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Abstract of the paper 
 
The paper explores how the medieval glossators and commentators of Roman law construed 
various relations of rule and subjection such as those in the Roman Empire, various national 
Kingdoms and some other less well-defined polities without admitting any obvious or robust 
principle of consent. This is a striking feature of their thought because several prominent texts in 
the Roman law itself might easily be understood in the opposite sense, that is as endorsements of 
popular political capacity. The paper focuses on the people (populus) as the most important term 
to watch as legal theory changed in the course of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries. 
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