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Patrons and Clients in Roman Society
In the ancient Roman society, a very distinctive relationship between the patrons and their clients governed by patronage existed. The relationship was defined by a hierarchy that meant that the clients were immediate subjects of patrons. In addition, obligations that the clients were obligated with were mutual in nature. The patron was the all-time master of the clients since they were protected from being exploited. According to Williamson (2015), the client was viewed as poor and as an inferior person in front of the patron. As a matter of fact, both were in the same levels but the patron had a higher accumulation of wealth compared to the client. Again, the patron processed a lot of power and prestige during the eras that the ancient Roman society was active. Wealth was the main aspect that the patrons were concerned with thus exploiting their clients by any means. Basically, masters who had control over the entire life of their subjects concentrated on accumulating more wealth over anything else. The Roman society can be said to have some of the aspects that Paul highlighted in the Pauline epistles such as corruption, wealth, role of leaders and poverty among others. For instance,the aspect of material procession over seeking the gospel of God as asserted in Paul’s letters is evident. As a matter of fact, this aspect was violated by patrons with time who were interested in gaining profits via ways that violated the human era. Hence, the paper will discuss the upper and lower class, nature and rules, impact of patronage and the organization and communities during the roman society. 
Upper Class and the Lower Class
In the Roman society, there were two main classes that defined the overall hierarchy that Rome had. One of the classes was the upper class. The upper class involved rich merchants and landowners who were actively involved in politics and legal matters. In addition, members who associated themselves with the upper class belonged to the group of the patricians. The patrician era can be traced from the times of Romulus who became a founder and a powerful leader of Rome. The wealthy businessmen were also classified under the upper class and were ranked below the patricians despite their prestige and wealth (Stepan, 2015). Furthermore, members of the upper class wore different and unique dressing codes in order to differentiate themselves from the members of the lower class. Moreover, they also behaved in a certain way that portrayed manners as ways to distinguish them from members of the lower class. On the other hand, the lower class involved groups like patrons, plebeiansand some patricians were classified under the lower class. Despite the fact that these groups had a lot of wealth and enjoyed prestige, they were seen as subjects of members who enjoyed being in the upper-class level.
Nature of Patronage
Law court was a fundamental element that influenced the relationship between a patron and the client. Despite the patronage not being a legal contract that had terms and regulations, it was supported by laws that had been formed during the early times. Consequently, the client viewed their obligations as a responsibility that they had to accommodate. This was based on customs that were emphasized by Paul in his epistles. Clients accommodated qualities such as respect, reliability and trust among others in order to show that they were fully devoted. With time, the patronage relationship now became a kind of network that involved other parties. It meant that clients could deal with more than one patron since this had the benefits of accumulating more profits and power (Dominik, 2017).However, the networking that existed between that patron and the clients had the disadvantages of arguments and conflicts since some patrons wanted to own clients fully. Therefore, more social bonds that were complex in the different societies during the ancient Roman society continued to thrive. 
Again, the client and the patron were also governed by laws that disallowed them to accuse each other in court and to avoid injuring each other. According to Williamson (2014), the client was fully submissive to the patronof the ancient Roman society. For instance, the client in the Roman society accompanied their respective clients into war as this was also the case during the Middle Ages. In this case, the clients were seen as minor people since they were just followers and controlled subjects. Moreover, when the clients died in wars, their patrons inherited their property as long as they did not have heirs. 
Rules of Patronage
The concept of patronage involved several rules that had to be followed rather than just picking individuals randomly. Again, patronage had developed to be a system that gradually changed over the years as the issue of patrons and clients in the Roman society began being embraced by many masters. One of the rules that governed patronage was greetings (Haeussler, 2016). The clients were required to greet their patrons using a form of greeting called the salutation in every morning after they woke up. This form of greeting signified respect and loyalty to the patrons since the clients worked under them until death. In addition, the greetings were to be always accompanied by the favors or requests that the clients hoped of getting from their clients. For that reason, clients were at times referred as salutatores.
Clients were demanded to show and give political and personal support to their clients. As a matter of fact, clients were expected to care for the welfareof their patrons in all matters of their lives. Hence, it was possible for patrons to count the number of clients they possessed based on votes. Consequently, the patrons were also expected to make the lives of the clients easy by providing them with basic commodities such as food, water and shelter. According to Garnsey & Saller (2014), basic commodities such as food and water were hard to find since they were used as crucial aspects ofthe trade.  In addition, patrons were also expected to offer legal aid and counsel to their clients in cases where their conflicts emerged. Hence, patrons were always hailed since they were seen as the only group that had the power to provide these privileges.
Again, the issue of converting of clients to slaves was also a crucial rule that governed patronage in the Roman society. Some of the clients who worked for the patrons belonged to the plebian class although they had not served as slaves in their lives. Again, other clients were slaves who had been exploited by their masters but had managed to free themselves. The individuals who belonged to the class of plebian had the freedom to choose the patron that suited them or even at times change their patrons in case they were exploited or injured. For that reason, the freed slaves who at times called freedmen or liberti immediately became clients who were controlled by former owners. Their new roles were characterized by new obligations that were to be strictly completed. 
Impacts of the Patronage System
One of the impacts that can be attributed to patronage system is the undeniable expansion and growth of the Roman Empire. The Roman Empire in relation to the days that Paul used to peach through the epistles is known for significant changes that were later responsible for the development of the medieval society. The expansion of Rome was propelled by the many states that were small in the clans that were led by patrons and masters (Alwine, 2016). Through this small states, trade of all types of products was conducted according to certain rules and customs of law. However, these rules and customs of law violated the teachings of Paul that were asserted in the epistles. It is clearly stated in Pauline epistles that masters should not exploit their subjects and that they should only claim ownership of what they truly possess. This was evidently violated since with time, clients were exploited by their clients simply because they were more interested in making profits atthe expense of the welfare of their client’s state. In addition, Rome expanded as a result of the trade activities that were actively conducted by the patrons. Instead of the governments removing the small states and replace them with governments, it continued appointing strong roman leaders whose only interests were to expand Rome. 
Again, the general welfare of the lives of the clients was improved. Initially, the patrons were expected to provide support and services such as food, drinks, shelter and legal guidance. According to Duncan (2016),the clients were generally poor since they acted as subjects to the patrons. As long as they were loyal to the patrons, they received privileges that they were promised. Even though the clients had to work and allow b controlled by their respective patrons, their lives in all aspects improved. Again, those that had no food or with no relatives to depend on were assisted by the patrons with conditions. For that reason, patronage can be attributed to being the cause and reason as to why the social welfare of the clients improved though it cost them their freedom. 
Patronage fuelled corruption practices in the Roman society. In reference to the Pauline epistles written by Paul, corruption was unethical since it aimed at neglecting the aspect of being content with what one possesses. Moreover, Paul taught and warned leaders and their followers against engaging in corrupt activities. In those days, the society was corrupt since people had embraced corruption too. However, the Roman society was characterized by corrupt leaders who only concentrated in accumulating profits and wealth at the expense of other people interests (Stepan, 2014). Consequently, patrons evaded taxation and received bribes while they heavily taxed their subjects. The clients were violated when they refused to cooperate with their patrons. The economic and the political states in Rome can be associated with the factors that promoted more corrupt activities among the patrons and masters. Trade and fighting over political positions facilitated corruption since people wanted power and prestige at all costs. Therefore, the patrons and masters only increased cases of corruption in the Roman society through patronage. 
Organizations and Communities
Patronage acted as a model that can be used to explain the reason as to why leaders in the Roman society established ties in the clans that they controlled. According to Garnsey & Saller (2014), responsibilities that the clients had were seen as obligations that they had to perform. Again, different organizations and communities were managed by various leaders who were governors, conquerors and patrons to some extent. For example, Marcelli had the responsibility of patronizing the Sicilians because Marcellus had managed to conqueror Syracuse. Again, the families that were under organizations and communities acted as fundamental avenues that patrons used to add more clients to their businesses in order to fulfill their interests. 
In a nutshell, upper and lower class, nature and rules, the impact of patronage and the organization and communities during the Roman society clearly shows the relationship that existed between the patrons and the clients. In the Roman society, the network system that involved both the patrons and the clients ensured mushrooming of Rome in general. Rome thrived with the help of clients who worked very hard for their patrons since they were received benefits and privileges. The small states that the patrons and masters controlled, clients were loyal to their subjects as they respected their working relationships.  For that reason, Rome expanded through the activities of the clients in what it is today. 
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