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Class Struggle in the Roman Republic and the Legislation of and Anti-usury

ltaly Ricardo Cardilli
( Law School Rome University “Tor Vergata” Rome Italy)

Abstract: In the Roman Republic anti-usury is an important part of conflicts between patricians and plebeians. In the
beginning the claim of plebeians is to liberate the debtors who fall into bond slavery because of default. Afterwards plebe—
ians enjoy legis actio per manus iniectionem against usurers who violate restrictions on interest rate. The latter have to bear
the punishment of quadruple fines. Recourse to the law is considered to be the only satisfactory way to balance interests of
parties involved. The Law of the Twelve Tables stipulates that the interest rate should not exceed 1/12. In 357 B. C.  The
Plebiscite of Duilio Menenio reaffirms the stipulations of The Law of the Twelve Tables. The plebiscite of 347 B. C. halves
the permitted highest rate. Later The Plebiscite of Genucio completely banned interest. These laws are mostly public laws
enacted by plebeian legislature.
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