. A large and ,reliable revenue was indeed absolutely 
necessary to meet the cost of maintaining the greatest empire 
the world has ever known. Yet for centuries the adminis­
tration had found the tribute sufficient to meet its needs 
without proving an insupportable burden to the tax-payers. 
The theorist who would prove that the coloni were attached 
to the soil to facilitate the collection of taxes will not have 
established an acceptable theory simply by showing that an 
intimate relation existed between the adscription of the 
coloni and the administration of taxation; for he still has 
the more important task of explaining why taxation weighed 
so heavily upon the citizens of the late Roman Empire that 
the old system of tax collection proved inadequate and that 
it was necessary to resort to methods altogether out of har­
mony with the whole character of Roman institutions; and 
if he would follow this to its logical conclusion he would be 
brought face to face with the problem of the decay of Roman 
civilization itself. 

It seems to the writer that the adscription of the tenantry 
to .the soil can only be properly understood when it is con­
sidered'in close connection with the causes which led to the 
decline of the Roman Empire. Previous types of servile 
tenure may have had some influence in moulding the exact 
form which the colonate assumed. The exigencies of tax­
ation may have been the actual occasion which led a 
worried emperor to take the drastic step of binding the coloni 
to the soil. But had the Empire been in a vigorous con­
dition no such measure would ever have been considered. 
No nation has ever ,had greater respect for law and custom 
than the Romans, and the arbitrary creation of a serf class 
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would have been unthinkable except to meet a supreme 
emergency. And this supreme emergency, in the opinion of 
the writer, was no less a crisis than the threatened debacle 
of ancient civilization itself. 

In.the following pages, after a brief account of the con­
dition of the coloni as they are described by the Codes, the 
writer will present in some detail the various theories which 
have been advanced in explanation of the origin of the 
colonate and the classical and epigraphical teJct:s upon which 
these theories are based. Such a review of the theories of 
the colonate has not been made since Heisterbergk's Entste­
hung des Colonats 1 in 1876; and as much new material has 
been discovered in Africa and Egypt in .the past two genera­
tions modern scholars have been able to deal with the prob­
lem of the origin of the colonate considerably more ad­
equately than Heisterbergk and his predecessors. In the 
last two chapters the writer will trace .the history of the 
Roman tenantry and show how their condition was affected 
in the course of time by what appears to have been a decline 
in the fertility of the soil, first in Italy and later in the 
provinces. Finally attention will· be called to the sources 
which seem to point to the fact that the soil of the Empire 
was becoming completely exhausted in many districts; and 
the thesis will be presented that the coloni were bound to 
the soil to enforce the cultivation of the fields which did not 
yield a large enough product to induce cultivation for the 
sake of individual profit and which would otherwise have 
been deserted-a disaster of such serious consequences that 
it threatened the continued existence of the Roman Empire. 

Grateful acknowledgment must be made of .the writer's 
indebtedness to Professor Simkhovitch, at whose suggestion 
this study was made, and whose teachings have been the 
source of many of the writer's ideas. He has shown an 

I Pp. 1-62. 
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unflagging interest in the work and has been most generous 
in giving his time in advice and criticism. Professor 
Donald MacFayden of Washington University has read 
several chapters of the manuscript and has made many valu­
able suggestions. The author is also indebted to Professor 
Harrison R. Steeves and Dr, Emery E. Neff of the English 
Department of Columbia University, to Professor Steeves 
for coining the word "adscription" and to Dr. Neff for 
helpful suggestions. 

ROTH CLAUSING 
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and bread and circuses for the rabble. The result was that 
although the surplus furnished by the productive classes of 
the Empire was very considerable the requirements of the 
administration and of the parasitic classes were so great 
that the productive capacity of the Empire was always taxed 
to the limit. 

The time eventually came when the returns from agri­
culture, the most vital form of production, began to de­
cline. The soil which had responded so long with bountiful 
harvests began to show the results of the heavy tribute 
which did not permit the conservation of the elements of 
fertility. As long as the decline of the productivity of the 
soil was merely local it could be met by securing a part of 
the surplus from other districts. But by the fourth century 
the decadence of agriculture had become so widespread that 
it threatened the great imperial economy itself which Rome 
had constructed. To arrest this decline, to induce the cul­
tivation of the fields by encouragement or by force, to pre­
vent the exhausted soil from turning into a barren desert 
or a malarial marsh was the essential object of the emphy­
teutic and 1:'LPoJt.;' legislation; and it was precisely the same 
cause which led to ~he adscription of the tenantry to the soil 
in the perpetual bonds of the colonate. At approximately 
the same time, as writers from the time of Carl Hegel have 
pointed out, l the industrial classes were similarly bound to 
their collegia. The decline in the yield of the land tax had 
compelled the government to recoup itself by levying heavier 
taxes on industry. The attempt of the industrial classes to 
escape their new obligations led the administration to take 
the same restrictive measures against them that it had 
against the peasantry. 2 The exhaustion of the soil in so 

1 Ct. supra, pp. 53-54. 55, 96, 102, lIO, 132, 136, 183. 

I Ct. Brown" State Control of Industry in the Fourth Century," Pol. 
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many districts of the Empire was proving a fatal malady 
which affected the whole body politic. The legislation of 
the Codes was so drastic because a desperate situation was 
to be met; and this legislation was effective in keeping an 
agricultural population and somehow maintaining agricul­
tural production. 

Sci. Quart., vol. ii (1887). pp. 4C.I1. soo-soz. For the complete list of 
references see Levasseur. Histoire des chlsses oull,;c,.es GWIS; 1789. 2nd 
Ed. (Paris. 1900). vol. i, pp. 8J-88.. 
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of the colonate of, lSO-I60; criti­
cism of, 161-163 

Gaius, 66, 161, 263, 264, 279 
Ga1lic tribesmen, see Early servile 

tenures 
Garsonnet, E., theory of the colon­

ate of, 132-133 
Gaul, barbarian settlements in. 87; 

condition of peasantry. 39. 68-70; 
debtor tenants of, 69. 152; effect 
of Roman conquest on, 126; ex­
haustion of the soil in. 298 

Gazr-Mezuar. inscription of, 142-
143. 150. 199. 290. :.!91 

Germany, barbarians settled in, 47. 
85; subject tenantry of, 33. 38-39, 
40. 2'J§, 2'J5 

)""'P),ot. palliAl/wi, 2II-212 
)""P'Yot, 67tp.6I1IOI, compared to Afri­

can coloni, 228-229; compared to 
serf-coloni. 230. See Early ser­
vile tenures 

)""'P)'01 tiAftpov 114'1'0llUICDV, .203-204 
Giraud, C., theory of the colonate 

of, 50-52, 63; criticism of, 61, 
70074 

Glasson, E .• theory of the colonate 
of, 160-162; criticism of, 162-163 

Gothofredus, J.. theory of the 
colonate of. 31-32; criticism of, 
32 

Gracchi, agrarian reforms of, 46, 
246. 248, 254-255 

Grain; scarcity of, 6, 35, 49, 233-
234, 245. 296, 302, 304. 309 ; 
Sicilian, effect on Italian agricul­
ture,246 

Gratian. barbarian settlements of, 
47,58, 77 . 

Greece, decline of population tn, 
192; exhaustion of the soil in, 
297; influence on Roman agra­
rian development, 51 " 

Greek serfs, see Early servile 
tenures 

Gsell, S., on ww propriw. 175 
Guizot. F., theory of the colonate 

of, 38-39; criticism of, 54, 68-70 

Hadrian, efforts to develop a state 
peasantry, 166. 168. 183, 281-282 

Hartmann, L. M.. theory of the 
colonate of. 201.,..2 " 

Hegel, C., theory of the colonate 
of. 53-54; criticism of, 136 

Heisterbergk. B., theory of the 
colonate of. 103. II5-1z8; criti­
"cism of, 12B-131 

Heitland, W. E.. on services of 
tenant-coloni, 276; theory of the 
calonate of, 231-234; criticism 
of,234-235 

Hellenistic _ influences on Roman 
agrarian policy. 208. 210. 212-
213. 216-217, 220-230 

Helots. of Sparta, see Early ser­
vile tenures, Greek serfs 

Henchir Mettich, inscription of. 
171-179. 184. 290 

Henchir Salah, inscription of. 290 
Herodian, 124 
Herodotus, 36, 68 
Hierodules, see Early servile 

tenures 
Honorius, barbarian settlements of, 

47.58.76. 
Horace. 250. 258 
Huschke. G. P. E .• theory of the 

calonate of, 57-61; criticism of, 
61.75-91 

lJia, 208-209. 212-217, 219. 222, 225, 
22!)-230. 287, 302 

Ittyria, debtor tenants of. 45. 152; 
effect of Roman conquest on. 126 

I _qui/ini, attached to the soil, 193. 
195-196. 233: bequest of. 31, 58, 
101, 109. 188, 195, 279.n.5: de-



330 INDEX 

c1aration in census, 58, 101, 163, 
196, 279,n.5; identified with dedi­
titii, 193-196; meaning of term, 
17,n.3,31, 195-196 

Imperial domains, coloni of, 58, 
146-148, 165-168, 281-284; ex­
tent of, 164; in Italy, 166, 169, 
281-283; leases of, 305-307; re­
organization of, by Vespasian, 
Trajan, and Hadrian, 166-167, 
281 -283; unity of management 
of, 165 

Italy, agrarian development during 
the Republic, 236-261 ; agrarian 
legislation in, 253-255; barbarian 
settlements in, 47, 77, 83, 85, 88-
89; debtor tenants in, 45, 152-153, 
186, 267-273; decline in grain 
production of, 105-106, .245, 246-
247; decline in population of, 46, 
n6-u7, 130, 191; development of 
the colonate in, 31, 39-41, 50-52, 
59-60, 67, I05-II2, 127, 15I-IS4, 
166-167, 186-187, 190-191, 222-
223, 232-233, 258-279; fertility 
of, 245; exhaustion of the soil in, 
6-7, 130-131, 243-253, 271-272, 
280-281; imperial domains of, 
166, 16g, 281-283; lati/undia of, 
51, 99, lOS, 107, II8-121, 130, 
240-241, 253-256; slavery in, see 
Slavery 

Josephus, 124 
lugatio terrena, IIO, 314 
lugum, tax unit, 110-111, 194 
Julian, barbarian settlements of, 77-

78 . 
Junian Latins, see Latini luniani 
Ius emphyteuticum, 307. See Em­

phyteusis 
It" perpetuum, 306 
It" privatum salvo canone, 306-307 

"/STOt/CO., compared to African con­
ductores, 203-205 

«",TOptr, 2 I 5 
Kuhn, E., theory of the colonate of, 

132; criticism of, 136 

Laboulaye, E., theory of the colo­
nate of, 41-42 

Laeti, identified with lites, 193-195 
Laferriere, M. F., theory of the 

colonate of, 49-50, 63, 64; criti­
cism of, 65, 67 

Land, deserted, waste, see Agri 
deserti 

Laodice inscription, 206, 217-218 
Moi, in Asia Minor 206, 208, 217-

219 
Lati/undia, cultivation of, 51, 105, 

107, 118-II9, 244; great size of, 
II8-II9; in Italy; 51, 99,105,107, 
U8-121, 130, 240-241, 25:J-256; in 
the provinces, II9, 12D-121, 129-
130, 256,260; taxation of, 157-158 

Latini luniani, see Early servile 
tenures 

Leases, forced, in Egypt, 211; of 
imperial domains, 305-307 ; of 
tenant-coloni II4, 262-264 

Leclercq, H., theory of the colonate 
of, 160,n.5 . 

Lex Aelia Sentia, 266 
Lex a majoribus constituta, expla­

nation of Fustel de Coulanges, 
151; identified with the census of 
Augustus, 61, 149; with the 
Edictum perpetuum, 149, 150,n.3; 
withicJia, 225; with the lex Had­
riana, 148-150 

Lex Hadria'la, as the law establish­
ing the colonate, 149-150; com­
pared to the lex Ma,u;iana, 293-
294; identified with the Edictum 
perpetuum, 149, 150,n.3; with the 
lex a majoribus constituta, 148-
150; influence on the development 
of the colonate, 183-184, 185; 
Hellenistic influences on, 220, 
228; regulations on hereditary 
tenures, 181, 183, 188, 189, 194; 
on operae, 139.-142; on unculti­
vated lands, 180-183 

Lex Hieronica, 216 
Leo'/: I unia N orbana, 266 
Le.T M am:iana, an imperial or pri­

vate regulation? 176-180; com­
pared to the lex H adriana, 293~ 
294; influence on the development 
of the colonate, 184-185; grant of 
usus proprius, 175, 293-294; Hel­
lenistic influence on, 220, 228; 
regulations on deserted. lands, 
174; on rents, 173, 292-293 

Libertini dedititii, see Early servile 
tenures 

Licinian Law, 253 
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Lites, German 193-195. See Early 
servile tenures 

Livy, 88, n6, 245, 252, 253 

Macedonia, barbarian settlements 
in, 83; effect of Roman conquest 
on, 217 

Magister, of coloni, 165, 290 
Malaria, 250-252 
Marcellus, 278 
Marcian, 101, log, 188, 195, 279,11.5 
Marcus Aurelius, barbarian settle-

ments of, 47, 79, 84-86, 93, 193 
Marquardt, J., theory of the colo­

nate of, 137,11.1 
Martial, 268, 274 
Maximian, barbarian settlements 

of, 47, 58, 79, So, 82 
Mayence, F., criticism of Meyer, 

204-205 
Meyer, P., theory of the colonate 

of, 203-204, 208-209; criticism 
of,204-205 

Minoans of Crete, see Early servile 
tenures, Greek serfs 

Mispoulet, J. B., on the inscription 
of Ain Ouassel, 183; theory of 
the colonate of, 183 

Mitteis, L, criticism of Meyer, 
205; theory of the colonate of, 
205-206 

Moesia, barbarians settled in, 47, 
85,87 

Mommsen, T., on the inscription of 
Souk-el-Khmis, 139, 143-144; 
theory of the colonate of, 143-
144, 201,11.3 

Mowat, on the inscription of Souk­
el-Khmis, 139 

Nero, barbarian settlements of, 59, 
87 

Nerva, efforts to develop a state 
peasantry, 281-283 

Nexus civium, 59, 123. See Early 
servile tenures, nen 

Obaerati, see Debtor tenants: Early 
servile tenures 

Operae, see Coloni, services of 
Operoni, see Early servile tenures 
Origillarii, synonymn of cololli, 

17,11.3, 26 
Origo. 95-97, 230 
Ormelian inscriptions, 165-166, 203, 

286-287 

Papinian, 278 
Pannonia, barbarians settled in, 47, 

85 
Pasturage, conversion of arable to, 

in Italy, 247-249 
Patricians. 49, 67, 238-240 
Patronage, in Gaul, 68-70; in the 

late Empire, 23, 50, 64, 65, 103. 
200-201 ; in the Republic, 40, 67 

Palronus, 34 
Paulus, lO8, 188, 196, 263-2/14 
Pausanius, 72 
Peculium, of coloni, 20; of slaves, 

156. 280 
Pelham, H. F., theory of the colon­

ate of, 164-168; criticism of, 
168-170 -

Penestes, of Thessaly, see Early 
servile tenures, Greek serfs. 

Peregrini, see Early servile tenures 
Pertinax, grants of deserted land, 

93. 192, 304-305 
Plautus, 351 
Plebeians, 239-241, 259 
Pliny the Elder, 59, 105, 106, u8, 

n9. 131, 138, 236, 242. 243, 245. 
252, 253, 256. 280 

Pliny the YOWlger, 40, 41, 45, 97, 
loS, Il4, 129, 130, 138, 152, 153, 
260,268-269,277,280, 283 

Plutarch. 72, 248 
Pollio, Trebellius, 48, 84 
Population, decline of, 5, 41, 197: 

in Africa, 191-192: in Greece, 
192; in Italy, 46, u6-u7, 130, 191 

Pompey, clients of, 259 
Prescription, 26, 28, 30 
Probus, barbarian settlements of, 

47, 48, 58, 79, 82-83; improve­
ment of irrigation system of 
Egypt, 303 

Procuratores, of Africa, 139, 140, 
147, 148, 1S4, 176-177, 179, 180-
181,191-192,296; of Asia Minor, 
165. 203; of the imperial do­
mains, 146-147 

Proprietors, responsibility for taxes, 
56, 94, 224-225 

Provinces. as the home of the 
colonate, II8-129 

Ptolemy Philadelphus, Revenue 
Laws of, 216 

Puchta, G. F., theory of the colon­
ate of, 43-44, 65-66; criticism 
of, 46, 61, 66 
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Punic Wars, effect on agriculture, 
246-241 

Quasi coloni, see Slaves, as tenants 

Ramsay, W. M., on the imperial 
domains of Asia Minor, 203 

Recruits, barbarian, 35, 19-81, 85, 
. Sg 

Rent, abatements of, 264, 268, 269. 
See Coloni, rent of 

Rerolle, L., theory of the colonate 
Of,l60 

Revillout, C., theory of the colon­
ate of, 92-96; criticism of, 96-
gB, 134-135 

Rodbertus, theory of the colonate 
of, 103-1I2I; criticism of, 1I2-
lIB, 124, 128, 130, 143-144 

Rostovtzeff, M., criticism of Meyer, 
204; theory of the colonate of, 
206-208, 209-225; criticism of, 
226-231 

Rudorff, A., theory of the colonate 
of, 35-31; criticism of, 31, 61-68 

Saltus, 145-146 
Saltus Burunitanus, 139-142, 164, 

165; coloni of, 141-148 
Salvian, 29, 33, So, 63-64, 65, 16, 

2gB 
Savigny, F. C., theory of the 

colonate of, 32-34, 31-~8. 61-62, 
63, 65; criticism of, 39-40, 63-64 

Scaevola, 108, log-IIO, 21"-211, 292 
Schulten, A .• on the inscription of 

Henchir Mettich. 111-118; theory 
of the colonate of. 185-1Sg 

Schultz. C. 1.. F.. theory of the 
colonate of. 39-41; criticism of, 
6? 

Seeck, 0., on debts of coloni, 210; 
theory of the colonate of, 190-
194; criticism of, 194-191 

Seneca. 260 
Serfs, German, see Early servile 

tenures 
Serfs. Greek. see Early servile 

tenures 
Serrigny. D., theorv of the colon­

ate of. ~102; criticism of. 102-
103. 1~ ., 

Services, . ",quired by the lex 
Hadrialla. ·.]9-140, 141. 1420 See 
Coloni, services of 

Share rent. in Africa, 139. ISS. 112, 
182; in Egypt, 192; in Italy, 152-
153. ISS, 161, 263, 213; in Sicily, 
181 

Share-rent tenants, see Coloni 
partiarii 

Sicilian grain. effect on Italian 
agriculture, 246 

Sicily. development of the colon­
ate in, 216-211; effect of Roman 
conquest on, 216-211, 285-286; 
latifundia of, 2s6.n.5, 260; share­
rent tenures of, 181; slave r.e­
volts in, 251 

Simkhovitch. V. G., theory of the 
colonate of. 5-1, 235 

Slavery, decline in Italy, 1I1, 191, 
251-258; development in Italy, 
240-244 

Slaves. as tenants. 41, g8-1oo. 102, 
101-108. I II. II4-lIS. II8, 156-
151. 261. 281; attached to the 
soil, 1. 102, log. IP-II3, 121, 151, 
313; cultivation by, 105. 101, 239, 
240-244; decline in numbers. 55, 
92, II1, 191, 251-258; improve­
ment in condition in early Empire, 
51, log-IIO, 280-281; in Africa, 
124. 111; manumission of, 43-44, 
65-66. 100-101, 265-266; revolts 
of, II1, 251; sources of, 56, 241-
242 

Slave stewards, see Vilici 
Sordida mUliera, 26 
Souk-el-Khmis. inscription of. 138-

142, 141-148, ISO, 154-155. 163-
164. 165. 199.290; text, 140-142 

Spain, effect of Roman conquest 
on, 126; exhaustion of the soil 
in, 2gB; fertility of, 124. 131; 
grain tribute of. 124 

Spartacus. revolt of, 251 
Strabo, 59. 71. 242 
Strikes, of Egyptian peasants, 2II. 

302 
Subcesiva, 175 
Sulla. allotments of. 46, 248 
Symmachus. 7. 3n. 312 

Tacitus. 33. 40, 52. 70. 272,11.2. 
214. 215 

Taxes, farming of, II9, 216. 286; 
poll. 25-26, 1I0, 159-160, 314; 
abolished in Thrace. 135; pro­
vincial, 123; reforms of Diocle-
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tian, JIO-III, 127, 133, 134, 157-
158, 194- See Capitano h"mDlUI, 
'"gatio terrelUJ, Trib"t"m, 
Vectigal 

Terence, 251, 2sS 
Terrat, B., theory of the colonate 

Of,137,n.1 
Thrace, barbarian settlements in, 

82,83 
Theodosius II, barbarian settle­

ments of, 47, 58, 76 
Tiberius, Emperor, barbarian set­

tlements of, 87; manumission 
law of, 66, 266; watchfulness 
over Egypt, 299 

Tiberius Julius Alexander, prefect 
of Egypt, Edict of, 35-36, 68, 
128, 205-206 

Trajan, efforts to develop a state 
peasantry, 166, 168, 281.:283 

Trib"tarii, 17,n.3, ~, 48, 59, 77-
78, 159 

Trib"t_, 78, JIO, 120, 127; effect 
on the provinces, 295-298, 301-
303, 316 

Triumvirs, allotments of, 246 
Toutain, J., on the inscription of 

Henchir Mettich, 176-177 

Ulpian, 101, loS, 196, 279, 279,n.5 
wopuHlt.JTIJ/, 215 
Usus proprius, right of, 175, 293-

294 

Vagabonds, entrance into the colon­
ate, 29, 56, It2 

Valentinian I, barbarian settle­
ments of, 47. 77 

Valentinian II, barbarian settle­
ments of. sS 

Varro, 36, 45, 51, 60, 97, 106, 152, 
244. 249, 251, 260. 267, 276 

Vegetius, 19 
Vectigal, 77, 78, 120, 204, 239, 255 
Venerii of Sicily, see Early servile 

tenures, hierodules 
Vergil, 250, 260 
Vespasian, efforts to develop a state 

peasantry, 166, 168, 281-282-
Veterans, allotments of land to, 

46, 93, 195, 210-2I1, 213, 248. 
270, 300, 305 

Victor, Aurelius, 124 
Vilici, 107, loS,153, 171, 173, 174-

178,179,191,242,244,273,275 
.. Villa II system. in prehistoric 

Rome, 237 
Vinogradoff. P., theory of the 

colonate of, 197-200; criticism 
Of,200-201 

Von Thiinen, influence on Rod­
bertus, 104-106 

Vopiscus, 82 

Wallon, H. A., theory of the colon­
ate of, 53, 54-57; criticism of, 
133-135 

Wenck, theory of the colonate of, 
35; criticism of, 37-38 

Willems, theory of the colonate of, 
160 

Zosimus,82 
Zumpt, A. W., theory of the colon­

ate of, 44-49; criticism of, 75-91 ; 
supported by Savigny, 6, 62 
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