HOW NOT TO INTERPRET LATIN EPITAPHS  

Herr Scheidel rennt sich den Schadel ein. (CP 2007)  


As long as a paterfamilias lived, he always commemorated all his sons and, as long as a daughter, even when married, had no living offspring, her father commemorated her as well, because at her death, her husband had to return her dowry to her father.  Some Latin epigraphers, now (temporarily) dominating the field, have alleged that upon marriage, spouses became the significant others of each other and therefore commemorated each other.  That may be true in modern America, but was not so in ancient Rome.  Until age 28, husbands were normally commemorated by their fathers, who on average died when their sons turned 28 (thereafter the widows predominated among commemorators). Conversely, wives on average first had surviving offspring at age 19, so that their widowers who kept the dowry predominated thereafter as commemorators before then their fathers who got the dowry back commerated them.  Roman males married at age 19, not 28, females by ages 14 to 15, not 19, as these epigraphers wrongly concluded from their study of epitaphs, and consequently, they completely misunderstood Roman demography!!


My interpretation of the epitaphs almost exactly coincides with the very early marriage ages for those recorded in literary sources and on age specific epitaphs (age at death (AAD) well as age of the length of marriage (LOM).  These much, much larger databases reaffirm from epitgraphs in fact the low marriage ages from the text and do come from wealthy people, those who commemorated – some of whom began as slaves. I do not know whether a single person mentioned in a text also has a surviving epitaph.  Thus, there is no evidence of later age of marriage at all, so we can’t estimate what the poor did – and even the moderately well off.  All those reconstituted life tables so loved by demographers are pure conjecture.  The three magi, or better still, stooges misused the epitaphs of the relatively very well off – those able to afford inscribed stone epitaphs, wrongly read – to mis-estimate the ages at first marriage of the better off and also of the masses, about which there is no direct specific evidence whatsoever, though common sense and elementary economics indicate that their ages at first marriage fluctuated enormously with prosperity and hard times.  Thus the Latin epitaphs properly interpreted and representing a much larger swath of the population than the ones that we have specified in literary sources, namely the super-elite, yield the same results. Males on average under 20 married females under 15 but produced their first surviving offspring after 4 or 5 years later.  Perhaps these early marriages were not always consummated right away, some involving girls as young as twelve and therefore pre-pubic.  Also, they may have been a very high mortality rate of young brides trying to give first birth.  It took couples 4 or 5 years on average to produce a living offspring.  If spaced, by high infant mortality, abortion, and breast feeding, pregnancies at intervals of 4 to 5 years, for 4 to 5 offspring give an average age difference of father to child of about 30 among Latins about – the age at which Greek fathers first married!  All ancient Mediterranean and West Asian peoples had teenage marriages, males in their late teens and females in their early teens (except the Greeks)!  The Talmud for example frets if a Jewish boy hasn’t married by 18 (obviously to a younger girl), and even The Cambridge Economic History of the Greco-Roman World stresses that Egyptians in their late teens married their younger sisters.

 
One of the most preposterous and glaring contradictions in The Cambridge Economic History of the Greco-Roman World is Saller’s claim that the Greeks married at 33 and fathered most of their children in their fifties but also that on average they died in their late fifties – one must presume that they performed sexually very proficiently on their deathbeds!  Never in history have males fathered most of their offspring during their fifties – perhaps this is a fantasy of aging professors who forgot that the Greeks didn’t have Viagra, whatever other drugs and stimuli they used.  How bizarre! The “authorative,” The Cambridge Economic History of the Greco-Roman World (2007), edited by Scheidel, Morris and Saller, simply doesn’t get it.  Those epigraphers insist upon the “Mediterranean Marriage Patterns” and ascribe similar marriage patterns to Latin and Greek speakers in antiquity, with males marrying around 30 to females at around 20. Silent stones do speak but with forked tongues, not easy to understand.  But Latin males married at 19 and Greek males at 30, to females of 14 to 15 and 16 to 18, respectively. Thus, the average generation gap between Latin fathers and children was 30 years, but between Greek fathers and children, 40 years, after they imposed late marriages on males during the late 7th century, a problem that I took up in Pederasty and Pedegogy, but that has not been discussed by anyone yet, although it beleagured Forrest, the great predecessor at Cambridge to the current specialist there on Sparta, who is the only one so far to acknowledge in print that my book was the first to try to go beyond Dover. 

 
“The household (oikos in Greek, domes in Latin) can indeed be defined by the characteristics of co-residence, kinship, commensality, and economic cooperation.  Certain basic features of family and household can to be sure found across the Greco-Roman world.  Monogamy was the rule, though not without exception.  Divorce was permitted and available to husband and wife.  Where it is possible to discern patterns, later male, earlier female marriage was certainly the norm or the common practice.  In Athens, the norm seems to have been for men in their thirties [in truth about thirty] to marry much younger girls in their late teens, though the evidence for this practice is very limited.  The data for ages at first marriage in Roman society are much fuller and more varied.  The literary and legal texts for aristocratic practice suggest that it was not uncommon for girls to be married in their early teens as I wrote; men of the senatorial elite were expected to marry in their early twenties [not so in their late teens].  Among men and women of humbler social strata, marriage took place at a somewhat older age [really almost the same ages for those rich enough to afford an inscribed epitaph], though still with an age gap between men and women.”

  
I have modified and corrected the earlier passage from Saller’s essay:

  
“The patterns of funerary commemoration reveal that responsibility for commemoration of women shifted from parents to husband around the age of twenty and for men it shifted from parents to wife around the age of thirty.  The most economical explanation [but not the correct one] for the commemorative shift is that men in their late twenties or early thirties typically married women in their late teens or early twenties.  In Roman Egypt the household census records suggest that older brothers married their sisters in their early teens, whereas other men and women married at a somewhat older age, but still with an age gap traditional of the ‘Mediterranean type.’  Newly married husbands at the age of thirty in a high-mortality regime had an average additional life expectancy of the order of 25-30 years, or less in unhealthy cities and lowlands.  As a result of mortality and divorce, we must envisage societies in which widows and orphans were pervasive and vulnerable [only in Greece].  Augustan legislation pressed the propertied citizen women of Rome to remarry up to the age of fifty by imposing testamentary disabilities on those who did not, but with what effect is uncertain.  The census data from Roman Egypt show that marriage was the near universal practice for freeborn women and yet by the age of 35 or 40, only half of the women were still married.  In a context of high mortality, women who lived through their childbearing years must have had an average five or six children in order to maintain the population.  A plausible guess is that one-third to one-half of those children survived to age ten, and those surviving ten-year-olds could expect, on average an additional 35 to 40 years of life.  A computer simulation of kinship in Roman society suggests that the average age at paternity was about thirty-six [really about thirty two], that perhaps one of three children lost their father before they reached the age of puberty [not so], and that two of three were fatherless by the time they reached full adulthood at age twenty-five [not so].  The child who reached adulthood with both parents alive would have been among the fortunate minority (20 percent) [how now?].  Family fragmentation and reconstitution, with all the comitant complications for property and labor, must have been typical.” (Scheidel, Morris and Saller, p. 111).

  
This passage is so full of errors it is not correctable. But we do agree that those who were married by the ages 25/30’s tended to die in their late 50’s.

 
Quoted by the great Italian historian and sociologist Gugliermo Ferraro in his Wives of the Caesars, Cornelius Nepos, the Roman biographer (100-24 AD) pointed out dramatic differences in customs between Greeks and Romans.  The Romans were as shocked by Greek athletic nudity (and its accompanying “vices”) as the Greeks were by the Roman practice of dining with ladies (and the sexual possibilities that that encouraged).  Saller is correct, as Ulpian’s tables indicate, in regard to the average age of death, of those reaching twenty-five or thirty living on average to their late fifties.  He is incorrect, however, about the age of marriage, as I pointed out in my book, The Age of Marriage in Ancient Rome (2002).  I did not call it to Scheidels’ attention until 2005. He then read it, replying in two places: twice on The Princeton-Stanford Classical website and once in print in Classical Studies.  He more or less allowed as to how the upper classes, as I proved in my book with three or four times as many specific citations as have ever been previously brought up, but denied that it extended to other classes.  He ranted and raved, admitting, in contrast to his earlier confidence, that Roman demography was not easily understood (he had previously supported without reserve the erroneous theories on Saller and Shaw), but nonetheless persisted in backing them up.  He basically squealed like a stuck pig, making tedious graphs and citing statistics from life-tables, but producing no evidence whatsoever of any males or females marrying so late, and refused to understand that when a wife died without children, her father recovered the dowry and commorated her on average until the age of 19.


The citizens were becoming outnumbered by provincials because of the incredibly rapid expansion of the Roman state; Augustus reaffirmed the pronatalist policies that dated back to the rape of the Sabine women, and that it continued through the Republic by decreeing that women of the citizen class should produce children by age 20, something hardly to be expected if they only married, on average, at age 19.   He also tried to keep females of the citizen class married throughout their childbearing years and also rewarded those who produce three or more children.  These privileges continued to be awarded to Roman matrons even until the reign of Justinian.  

 
The single most pertinent factor that Scheidel has continued to ignore is the “alimenta”, orphanages set up by Nerva and expanded by Trajan and Hadrian and maintained by their successors, from which female orphans exited at 14.  They must have been married to be permitted to leave, because what else was to become of them?  Prostitutes, milliners, maids, waitresses, typists? No, they were to become mothers.

 
The males on the other hand exited at 16 when expected to be able to earn an honest living.  In times of great slaughter when the survivors inherited property or found ready positions in industry and commerce, working class males could and did marry young, as in the time of the Hannabalic and Civil Wars, and also in times following epidemics.  When population grew excessively, as in the second century AD, towards the end of the Pax Romana, lacking sources of income, common males had to postpone marriage as they did in Renaissance Italy, the Irish before the famines, and the Victorians hoping to rise into the bourgeoisie.  So it may be deduced that there was no regular age for the first marriage for the working poor.

 
Saller, Shaw and Schidel’s persistence in supporting the “Mediterranean Type” patterns across Greek and Latin societies simply does not hold up.  They cannot produce a single example of first marriage age for a Roman male after 28, Cicero a novis homo waited longer than almost any known Republican to make enough money to snag the well dowered Terentia. Or for females after 19, in Latin society (except for the Vestal Virgins who, could only marry after a long period of service).  And Saller can be dubed silly for denying the effectiveness of the pater potests exercised by the pater familas. 

 
Herr Scheidel rennt sich den Schadel ein.

  
To assume a uniform age of first marriage, or the age of death the number of children per marriage for the common people or  of the age of death for all the people over a more than a thousand years from the foundation of the Republic to the age of Justinian defies both logic and common sense.  To base such calculations on the inscriptions that survive in relatively great numbers from 200 BC to 300 AD, misinterprets them: disregarding all literary and legal evidence of such customs is sheer madness.  And not to allow for changes over time and place and various ethnic differences clearly has led the epigraphers to absurdly inaccurate conclusions.  Riccardo’s Iron Law of Wages implies drastic changes in all aspects of demography, coming in waves caused by overpopulation and Malthusian die-offs occasioned by disastrous wars, famines, and plagues cause drastic, short-term fluctuations in populations in all societies.

 
The upper classes, especially the aristocrats, were largely exempt from poverty and therefore could and have maintained early marriage ages throughout most of history and in most societies (except for ancient Greece, Renaissance Italy, the Irish before the famines, and the Victorians hoping to rise into the bourgeoisie). I have collected three or four times more specific examples of ages at first marriage than any previous scholars had ever adduced.  For the groups wealthy enough to erect inscribed stone epitaphs they were not far below highest class.  Their marriage ages in Latin-speaking areas rightly interpted also remain remarkably consistent over the half millennium from which the epitaphs survive in abundance.  And accord with those of the higher class almost exactly  the wealthy were of course much less affected by economic vicissitude as far as first marriages are, a fact well documented by the very plentiful stats from the European Middle Ages and those even more plentiful from the early modern period.  Nevertheless, in two lengthy publications online and another in print Scheidel has quibbled about my conclusions even for the classes that commemorated deaths on tombstones!  And he and Saller have completely screwed up the relevant parts of the now new The Cambridge Economic History of the Greco-Roman World. As to the drastic discrepancies that exist among Latin-speaking regions, the epitaphs imply such long lives in North Africa as compared to elsewhere in the West as to be inexplicable.  We must be wary of accepting epigraphic evidence without careful qualification.  Silent stones speak, but with forked tongues not always understood by epigraphers!!!

 
Saller and Shaw, the former an eminent force among classicists, the latter a rising star, energetically collected data from Latin epigraphs revealing the dedicators of tombstones of those dying between the last centuries of the Roman Republic and the first centuries of the empire.  No squirrel scholars could have diligently and accurately collected and collated such data.  Unfortunately these specialists grossly misinterpreted their data.  Because fathers on average commemorated their daughters until 19 and thereafter husbands predominated, they assumed that that was the average age of marriage for females.  Because fathers normally predominated as commemorators for sons until 28 and thereafter widows did, these “experts” presumed that those were the average age of first marriages.  They incorrectly assumed that for Latin-speakers, marriage made the spouse the significant other.  This is a present mindedness of the most bizarre sort.

 
Saller even went on to pontificate that because fathers were normally dead when their sons got married that the “patria potestas” had become ineffective after manu marriage gave way to easy divorce.  (This practice became more common about the time that dates with inscriptions with dedicator and age of deceased began to survive in large numbers).

 
Soon after they were first published, the “eminent” demographer Walter Seheidel endorsed Saller’s and Shaw’s theories emphatically and without reservation.  Scheidel has continued to defend this error of his even after he finally read my book, to which I had to call his attention three years after it appeared.  In two lengthy articles, he has only conceded that my overwhelming evidence quadrupling previous citations would prove exactly that marriage for the upper classes normally occurred at the traditional ages 14 to 15 for females and about 18 to 19 for males.   He suggests early twenties instead! He has stubbornly resisted lowering it  for the commerating classes as well as the masses.  Only Lige de Licht has analyzed data, agreeing we me about females but continuing to claim that most males married at about twenty-five.

 
All of these scholars as well as those who have reviewed their works favorably “fell into” in the most amateurish anachronism.  In Roman times a father, as long as he was alive remained theoretically, and in law, his sons’ most significant other, perhaps even if he even emancipated his son, but not if he gave him up for adoption as Aemilius Paullus did two of his.  Consequently, fathers almost always commemorated their sons until age 28.  This proves that oftentimes fathers of husbands died in their late 50’s and that widows predominately commemorated their husbands who died after age 28. Similarly, marriage of the sine-manu type left the young bride’s father as her significant other.  It was only when the wife had produced a surviving child that the dowry passed to the husband to keep for the offspring.  If the wife did not produce an heir, the dowry would be returned to her father and he commemorated her even. Keith Hopkins was confused when he commented that “from 15 to 29” females were heavily commemorated by fathers because that is when they started to die almost as often with or without living issue (5).  We will also find that around 28, husbands will be commemorated almost equally by fathers and widows because that is the age at which husbands’ fathers on average died.

 
What our exalted scholars and their assistants, because I suppose they had some, Saller being so busy as an administrator, committeeman and in learned organizations, and Shaw moving about so frequently and taking out to do an intensive and much needed hatchet job in John Braswell’s preposterous Same-sex Unions in Early Europe (6), did prove, was the age at which classes of Latin speakers that commemorated their first born child when the wife was 19.  Even though she had married at 14 or 15 and the husbands who had married at about 18, were about 22 or 23 when, on average, they had a living child.  This is a hotly debated issue that Latin demographers must agree on without erratum.

 
Hopkins imagined that he had one at 25 and he had three or four more at ages 27, 31, 36, and 39 if indeed another child arrived after the husband turned 36 and even 39.  Marriages tended to decrease in fertility as the years progressed; then the average child would have been about 30 years younger than the father if he married at 18 with 3 or 4 children. What us more likely is that the father died between 56 and 60 leaving his average child around 30 years younger.  If he married at 19 with four children he would have been 30 years older than his average child and died when they were 28, making the average age of death for the Roman father in his late 50’s.

 
These figures are only certain for the the upper-most and the commemorating classes- these that have left literary and funerary evidence.  The latter is a much larger group than those mentioned in literature but still, however, a tiny portion of the whole population.  Huge adjustments must be made for catastrophes such as the Punic and Civil Wars,  as well as for plagues, famines, and other factors affecting births and deaths.  These factors are fundamental, causing higher morality rates and earlier marriages. Now we must strike at the most basic question that Scheidel refuses to yield upon- the marriage ages of the vast majority of Latin speakers, i.e. those classes who did not normally commemorate.  Remember tombstones , even simple stone ones were too expensive for the vast majority and the longer the inscription the more excessive the cost. Most were likely wooden and the inscription of them perished.  For their ages of marriage and of death of common people epigraphy therefore is of little use. But we do have the alimenta, also designed for poor orphans and also the actual prediction and calculations for annuities, which probably cover a wider group than commemorators, lacking its unusually large components of freed people, perhaps more sentimental than thrifty who wanted to attest or even boast of their emancipation, but including some propertied typed not preserved in our lists of marriage found in texts (normally very upper class) or on tombstones.  As far as the teeming masses, the great unwashed, it is doubtful that most of them ever bothered with marriage rites- because no property was involved and Roman law recognized marriage by cohabitation presumpted by intention.

 
It is penitent to examine annuities calculated and recalculated by Upian and the revised shortly afterward by Aemilius Macer.  Frier, whose great work on Roman Egypt used papyrus to document demographic trends there.  Where Greeks, Jews, and Copts each had their own patterns of mortality, fertility, and marriage, but all ethnic groups tended to die at about the same ages differing from those amongst Latin groups in the west.  An uncorrupted Latin text supported in a Greek translation in the Basilike describing annuities for life, both in similar fashion prescribe an annual payout of 1/30th of the principal, legacies could not exceed ¾’s of the entire inheritance. Upian prepared the following table with both sexes.  Of all the ethnic groups rich enough to provide annuita’s 

  Table 1. Ulpian’s life table and customary life table (years)

                                          Corresponding figure

 Annuitant’s present age      1. Ulpian                  2. Customary

        Birth-19                        30

        20-24                           28

        25-29                           25                         30

        30-34                           22

        35-39                           20

        40-49                           (60-x-I)                        (60-X)

        50-54                            9

        55-59                            7

        60 Onward                        5                         0 (?)

    
If wives had their first surviving child by 19 years of age, they would likely live until their mid-50s and males having their first surviving child at 24 and living until 55 or 60.  These figures accord with death dates that may be deduced from the Latin inscriptions for fathers of fathers.  Whether Upian was using average or median life expectancy doesn’t matter much in this case.  According to Frier, “In fact, Upian’s life table is by no means simple, but instead seems to undertake a calculated portions of the customary life table (See Table 1) From ages 20 to 40 Upian’s life table “steps down”  at five-year intervals with “steps” of two or three years; life expectancy begins to decline substantially not at age 30 but already at 20, and Upian’s life table is decidedly less generous in estimating life expectancy than was the customary life table.  Then from ages 40 to 50 the two tables run side by side, but Upian’s life table gives values for life expectancy that are one year lower than the customary life table gives” (pp 225-226).

 
Frier subtly argued that with moderation Upian’s table could be used to ascertain the Roman demographic experience (8N p.228).  Obviously he meant before the die off that began with the anarchy and plagues that broke out in 235.  It was applicable to virtually everyone in the Roman Empire.  Going back to 19th century acceptance of Upian’s accuracy to Upian’s table, Frier refuted Keith Hopkins’ “Upian’s table is neither empirically posed-how could it be?  Nor is it demographically possible” (fN 229, 230, 231).  Except for its undercount of infant deaths, it is usable for ages 15 to 60.  The figures are “very low, among the lowest on record, so low in fact it is hard to find an accurately measured population to compare it to” (fN 229, 230, 231).  By these comparisons, half of those alive at 15 are still living at 45 and confirms Upian’s estimates up to age 55.  Frier quipped that those tables perhaps “Should be used to correct the Cole-Deming models, rather than the reverse (fN 242-244).  By then leaving out the impossible two ends, infancy and over men 60, Frier salvages Upian’s table that Hopkins had condemned. Frier , like Utpian, was considering the whole empire- all its regions, classes, ethnicities, religions, and periods.  This is fine for laws, but it does not take into adequate consideration the fact that the Greeks married later than others, and that many of the poor often were too destitute to cohabitate at all and often even to reproduce at all as Riccardo showed in his “Iron Law of Wages” and as was demonstrated in Ireland during the potato famine.  Rich and poor, however, often suffered equally during many plagues.

 
In a comprehensive analysis Hopkins surveyed the ancient medical authorities from Hippocrates (who forbade abortion) through Galen. From Soranus, the greatest gynecologist, to the later Greek and Latin physicians, most conclude that in addition to upper class Romans practicing abortion on a large scale they also introduced contraception by coitus interrupts, as well as some efficient plugs, potions, douches and other types still in use in the 19th century. Augustus’ laws of 18 B.C. and 9 A.D., reenacted in the second and third centuries A.D.   strove to increase fertility among citizens and to restrain the unabashed, rampant abortion that the upper classes notoriously used as they shamelessly did contraception.  Greeks tended to practice female infanticide on a larger scale than male because of the age difference between brides and grooms (about 15 to 30), the age class of grooms was much smaller than of brides and thus to balance brides with grooms.

 Hopkins concluded that, Romans girls married at 15 and males at 25(“The Age of Roman Girls at Marriage” in Population Studies, 1965). To males of 25, the average marriage would have lasted 18 years, “We should expect more than three children for most marriages” to parallel UN life tables.  Hopkins analyzed that even early abortions can occur easily, almost unnoticed, and confused with contraception in part because the time of gestation was not known for certain.  “References to willful abortion are many times more frequent than to contraception between 200 B.C. and 200 A.D. (8, 139).  Romans probably resorted to contraception more then than before or afterwards (8, p. 149). Whereas Hopkins refused to discuss attempts by the lower classes to limit population because of lack of evidence, I believe that much more than the upper classes who relied on contraceptives, abortions and infanticide, that the lower classes, if they and their midwives were indeed ignorant of abortificients and contraceptives, including coitus interrupts, resorted wholesale to abandonment, as the poor did in later centuries and still often do rather than infanticide.  Unlike the Greeks, upper class Romans rarely abandoned or exposed children. Fathers sometimes could and did refuse to have newborns fed, but we almost never hear of men abandoning them on some doorstep or public place or even waiting to see if some stranger took them.  A very common indeed customary practice on a massive scale, I believe for the starving and unmarried poor.

 
Saller got it right but for the wrong reason.  When the pater familias  no longer arranged marriages of the manu-type, he presumed that the old guy was dead when his son married at age 28.  In fact sons’ marriages were arranged at 18, only with the father very much alive, but perhaps (as may well have been the case under many marriages) dominated by a strong-willed wife or a brother or a child or someone else-even a clever slave. 


What changed after 200 B.C. was that the bridge or wife kept control of her wealth, rather, at law, her father did for her.  She could (and often did) easily get a divorce.  As the domus replaced the familia, a strictly agnostic concept, the maternal side played a much more conspicuous role, just as females and their kin did in 18th century Europe.  As even Saller himself realized, by the time of the early Empire, in fact already by the late Republic Roman matrons could be very influential.  Terentia’s wealth gave her great influence over Cicero, the only Roman male known to have ever married for the first time after age 24.  Of course, the males continued to make the formal arrangements as was traditional, but the females often made the actual decisions about their descendant’s marriages.


 
Besides being almost right about marriage ages, Hopkins did all the medicial authorities and contraception, abortion and infanticide, picking a UN table not too far off with the first marriage age at 14 or 15 for females and 24 for males.  Hopkins tried unsuccessfully to get at ages of death from tombstones, figuring that husbands were, on average, 9 years older then their wives, when in fact they were only 4 or 5 years older.

 
The naïveté of the squirrel scholars Saller and Shaw and the obstinate touting of their erroneous interpretations of their laboriously acquired evidence by Scheidel has been accepted with no significant dissent by any member of the academy and forced upon an indiscriminate public confident in the ability and the integrity of certified “classicists.”  This misinformation is now even appearing in textbooks.  Bruce Frier, infinitely the most capable of Roman demographers, in addition to his brilliant analysis of Roman Egypt, where demography differs from the Roman speaking Latin provinces, has provided virtually irrefutable evidence of my interpretation of Roman death ages in his “Upian’s Evidence.”

 
The most refreshing publication by Gillian Clark (October 1981) was fortunately unaffected by the specious theories of Saller and Shaw. He adhered to the classical work on the subject by Ferraro, Baldston and Friedlander citing panegyrics of Roman matrons and denunciations of moral laity in the Late Republic and immorality in the Early Empire. He also noted that: real change… in the 1970s as the Women’s Movement influenced the study of classics.  Girls were less often reared than their brothers, the patria potestas was “uniquely strong in Rome” and fathers, even rich ones, decided whether to raise their newborns while Augustus required that citizens had to rear all males except those that five neighbors attested to be deformed and to rear at least the first born girl.  No spinsters are attested except the Vestals, the only females ever known to have married after 19 an age Scheidel, Saller and Shaw deem average.

 
Sons greatly outnumbered daughters and “Trajan’s Alimentary scheme at Veleia supported only 36 girls out of 300 places.  Soranus, not to be ignored, believed that the earliest suitable age for girls to conceive was 15, though modern gynecologists would say 18.  “The Augustan laws of inheritance (Utpian 16) allowed spouses to inherit from each other if they had a child living or lost one after puberty, 2 after the age of three or three after naming.”  Like infanticide, abortion was not criminalized before the Severii perhaps because it was too difficult to distinguish between miscarriage and deliberate abortion.  The upper class frequently used wet nurses, but newborn babies were often swaddled and fed boiled honey and water instead of milk.  Minders of children were not thought to need skill.  It was virtually impossible to keep : a swaddled baby clean on the fourth floor of a tenement with a water supply at the end of the street,” although Soranus recommended bathing and massaging babies once a day, changing an airing their sheets and watching for insect bites of ulceration.

  
“When a boy was going on to the secondary education, a girl was entering her first marriage.  Assumed to be the age of menarche, age 14 was thought proper for marriage.  Plutarch criticized the Roman custom of marrying girls too young because they were worried that she might not remain a virgin (Moralia, 138E).  A wife married sine manu, remained in her father’s potestas and he could make her divorce, even against her will and “the Augustan adultery law recognized this (her father’s) interest in her was stronger than her husbands.”  A Roman widow at age 50 sui iuris escaped the obligation to remarry and, if she had had enough children, she became a legally independent woman, though no careers were open to women.  The denigration of women by writers and theorists came to be less and less creditable as ladies managed their own affairs successfully, often showing a greater sense of courage than males but no one could remove the horror when a female went to bed with a slave.  This article which I have quoted and paraphrased so extensively above summarizes state of scholarship based upon centuries of meticulous research by the most imminent authorities and was almost universally accepted before the gross miscalculations and misconceptions of the epigraphers Saller and Shaw that have been shockingly confirmed by Scheidel.  The Cambridge Economic History of the Greco-Roman World (2007) is thus polluted by these errors.  I presume that Saller’s chapter was accepted before Scheidel read my book and that they did not bother revising their work. Legal marriage age for girls was 12 and, for males , 14.  This was taken over by the Canon Law of the Catholic Church and the Common Law of England (still applying to Georgia).  It is not true that most children at the time of their marriage were fatherless in antiquity.  On average Roman fathers lived to see the marriage of sons and daughters at 19 and 14.  Greek fathers in antiquity, however, did not on average live to see the marriages of their sons at age 30, but did negotiate the marriages with their daughters at age 15-18 with their suitors.  There is a wider generational gap in Greek society.  To confuse these two civilizations in the manner that Saller, Shaw, and Scheidel attests to the gross misunderstanding of these societies.  The Talmus recommended that Jewish boys many by 18, so they were closer to Roman patterns than to Greek.  Saller does correctly analyze the strange pattern of Egyptians in marrying their sisters, sometimes taking other wives as well.  Poor Scheidel has been dominated by the terrible errors of Saller, abutted by Shaw.
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