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I nt  r o d uction    

Melissa Lane

This volume presents the reader with Aristotle’s Politics, one 
of the most fecund and profound works of ancient Greek 
political philosophy. Written, or perhaps compiled as lec-
ture notes, in the fourth century BCE (Aristotle lived from 
384 to 322), it offers an account of politics as oriented to-
ward the fulfillment and flourishing of human nature while 
also surveying the landscape of actual and possible political 
institutions and the dynamics of political conflict. Its vision 
of political community as ethically valuable has soared into 
political philosophy, while its attention to the sordid side of 
politics has been likewise influential. The work is remarkable 
in being a source for both the idealism of Thomas Aquinas 
and the realism of Niccolò Machiavelli.

The Politics is anticipated at the end of one of Aristotle’s 
great ethical treatises, the Nicomachean Ethics, insofar as for 
most humans to become good, they need to be brought up 
under good laws, which requires study of the science of   legis-
lation and of politics and constitutions more generally. This 
volume takes the story from politics to the specifics of con-
stitutional history and practice in Athens and on to a further 
exploration of an Aristotelian perspective on economics. It 
does so by including two works—the Economics and the Con-
stitution of Athens—that are standardly included and trans-
lated as part of Aristotle’s corpus of works, as in the Revised 
Oxford Translation volume from which the translations 
here are taken. However, the authenticity of the ascription of 
these two works to Aristotle is today “seriously doubted” and 
often denied outright, in the case of the Economics,1 and not 

1 The Economics is marked by a single asterisk in the table of contents 
of The Complete Works of Aristotle: The Revised Oxford Translation, edited by  
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universally accepted by scholars, in the case of the Constitu-
tion of   Athens.2 The Economics most likely dates, in part or as 
a whole, from after Aristotle’s death3 (and its various books 
were probably penned by one or more members of his Peri-
patetic school, so called from the scholars’ habit of walking 
as they talked); the Constitution of   Athens was most likely com-

Jonathan Barnes, vol. 2 (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1984), and 
on the title page of the work. This symbol is explained in its “Note to the 
Reader,” p. vii: “The traditional corpus aristotelicum contains several works 
which were certainly or probably not written by Aristotle. A single asterisk 
against the title of a work indicates that its authenticity has been seriously 
doubted; a pair of asterisks indicates that its spuriousness has never been 
seriously contested.” In a major recent edition of the text, the editor com-
ments that it is “certamente spurio” (certainly spurious). See Marcello Va-
lente, “Introduction,” to [Aristotele], Economici, edited with introduction, 
revised text, translation and commentary by Marcello Valente (Alessandria: 
Edizioni dell’Orso, 2011), pp. 5–38, at p. 5. 

2 While the Constitution of Athens is not marked by any asterisk or pair 
of asterisks in The Complete Works of   Aristotle: The Revised Oxford Translation, 
scholars disagree about whether it should be considered to have been written 
by Aristotle himself or by members of his Lyceum, perhaps under his direc-
tion. The author of the principal commentary on the work, P. J. Rhodes, con-
cludes his introduction to that commentary thus: “On the evidence which 
we have, Aristotle could have written this work himself, but I do not believe 
he did. That does not diminish the interest and importance of   [Constitution of  
Athens].” See P. J. Rhodes, “Introduction,” in P. J. Rhodes, A Commentary on 
the Aristotelian Athenaion Politeia (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1981), pp. 1–63, 
at p. 63. Some other studies of the work, however, defend it as authentic; see 
for example, John J. Keaney, The Composition of   Aristotle’s Athenaion Politeia: 
Observation and Explanation (New York: Oxford University Press, 1992). 

3 One attribution of the Economics in antiquity was to Aristotle’s student 
Theophrastus. Many scholars, including Valente, Economici, consider its 
books likely to have been composed, perhaps by different authors, in the late 
fourth century or early third century BCE, though debate continues about 
the exact dating, especially of Book II. For example, a major edition of  
Book II in 1933 dated that book to 325–300 BCE, with its discussion of royal 
and satrapal economies referring to the Achaemenid Empire. See B. A. van 
Groningen, ed., Le second livre de l’Économique (Leiden: Société d’éditions 
A. W. Sijthoff, 1933). In contrast, one recent scholar has argued for a date 
of c.275 BCE for Book II, referring instead to the Seleucid Empire. See  
G. G. Aperghis, The Seleukid Royal Economy: The Finances and Financial Ad-
ministration of the Seleukid Empire (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
2004), p. 175. 
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piled by a member or members of the Lyceum overseen by 
Aristotle, if not written by him.

In their close connections to Aristotle’s circle in his life-
time and after his death, these two works help us respectively 
to understand important implications and extensions of his 
thought about politics for the management of households 
and estates—a topic introduced in Book I of the Politics and 
in the Economics—as well as the analysis of constitutional 
change and institutions, treated especially in Books IV–VI of 
the Politics and exhibited in the Constitution of   Athens. The Eco-
nomics (its second book in particular) extends the geographi-
cal and chronological range of the volume, for, unlike Aristot
le’s Politics, it does not focus its discussion of political forms 
on the Greek type of state known as the polis—the distinctive 
Greek political unit, composed of a single urban center sur-
rounded by an agricultural hinterland, generally animated by 
a shared communal identity. Instead it reaches out beyond 
the polis to consider also the economic management of royal 
domains and satrapal provinces associated with some of the 
great empires that would consolidate their domination of the 
Greek world in the years following Aristotle’s death—for he 
died less than a year after his erstwhile pupil Alexander the 
Great, whose empire was then carved up among his generals.

Politics

The Politics is advertised at the end of the Nicomachean Ethics as 
a necessary turn to “study the question of the constitution, in 
order to complete to the best of our ability the philosophy of 
human nature” (EN X.9, 1181b14–15). Indeed Aristotle there 
sets out a fuller program for the discussion that is needed 
to inform would-be legislators. It is to include a “review” of 
what previous thinkers on the subject have said well (done 
in Book II of the Politics); a study of   “what sorts of influence 
preserve and destroy states, and what sorts preserve or de-
stroy the particular kinds of constitution, and to what causes 
it is due that some are well and others ill administered” (done 
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primarily in Books IV–VI of the Politics); and, building on 
these, seeing “which constitution is best, and how each must 
be ordered, and what laws and customs it must use” (done 
primarily in Books VII and VIII of the Politics, returning to 
an earlier question of “what form of government . . . is best 
suited to states in general,” as opposed to “what is possible 
and what is easily attainable by all” [IV.1, 1288b33–39]).

This three-part program is undergirded, especially in Books I  
and III of the Politics, by an analysis of the nature of politics, 
the political community, humans as political animals, being a 
citizen, and a constitution. These books are perhaps the most 
original and influential of the whole work. Because they also 
provide relevant background for the other texts included in 
this volume (the Economics and Constitution of   Athens, respec-
tively), a selective overview of their arguments will serve here 
as an orientation to the Politics as a whole.

Book I begins by defining a polis as a kind of community 
or koinonia, a shared and mutually dependent way of life. In-
deed the polis is defined as the highest kind of community, 
embracing all others, and as coming into being for the sake of 
mere life (physical survival) but maintaining its existence for 
the sake of the good life. The good here is to be understood 
as the happiness that consists principally or exclusively, de-
pending on how Aristotle’s ethical works are understood, in 
the actualization of one’s rational capacities, both practical 
and theoretical. Humans are not the only “political” animals 
(ants, bees, and cranes are among those also considered “po-
litical” by Aristotle), but we are more so, by virtue of   being the 
only ones endowed with the power of speech. Speech and the 
reasoning that it facilitates allow us not only to vocally signify 
pleasure or pain but also to articulate what is expedient and 
inexpedient, just and unjust.

Yet while humans naturally have the capacity and indeed 
the need to live in a political community, being not individu-
ally self-sufficient, this does not mean that we will always do 
so or that we will always act justly toward one another. In-
deed, shortly after making his famous declaration that “it is 
evident that the state is a creation of nature, and that man 
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is by nature a political animal” (I.2, 1253a1–3), Aristotle ac-
knowledges that some men will choose to pursue “armed in-
justice” against one another (I.2, 1253a33–34). This is because 
the capacity to make evaluative judgments about ethics and 
politics does not ensure that this capacity will be exercised 
correctly. We pursue what we judge to be expedient or just, 
not necessarily what actually is so. Hence our political actions 
are likely to differ profoundly, and sometimes violently, from 
those of others, whether because our judgments are simply 
mistaken, shaded by different upbringing and customs, or 
systematically distorted by individual or group interests (all 
mechanisms of disagreement that the Politics explores). Such 
diverse perceptions, judgments, and orientations are among 
the sources of the dizzying multiplicity of political forms that 
arise on Aristotle’s account notwithstanding his claim that 
humans are political animals. Indeed they arise precisely be-
cause of   what that claim means when properly understood.

At the beginning of Book III of the Politics, Aristotle ac-
knowledges just this diversity in making the very definition 
of a citizen relative to a specific kind of state—for “[h]e who 
is a citizen in a democracy will often not be a citizen in an oli-
garchy” (III.1, 1275a3–5). This example would have been es-
pecially significant for his contemporaries, for Greece in the 
century or so before Aristotle wrote had been marked by an 
ongoing struggle between emergent democracies, embodied 
and led for most of the period by Athens (where Aristotle 
studied and later taught, but of   which he was never a citizen), 
and oligarchies in which a relatively small and wealthy elite 
group ruled and sometimes exploited a much larger group 
of poorer people, embodied and led during the fifth-century 
Peloponnesian War by Sparta. (At the same time, the Greeks 
were contending with monarchies and tyrannies of various 
kinds, both within Greece and in neighboring societies such 
as Persia.) Each of these different political forms is a con-
stitution or form of government, in Greek a politeia, a word 
that can refer not just to a narrow set of legal rules but to the 
whole set of practices that define the distinctive nature of a 
given society.
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For a constitution to be well ordered, it must both aim at 
the common good and also treat equal citizens equally—a 
citizen being understood as someone in a given constitu-
tion who is eligible to hold a magistracy or office. Aristotle 
identifies six principal kinds of constitutions. Three are good 
forms, in which the rulers aim at the common good of all 
the citizens: kingship, or the (good) rule of one; aristocracy, 
or the (good) rule of a few; and what Aristotle calls simply 
“constitution” or “constitutional government” to signify the 
(good) rule of the many. To each of these there corresponds 
a perverted counterpart, a form of government in which the 
ruling individual or group aims at their own good rather than 
the good of the whole: tyranny, oligarchy, and democracy (a 
word that Aristotle chooses to reserve here for the flawed 
constitutional form).

Unlike in the household, where natural capacities to rule 
and be ruled are (according to Aristotle) distributed in such 
a way as to enshrine ongoing hierarchical inequality, in the 
political domain, citizens who are equals are not naturally 
suited to be permanently ruled by others, nor is any one of 
them naturally suited permanently to rule. Kingship, on this 
account, would be suitable only where one person was in fact 
so superlative in excellence as to be uniquely suited to per-
manent rule. As this suggests, the question of   who is to be 
counted as an equal is in practice one of the most central, and 
controversial, questions that any regime must confront. Are 
the common people to be counted as equals to the elite, as in 
polities and democracies, or are the elite able to insist that 
only those wealthy enough should count as full citizens who  
are eligible for office, as in the case of oligarchies? In Books IV– 
VI of the Politics, Aristotle details the rival understandings of 
equality, and therefore of justice, that partisans of oligarchy 
and democracy develop, and that animate both their own dis-
tribution of offices and their hostility toward one another. By 
contrast, the best constitution generally speaking, when Ar-
istotle turns to discuss it in Books VII and VIII, will be one in 
which all citizens are equal in moral excellence or virtue and 
in their capacity to act as citizens.
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The oikos and the polis: Book I of   the  
Politics as the basis for the Economics

We must return now to another part of Book I of the Poli-
tics: its discussion of the origin of the polis, both chronologi-
cally and functionally, in the household, or oikos. The origin 
of the polis is in primordial relationships, the simplest forms 
of community, that meet two specific kinds of particular and 
reciprocal needs: the need that male and female have for each 
other in reproduction, and the need of what Aristotle calls 
“natural ruler and subject” for each other, “that both may 
be preserved” (I.2, 1252a30–31). Notice that, in Aristotle’s 
view, each of these is rooted in nature (  phusis), meaning the 
natural potential for growth and actualization of capacities 
belonging to a being, primarily by virtue of its belonging to a 
certain kind. Aristotle writes in Book III that “a state is not 
a mere society, having a common place, established for the 
prevention of mutual crime and for the sake of exchange”; 
rather, “to choose to live together is friendship,” so that both 
the primordial relationships and the common life of the polis 
as a whole serve the end of the good life or living well (III.9, 
1280b29–31, 1280b38–39). This remains the case even when 
that common life is structured according to principles of hi-
erarchy that stem from differences in the developed natures 
of its members.

Natural ruler and natural subject are, according to Aris-
totle, found in principle in three sets of relationships within 
the household. He claims that a man with fully developed ra-
tional capacity is naturally able and suited to rule a woman 
whose rational faculty is less steady, a child whose rational 
faculty is undeveloped, and a slave whose rational faculty is 
stunted so as to be able only to serve as an instrument for the 
master’s pursuit of the good life, not to determine or pursue 
virtuous ends alone. It should be noted that all these claims 
evince some tensions in Aristotle’s own writing, such as 
whether these various fulfillments and limits in rational fac-
ulties are either internally consistent or typically manifested. 
It should also be noted that Aristotle’s account of natural 
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slavery was both unique in antiquity (so far as we know) and 
essentially irrelevant to the practices of Greek slavery at the 
time, which for the most part were viewed as originating 
simply in victory in war. Nevertheless, his claims about the 
value of subordination of those who are natural slaves, and 
of women to men, would have powerfully damaging effects 
in justifying many institutions and practices of domination 
in later centuries, for example in the early modern Spanish 
conquest of the Americas and in the rationalizations offered 
for slavery in the nineteenth-century United States.

Economics

To govern the household consisting of the relationships out
lined here, together with the property needed to support them,  
is a skill, a form of knowledge or expertise named oikonomia 
or oikonomikē. In Book I of the Politics, Aristotle is emphatic 
that the expertise of governing an oikos is not the same as 
the expertise of governing a polis (contrary to the approach 
taken in Plato’s Statesman, where the expertise possessed by 
the statesman, king, slavemaster, and household manager is 
said to be one and the same). He offers a discussion of the ex-
pertise of governing a household. This discussion famously 
distinguishes between the proper or natural aim of achiev-
ing a limited supply of money and property necessary to live  
the good life, and the unleashing of the arts of   wealth-getting 
through commerce, usury, service, and exchange in an un-
limited way that confuses money and property as means to 
the good life with their being ends in themselves.

Because for Aristotle oikonomia denotes the governance 
of the oikos for the sake of the good life, translations of it as 
“economics,” while widespread, are potentially misleading. 
Modern “economics” is generally viewed as an autonomous 
science that includes the “economic” interactions of both 
households and whole societies and indeed the international 
order. By contrast, scholars continue to debate whether Ar-
istotle’s interests in the Politics (and in related discussions 
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of money, wealth, and exchange in Nicomachean Ethics V.5) 
are so oriented by his ethical concerns that they cannot even 
be called properly “economic” in a modern sense.4 And this 
debate is closely related to another, about whether the clas-
sical Greek economy itself can be considered “an economy” 
with recognizably modern institutions and dynamics based 
on prices, trade, and money, or whether the relevant classi-
cal Greek practices were so embedded in broader social prac-
tices that no autonomous economic analysis could make 
sense of them.5

Without seeking to resolve these controversies here, one 
way to approach just what Aristotle was doing in Book I of the 
Politics, and just what the anonymous Peripatetic author(s) of  
the Economics were doing in their turn, is to consider what it 
meant for Greeks at the time to compose works focusing on 
oikonomia. It has been noted that such works, known as logoi 
oikonomikoi, became an established fourth-century literary  
genre, generally accompanied by writings on marriage, an in
dication of their oikos-centered focus.6 The “earliest extant 
Greek didactic work” to focus on the oikos is Xenophon’s Oi
konomos.7 (In this Introduction, his work will be referred to 
by its common Latin title Oeconomicus, while the English title 
Economics is reserved here for the relevant pseudo-Aristotelian 
work that appears in the present volume.)

Xenophon’s Oeconomicus clearly serves as a source and 
model for Books I and III of the Economics, even though the 
two works diverge in some important respects. In style, Xen
ophon uses the Socratic dialogue form, while the Economics 
does not. In substance, Xenophon argues that husband and 

4 For a useful overview that takes a distinct but intermediate position, see 
Scott Meikle, Aristotle’s Economic Thought (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1995).

5 The debate pits “primitivists,” such as Moses Finley and Karl Polanyi, 
against “modernists,” such as Michael Rostovtzeff.

6 Basileios A. Kyrkos and Christos P. Baloglou, eds., [Aristotle’s] Oiko-
nomika (Athēna: Hērodotos, 2013), p. 295.

7 Sarah B. Pomeroy, Xenophon, Oeconomicus: A Social and Historical Com-
mentary, with a New English Translation (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1994),  
p. 41.
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wife should equally govern children, for example, versus the 
gender hierarchy that the Economics posits as natural. But in 
understanding oikonomia to be focused on the increase of  
wealth without any limits, the Economics is much closer to Xen
ophon in treating the four functions of acquiring, guarding, 
ordering, and using wealth on a par than it is to Aristotle’s in-
sistence on natural limits to the acquisition of   wealth in Book I 
of the Politics.

In contrast to the clear fourth-century BCE genre that can 
be established as background for Books I and III of the Eco-
nomics, its Book II is sui generis (a point sometimes invoked 
in claims that it may have had a different author), for rather 
than contrasting the governing of an oikos with governing of 
a polis as do both Xenophon and Aristotle, Book II of the Eco-
nomics extends the idea of oikonomia to include four kinds: of 
the royal domain, the gubernatorial domain (that of an im-
perial province), the polis, and the individual. This extends 
the idea of household management to the idea of the admin-
istration of the finances of a city more generally (an idea, it 
has been noted, for which there is some fourth-century BCE 
precedent, in a speech by the Athenian orator Dinarchus criti-
cizing his rival Demosthenes for his uselessness in managing 
oikonomia involved in the city).8

Book II then goes on to a collection of notable histori-
cal stratagems for acquiring money, for the most part in the 
context of governing or administering a political community. 
Some involve self-denial, as in the case of the Lacedaemo-
nians (Spartans) choosing to fast for a day in order to save 
money to give to the Samians for safe passage home after a  
war. Others involve clever ruses for exploitation, such as   Tim
otheus the Athenian’s decision to sell to the Samians he was  
besieging the very produce of their own lands, or Memnon 
the Rhodian’s exploitation of his power in Lampsacus by 
first exacting tribute from the wealthy and then comman-
deering a forced loan of the very proceeds from the poor that 
the wealthy had collected to cover the original tribute. These 

8 Din. In Dem. [I] 96–97, a reference cited in Valente, Economici, p. 6. 
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stratagems often involve ruses, ranging from those practiced 
by a people or demos to those by tyrants, governors, or satraps. 
Most of the measures described are ad hoc ways for a ruler, or 
a people as a whole, to get hold of money or resources in times 
of immediate need. While some involve the establishment of 
institutions (such as a tax assessment by the Athenians in 
Potidaea), virtually none involve what we today would con-
sider public macroeconomic interventions. “Economics” in 
Book II is not macroeconomic policy but rather, as befits the 
name, the clever management of a royal or public domain, or 
use of royal or public powers, for short-term financial gain. It 
treats the science of oikonomia as applying directly to political 
domains—a further indication that the work is not authenti-
cally by Aristotle, given that Book I of the Politics begins by de-
nying that the forms of rule of statesman, king, householder, 
and master are the same.

Constitution of Athens

Just as Aristotle’s views about the naturalness of slavery did 
not blind him to the fact that many who were in fact legally 
enslaved should not have been so according to his theory, his 
views about the naturalness of the political life did not lead 
him to suppose that all human beings do in fact choose, or  
have the opportunity to choose, to live such a life. The Poli-
tics is as interested in tyrannies, which are perverted political 
orders (or, strictly, nonorders), and in the clashes between 
democrats and oligarchs, each of whom have in Aristotle’s 
view a perverted understanding of the values of equality and  
justice that politics should instantiate, as it is in defining the 
kind of polis that one would wish and pray to live in. While 
“democracy” is used by Aristotle as the name of an inher-
ently flawed regime, it commands considerable attention 
throughout the Politics as the constitution of Athens for 
most of its recent political history (and as a widespread form 
of constitution elsewhere in the Greek world in the fifth and 
fourth centuries BCE as well). And so one would expect that  
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in the “collection of constitutions” that the Nicomachean Eth-
ics mentions having been assembled as a source for the Poli-
tics—in which there were said in antiquity to be 158 individ-
ual constitutions (Diogenes Laertius V.27)—Athens would 
feature significantly.

And indeed the Constitution of Athens preserved in the Ar-
istotelian corpus is a remarkable text, as much because of its  
textual history as because of the intrinsic interest of its sub
ject matter for modern readers—for while fragments and an
cient citations of many of the 158 constitutions survive, only 
that of Athens has been preserved in extensive (if still incom-
plete) textual form, recovered from two papyri in the late 
nineteenth century. It is difficult to know how typical this 
“constitution” may have been compared to the others in the 
collection, given the exceptionally extensive nature of the 
documentation of Athenian law and politics that existed even 
in antiquity. Nor was the Aristotelian collection of constitu-
tions unique in being dubbed “Constitution of   [  X  ]” (where X is 
the people of a polis; the title here translated as Constitution of 
Athens is literally in Greek Constitution of the Athenians). Once 
again, Xenophon offers us useful points of comparison, in 
that he wrote a Constitution of the Spartans (discussions of the 
Spartan constitution having generally predated those of the 
constitutions of other cities), and in his corpus there is also 
preserved a Constitution of the Athenians that is now believed to 
have been written, probably in the late fifth century BCE, by an 
unknown author sometimes referred to as the Old Oligarch.9 
(While the titles of the ps.-Xenophontic and of the (pseudo?)-
Aristotelian accounts of the constitution of the Athenians are 
identical in Greek, this Introduction distinguishes between 
them in English by using Constitution of the Athenians for the 
pseudo-Xenophontic work, while reserving Constitution of Ath
ens for the Aristotelian or pseudo-Aristotelian work contained  

9 An accessible edition, with a helpful introduction to the questions 
of dating and authorship, is Robin Osborne, ed., The Old Oligarch: Pseudo-
Xenophon’s Constitution of   Athens (London: London Association of Classical 
Teachers, 2004).
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in the present volume.) These works serve as a useful context 
to pinpoint what is expected, and distinctive, in the Aristote-
lian text included in this volume.

Xenophon’s Constitution of the Spartans was likely to have 
been fairly typical of the general classical Greek genre of   “con-
stitution of ” works. While it discusses the Spartans’ political 
institutions, it dwells far more on their customary practices, 
in particular their distinctive ways of organizing the activi-
ties of   women, marriage, and the education of children, as all 
shaped to contribute to the austere military prowess needed 
to subordinate the helot serfs who provided the Spartan citi-
zens with subsistence. By contrast, the Constitution of the Athe-
nians found in Xenophon’s corpus is a very different, and un-
usual, kind of work. It takes up a distinctive, argumentative 
point of   view, that of a self-identified Athenian who is hostile 
to the contemporaneous democratic Athenian constitution 
for its assertion of popular power over the more wealthy and 
educated (and so, he takes it, worthier) elite, but who nev-
ertheless devotes himself to explaining the mechanisms by 
which the Athenian poor majority successfully maintain their 
hegemony within the constitution.

In contrast to the explicitly partisan perspective adopted 
by pseudo-Xenophon in his Constitution of the Athenians, the 
Aristotelian Constitution of Athens in the present volume—
whether written by Aristotle himself or by his students under 
his supervision—adopts a primarily analytical and histori-
cal approach (which is not to say that it betrays no political 
sympathies). Its account is summed up in the delineation of 
eleven distinct “constitutions” in that history, the institu-
tions of the last of   which (that current at the time of   writing) 
are then described in depth. The innovations by Draco and 
Solon; the complex nature of the Pisistratid “tyranny,” and 
its overthrow by a popular revolution giving legislative power  
to Cleisthenes to reorganize the tribes and demes, making the 
constitution “much more democratic”; the roles of Pericles 
and Ephialtes in redefining citizenship by birth and curtailing 
the traditional powers of the aristocratic Council of the Ar-
eopagus; the two attempted oligarchical coups that punctuated  
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Athens’ waning fortunes during the Peloponnesian War with 
Sparta in 411 BCE and then its devastating loss in 404; the 
successful popular resistance to the Thirty who had led the 
most brutal of those coups and the eventual pioneering am-
nesty established by the restored democracy; and the bevy of 
complicated procedures for the offices of the “constitution of 
the present day” (including some chosen by election, some 
by lottery, many boards of collective responsibility, restric-
tions on repeating in office, procedures for scrutiny and ac-
countability, and the complex voting procedures in the pop-
ular jury courts) all give a reader perhaps the best orientation 
to ancient Athenian politics and especially Athenian democ-
racy one could hope to find.

This is to say that the Constitution of Athens furnishes much 
of its own historical context; it has been an enormously im-
portant historical source even where, and often because, it 
contradicts other ancient evidence. Indeed, on certain points  
of detail, it contradicts the Politics, something with which 
modern historians have coped in various ways (either by posit-
ing a sequence between the texts or sometimes by using this 
to support the claim that Aristotle could not have been the 
author). Yet other aspects of its composition seem to be Ar-
istotelian in a deeper sense. One of the most interesting is its 
willingness to characterize as “democratic” constitutional re-
forms that took place long before the events generally taken 
by modern historians to have established democracy proper. 
Whereas the earliest Athenian constitutions are said to have 
given the people “no share in anything” (AP 2), the sixth- 
century lawgiver Solon is credited with having given the com-
mon people a share in the assembly and the juries, though no 
eligibility for holding the offices proper. The author does not 
hesitate to call that role of the people in the juries, together 
with the abolition of debts secured on a person’s bodily ser
vices and the introduction of a right of prosecution on any-
one’s behalf, the “most democratic features” of Solon’s con
stitution (AP 9). Doing so would seem anachronistic to a 
modern historian. Yet it fits into a typically Aristotelian tel
eological explanation of something’s development in terms 
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of its ultimate end or realization. In this sense, many aspects 
of the basic orientation of the Constitution of   Athens are imbued 
with an Aristotelian approach and show us Aristotle’s political 
theory put in motion to explain the history of Athens, whether 
or not the text was written by Aristotle himself.

Two of   the most fundamental aspects of Aristotle’s Politics are 
its treatment of the oikos as a building block of the polis and its 
analysis of constitutions as fundamental to the study of poli-
tics. The latter project is complemented by the Constitution of 
Athens, which brings its analysis to life in the vicissitudes of 
Athenian history, while the former is extended in the Econom-
ics both in terms of the oikos itself and in a novel extension of 
oikonomia to political domains both within and outside the 
polis. The texts collected in this volume can help to illuminate 
one another and to corroborate what this Introduction began 
by calling the extraordinary fecundity and profundity of Aris-
totle’s Politics.10

Note on the Text

This note has been adapted in large part from notes in The 
Complete Works of   Aristotle, edited by Jonathan Barnes (Prince
ton University Press, 1984), repeating those notes verbatim 
where relevant.

The texts contained in this volume are taken from the 
translations contained in The Complete Works of Aristotle pub-
lished by Princeton University Press in 1984, which was in 
turn a revision, by Jonathan Barnes, of the eleven volumes 
of the Oxford Translation of Aristotle, which had been pub-
lished between 1908 and 1954. The Oxford Translation was 
undertaken under the auspices of the Jowett Copyright Trust-
ees, a body set up under the will of Benjamin Jowett, Master 

10 The research assistance for this Introduction provided by Emily Hulme 
and René de Nicolay, and funded by Princeton University, is gratefully 
acknowledged.
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of Balliol College, Oxford, from 1870 to 1893. The original 
Oxford translation of the Politics was by Benjamin Jowett and 
for the 1984 edition was checked against the Greek text edited 
by A. Dreizehnter, published in Munich in 1970. The original 
Oxford translation of the Economics was by E. S. Forster; be-
cause the original Oxford translation did not include Book III 
of the Economics, the text of which is known only from Latin 
manuscripts rather than from any original Greek source, the 
1984 edition, as here, included a translation of that book re-
printed by permission of   The Loeb Classical Library (William 
Heinemann and Harvard University Press). The Greek text 
used for checking the 1984 edition of the Economics was that by 
B. A. van Groningen and A. Wartelle, published in the Collec-
tion Budé series in Paris in 1968. The original Oxford transla-
tion of the Constitution of   Athens was by F. G. Kenyon from the 
Greek text edited by Kenyon, published in the Oxford Classi-
cal Texts series in 1920, the same text used to check the 1984 
edition. The Bollingen Foundation and the Benjamin Jowett 
Trust made the present paperback edition possible through 
their permission and support.

The numerals printed in the outer margins key the trans-
lation to Immanuel Bekker’s standard edition of the Greek 
text of Aristotle of 1831. References consist of a page num-
ber, a column letter, and a line number. Thus “1343a” marks 
column one of page 1343 of Bekker’s edition; and the follow-
ing “5,” “10,” “15,” etc., stand against lines 5, 10, 15, etc., of 
that column of text. Bekker references of this type are found 
in most editions of Aristotle’s works, and they are used by all 
scholars who write about Aristotle (usually citing those in 
the Greek text, as is the case with the references given in the 
Introduction to this volume). The assistance of Merrick An-
derson in checking the placement of the Bekker references  
in the present edition is gratefully acknowledged.
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acquisition of property/wealth. See 
wealth-getting

aristocracy/aristocracies: claims to 
rule in, 80; distribution of offices 
in, 107; as a form of government, 
103–4; kingship, as superior to, 
87; polities and, 107; revolution 
and dissension as danger for, 
139–41

Athens: constitution of (see 
constitution of Athens, existing; 
constitution of Athens, history 
of ); political history of (see 
political history of Athens)

best life: active life as, 184–85; 
divisions of the soul and, 202–3; 
happiness and well-being as 
ends of, 199–200; for men and 
states, 110–13, 178–81, 183–85; 
of philosopher vs. of statesman, 
181; political rule and ends of, 
181–83

Carthage, constitution of, 53–55
children: citizenship status of, 66; 

deformed and excess, measures 
regarding, 208–9; education 
of (see education); excellences 
of, 21–23; held in common, 
Plato’s conception of, 25–27; 
music in the education of (see 
music); paternal rule over, 5, 
20; procreation of, 206–9, 228; 
rearing of, 209–11; Spartan 

brutalized by laborious exercises, 
216; virtuous parents as example 
for, 254

citizens: conceptions/definitions 
of, 58–61, 70, 81; in different 
forms of government, 101–4, 
106, 117, 119; distribution of of
fices among, 96, 119–20 (see 
also officials/offices); equality 
of in a constitutional state, 20; 
excellence of good men and ex
cellence of good, 62–65, 67; 
honours of the state or share of  
office as qualification for, 65–67;  
middle class, 111–12; occupations 
of in an ideal state, 192–93; in Pla
to’s Republic and Laws, 25–26, 
31–32, 34–35; Spartan, 45–50, 108

city, the: constitutions and ends 
of, 226; economy of, 233 (see also 
public finance); limits of, 61–62; 
middle class citizens constituting 
the best, 111; quality and quan
tity, composed of, 113

classes, social and economic: 
agricultural, 195–96; conflict 
between in Athens, 260, 263–64; 
in democracies, 147, 167; as 
elements of all states, 110; forms 
of government and, 70–71, 110–
14; in oligarchies, 147; property 
of, reform to limit conflict over,  
40; revolutions and, 133, 144–45;  
Solon’s resistance to, 268–71; 
supreme power in a state and,  
74–76; tyrants’ policies re
garding, 160. See also lower 

S u b j e c t  I n d e x
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classes, social and economic (cont.)
	 class/the poor; middle class; 

upper class/the rich
common interest: as justice, 78; 

true vs. perverted forms of 
government distinguished by 
regard for, 69

common meals: ancient origins of, 
194; Plato, proposed by, 34, 36, 
57; in Sparta and Crete, 31, 49, 
51; tyrants should not allow, 155; 
in a well-ordered city, 195

constitutional government: 
changes/revolutions in, 138–40 
(see also revolution(s)); the de
liberative element in, 118–19; 
as a fusion of democracy and 
oligarchy, 106, 108–9; as an un
common form of government, 
105; understood in relation to 
other forms of government, 
106–8

constitution of Athens, existing: 
additional officials and mag
istrates, 305–13, 318–20; the 
Archons, selection and func
tions of, 313–16, 318; the Coun
cil of Five Hundred, selection 
and functions of, 302, 304–8;  
the franchise and enrollment 
of citizens, 300–302; the King, 
functions of, 316–17; law-courts,  
procedures of, 317–18, 321–26; 
officers connected with military 
service, 319–20; payment received 
for services, 320; the Polemarch, 
functions of, 317; the Prytanes, 
functions of, 302–4

constitution of Athens, history of: 
Cleisthenes, reforms by, 279–81; 
democracy replaced by oligarchy 
during the Peloponnesian war, 
288–92; democratic changes 
under the auspices of Pericles, 
285–86; Draco’s constitution, 

262–63; eleven changes, sum
mary of, 299–300; first/ancient, 
261–62; ostracism, law of, 281– 
82; Solon’s constitution, 56, 
265–68

constitutions: best for most states,  
110–13; Carthaginian, 53–55; 
changes in, advisability of, 43– 
44; as a community, 23–24; con
tributors to, assessments of, 55–
58; Cretan, 50–53; definitions of, 
67, 94; the deliberative element, 
117–19; of Hippodamus, 40–43; 
ideal (see ideal state); the judicial 
element, 123–25 (see also law-
courts); offices, distribution of, 
119–23 (see also officials/offices); 
in Plato’s Republic and Laws, 24–
37; preserving, 142–48; Spartan, 
36, 45–50, 52, 108–9, 203–4; three 
elements of, 116–17. See also forms 
of government; state, the

courts of law. See law-courts
Crete: constitution of, 50–53; 

neighbors, relations with, 45

deliberative bodies, 117–19
demagogues: confiscation of prop

erty to please the people, 171; 
power of in democracies, 102; 
revolutions caused by the intem
perance of, 134–35, 147; tyrants, 
becoming, 147

democracy/democracies: 
assemblies when the citizens are 
numerous, 171–72; best kinds of, 
168–70; characteristics of, 165–
66; Cleisthenes’ constitutional 
reforms, promoted in, 280–81; 
constitutional government and, 
106–8; deception of the people 
in, devices for, 115; definitions 
of, 70, 97; the deliberative ele
ment in, 117–18; elements of, 
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variations in, 164–65; equality 
and justice in, 101, 125–26, 166– 
67; false idea of freedom in, 148; 
forms of, 101–4, 168–71; law 
of proportion applied to social 
classes in, 146–47; oligarchies 
and, distinction between, 67, 
70–71, 97–98; ostracism in, 82–
83, 281–82; as a principal form 
of government, 96–97, 112–13; 
principles of, 165; revolution and 
dissension as danger for, 126–27, 
129, 131, 134–36, 139; the rich 
and the poor in, 172; the rich in, 
145; role of the many in, 75–77;  
in Solon’s constitution, 267

economy, the: exchange, forms of, 
13–15, 18; four kinds/divisions of, 
232–33; in households, 230–31. 
See also public finance

education: branches of, 213–15; 
constitution, in the spirit of a,  
147; disagreements and ques
tions regarding, 212–13; equal, 
proposal for, 38; forms of govern
ment and, 212; gymnastic exer
cises included in, 215–17; for 
leisure activities, 213–15; liberal 
and illiberal subjects of, 213; in 
music (see music); principles of, 
203, 225; public for all citizens, 
212; reason vs. habit in early 
training, 206

equality/inequality: in democ
racies, 101, 166–67; equaliza
tion of property and, 37–40; 
justice and, 71–72, 78–79; 
kingly rule and, 89; numerical 
and proportional, distinction 
between, 127; revolutions and, 
125–28, 144

excellence(s): aristocracies and, 
105–7; external goods and, 

179; of a good man and a good 
citizen, 62–67, 202; happiness 
and, 191–93, 200; in household 
management, 20–23; of leisure, 
205; life of as best life, 180–84 
(see also best life); the mean and,  
110; in men, three things mak
ing, 201; military, 70; of the mul
titude, 75; music and, 217, 219, 
222–23; political, 72, 74, 221; 
political offices/power and, aspi
rations to, 78–83, 87, 91–92, 145– 
46; power and, 9; property and, 
35; rebellion and, 126, 133, 139; 
rule by those superior in, 9; of 
ruler and citizen, 64; of ruler and 
ruled, 21–22; in a slave, 20–22; 
of the Spartans, 205; training 
needed for the practice of, 212–13 
(see also education); unity in the 
state and loss of, 30; of a woman, 
21–23, 252, 257

families: community of wives and 
children, Plato’s conception 
of, 24–28; excellences of the 
parts of, 20–23; natural origin 
and structure of, 2–3. See also 
households and household 
management; marriage

finance of the state. See public 
finance

forms of government: best and 
worst, 95, 113; best for most 
states, the middle class and,  
110–13; changes in, revolution 
and, 130, 133, 140, 143–44, 162–
63 (see also revolution(s)); citizens 
differing under different, 60, 
66–67; claims to rule in different 
and/or combined, 80–81; com
binations of, 164; education 
and, 212 (see also education); 
evolutionary pattern of, 87–88; 
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forms of government (cont.)
	 fusions of, modes for effecting, 

107–8; human natures, kind of 
men suited for rule by different, 
91, 113–14; practical difficulties 
in defining, 70–71; reasons why 
there are many, 96, 98–101; sci
ence of government applied 
to, 93–94; true and perverted 
identified, 69–70, 94–95. See also  
aristocracy/aristocracies; con
stitutional government; de
mocracy/democracies; mon
archy; oligarchy/oligarchies

gender: duties in household 
management differentiated by, 
65; male and female, natural 
hierarchy of, 7, 20

government(s): constitutions as,  
67; forms of (see forms of gov
ernment); lawgivers and shapers 
of, assessments of, 55–58; points 
to be considered regarding, 44– 
45; science, as the subject of a  
single, 93; selection/determina
tion of leaders (see leaders, selec
tion/determination of ); of a wife  
and children in a household (see  
households and household 
management)

happiness: as activity, 183–85; excel
lence and, 191–93, 200; excellence 
and wisdom vs. external posses
sions in attaining, 179–80, 200; 
of the individual and the state, 
181–83, 191–92; leisure and, 214; 
nature of, 199–200; in Plato’s 
Republic, 33

households and household manage
ment, 4–5; acquisition of prop

erty and, 5, 11–13, 15–17, 230– 
31 (see also wealth-getting); ar
rangement of the house, 231–32; 
common life of man and woman 
in, 65, 227–29 (see also marriage); 
human excellence and, 20–23; 
as kingly rule of a house, 86; 
parts of, 226–27; possessions, 
ordering and protecting, 230–31; 
rule of master, husband, and 
father as parts of, 20; slaves as 
part of, 5–6, 229–30 (see also 
master and slave; slaves)

ideal state: character of the citizens 
in, 189–90; child-rearing in, 209–
11; classes of, division into, 193–
94; common meals in, 194–95 (see 
also common meals); functions 
of a state, fulfillment of, 191–92; 
internal layout and walls of, 196–
97; land, distribution of, 194–96; 
leisure in, 205; marriage in, 206–
9; occupations in, distribution of, 
192–93; organization of public 
spaces and citizens’ activities, 
197–99; population of, 185–87; 
relations of rulers and subjects 
in, 201–2; the sea, advantages/
disadvantages of proximity to, 
188–89; situation and resources 
of territory of, 196; territory of, 
187–88; well-being in, elements 
contributing to, 199–201

judiciary, the. See law-courts
justice: as the bond of men, 4; as 

the common interest, 78; in 
democracies, 166–67; equality/
inequality and, 71–72, 78–79, 
125–26; of partisans of different 
forms of government, 71–74
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kings/kingly rule: benefits of, 149; 
as a constitution, difficulties and  
questions regarding, 86–92; de
struction of, 154, 157; economy 
of, 232–33; forms of, 83–86; origin 
of, 148; preservation of, 154– 
55; rule of in ancient times, 3, 
87; statesmen and, distinction 
between, 1. See also monarchy

Lacedaemon. See Sparta/Lace
daemon

law-courts: in democracies, prac
tices needed, 171–72; judges, 
selection of, 124–25; officials 
necessary to execute the deci
sions of, 176–77; procedures 
under the existing constitution, 
317–18, 321–26; proposals of 
Hippodamus, objections to, 
42–43; varieties of, forms of 
government and, 123–25

lawgivers/legislators: assessments 
of, 55–58; framing laws, things 
to keep in mind when, 203; 
longevity of a state as goal of, 
171; middle class in governments 
designed by, 114; participation in 
a good life as end guiding, 183; of 
Sparta, failure of, 204

laws: adapting to constitutions, 
necessity of, 78; changes in, 
advisability of, 43–44; kingly rule 
and, 86–87, 89–90; as supreme 
when they are good, 77–78

leaders, selection/determination 
of: appointments, 122–23; in 
democracies, 76–77, 172; in the 
existing Athenian constitution (see 
constitution of Athens, existing); 
merit and wealth as criteria for, 
54; purchasing of offices, 54–55; in 
Solon’s constitution, 266

lower class/the poor: in Athens 
before Solon, plight of, 260; in 
democracies, restrictions on 
and benevolence towards, 172; 
gentle treatment of, difficulties 
of securing, 115; preservation of 
constitutions and, 144–45. See also 
classes, social and economic

man/men: best life for, 178–80  
(see also best life); divisions of the 
soul of, 202–3, 206; economy of 
the individual, 233; excellences of 
a good citizen and a good, 62–65, 
67; good and excellent, things 
making, 201; good/bad, tyrants 
and, 156–57; life of freeman vs. 
life of statesman, 183–84; modes 
of subsistence, differences in, 
12; occupations of, 192–93; as 
political animal, 3–4, 68

marriage: adultery, 209; in an ideal 
state, 206–9; community of 
wives, Plato’s conception of, 24–
28; as element of the household, 
5, 227–29 (see also households 
and household management); 
husbands, conduct of and rules 
followed by, 254–56; as husband’s 
rule over his wife, 20; revolutions 
from quarrels about, 132–33, 138; 
virtuous companionship in a 
good, 256–59; wives, conduct of 
and rules followed by, 252–54

master and slave: convention or 
nature, distinction between 
relationship based on, 10; as 
despotic rule, 184; differences of 
opinion regarding relationship 
of, 5; excellence in relationship of, 
22; interests in the relationship 
between, 68; menial tasks and the 
distinction between, 64–65; 
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master and slave (cont.)
	 as natural relationship, 2, 6–10; 

science of relationship between, 
10–11. See also slaves

middle class: absence of, revolu
tions and, 133; as basis for the  
best constitution in most states,  
110–13; governments, desirabil
ity of including in, 114

military forces: forms of oligarchy 
and, 173–74; governments and,  
116; navy, advantages of a mod
erate, 189; officers of, 177; the 
poor, willingness to fight of, 115; 
proper uses of, 204

military states and empires, failures 
of, 203–4

monarchy: absolute, 88–89; 
destruction of, 148–54; preser
vation of, 154–60. See also kings/
kingly rule; tyrants/tyrannies

music: character and, 219–20; 
inclusion in children’s education, 
217–25; intellectual enjoyment in 
leisure from, 213–15

nature: family associations and, 2–3; 
goods/property given to man by, 
12–13, 17; rulers and ruled by, 7–8; 
slavery and, 2, 6–10; the state as 
creation of, 3–4

officials/offices: appointments to, 
122–23; citizens as or holders 
of, 59–61, 65–67; distribution 
in different states, questions 
regarding, 119–22; under Draco’s 
constitution, 262–63; under the 
existing constitution of Athens (see 
constitution of Athens, existing); 
under the first constitution of 
Athens, 261–62; making money 
from public positions, dangers 

of, 144–45; necessary for a state, 
175–78; offices distributed among 
many persons vs. held by a few, 
55; qualifications for the highest, 
145–46; selection/determination 
of (see leaders, selection/deter
mination of ); short tenure, ad
vantages of, 142–43; under Solon’s 
constitution, 266–67

oligarchy/oligarchies: constitu
tional government and, 106–8; 
deception of the people in, 
devices for, 114–15; definitions 
of, 70, 97; the deliberative ele
ment in, 117–19; democracies 
and, distinction between, 67, 
70–71, 97–98; equality and jus
tice in, 125–26; forms of, 102– 
5, 173–74; law of proportion 
applied to social classes in, 146–
47; military forces in, 173–74; the 
poor in, 145; as a principal form 
of government, 96–97, 112–13; 
revolution and dissension as 
danger for, 126–27, 131, 136–39, 
147–48

ostracism, 82–83, 281–82

passion, 190
political history of Athens: conflict 

following Solon’s departure, 
271–72; control by the Council of 
Areopagus after the Persian wars, 
282–84; ostracisms preceding 
the Persian wars, 281–82; over
throw of the Pisistratus tyranny, 
turmoil following, 279; the Pel
oponnesian war, events against 
the backdrop of, 286–93; pop
ulace before Solon, plight of,  
260; popular leadership follow
ing the downfall of the Council 
of Areopagus, 285–88; reasons 
for Solon’s departure, 268–71; 
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reconciliation following the 
deposition of the Thirty, 296–99; 
strife subdued by Solon, 263–65; 
the Thirty, harsh rule by the 
oligarchy of, 293–96; tyranny of 
Pisistratus, 272–75; tyranny of 
Pisistratus’s sons, 275–79. See also 
constitution of Athens, history of

polity. See constitutional 
government

poor, the. See lower class/the poor
population of the ideal state, 185–87
property: acquisition of (see 

wealth-getting); common, 
Plato’s conception of, 25–26, 
28–30; confiscation from the 
condemned to be avoided, 171; 
equalization of, 37–40; goods 
given by nature, 12–13, 17; land, 
distribution of, 194–96; in 
Plato’s Laws, 33–35; slaves as, 5–6, 
229; Spartan laws regarding, 
46–47

proportion, law of, 146–47
public finance: in democracies with 

very numerous citizens, 171–72; 
officials necessary for, 177; rev
enue sources for the different 
kinds of economy, 232–34; So
lon’s reforms of, 264, 267–68; 
Spartan, ill-managed revenues 
of, 50; strategies for acquiring 
revenues, historical examples of, 
234–51, 281–82; tyrants, policies 
of, 156, 158

reciprocity, principle of, 24–25
revolution(s): in aristocracies, 

139–41; causes of, 125–31, 133; 
citizens made after, difficulty 
regarding, 61; in democracies, 
134–36; democracy vs. oligarchy, 
as danger for, 127; effected by 
force or fraud, 133–34; gradual 

change in governments after, 
103; in oligarchies, 136–39; Plato/
Socrates on, discussion of, 161–63; 
preserving constitutions against, 
142–48; when occasions are tri
fling but great interests are at 
stake, 131–33

rich, the. See upper class/the rich
royal rule. See kings
rulers and ruled: different kinds 

of relationship between, 10, 
184; excellences and, 21, 65; in 
household management, 20; 
natural relationship of, 6–8; 
relations in an ideal state, 201–2

science: government as the subject 
of a single, 93; intentions of 
nature in things, looking for, 7; 
for the master and for the slave, 
10–11; method for, 1; of politics 
and economics, differences 
between, 226

slaves: by convention or nature, 
distinction between, 8–10; ex
cellence in, question of, 20–22; 
as farmers, 195–96; females and, 
distinguishing between, 2; liberty 
as a reward, expediency of  holding 
out, 196, 230; management of, 
229–30; as natural status, 2, 6–10; 
as property, 5–6, 229; registration 
of as source of revenue, 250; 
tyrants and, 156. See also master 
and slave

Sparta/Lacedaemonia: conquest 
and war as sole aim, failures of,  
203–4; constitution of, 36, 45– 
50, 52, 108–9; education of chil
dren, physical exercises in, 216; 
excellence of, 205; kingly rule in, 
83–84; license of the women in, 
45–46; neighbors, relations with, 
45; property, defective laws 
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Sparta/Lacedaemonia (cont.)
	 regarding, 46–47; tyranny of 

Hippias and, 277–78
state, the: the best/good life and, 72– 

73, 180 (see also best life); claims to 
rule in, 79–83; as a composite, 58, 
63, 96, 98–99, 190–91; defining 
characteristics of, 61–62, 72–73; 
education as the business of, 212 
(see also education); elements of,  
98–100; financial measures of 
(see public finance); forms of as
sociation, place in, 2–4; ideal or 
perfect (see ideal state); law of 
proportion applied to, 146–47; 
method for analyzing, 1; nature, 
as a creation of, 3–4; Plato’s con
ception of, 24–37; purpose of, 68;  
revolution from changes in, 129– 
30, 133 (see also revolution(s)); su
preme power in, 74–78; unity  vs.  
plurality in, 23–25, 31. See also 
constitutions

statesman, the. See lawgivers/
legislators

subjects. See rulers and ruled

training of early life. See education
tyrants/tyrannies: aims of, 157; 

attacks on, motives for, 152–54; 
definition of, 70; democracies 
changed into, 135; ends of, 149–50; 
kinds of, 109–10; kingly rule with 
similarities to, 84–85; measures of 

that appear democratic, 170–71; 
origin and impact of, 148–49; of 
Pisistratus and his sons, 272–78; 
preservation of, 155–60; as the 
reverse of a constitution, 106; 
short duration of, 160–61

upper class/the rich: conflict with 
the populace in Athens, 260, 
263, 287, 293; oligarchy as form 
of government in the interest 
of, 70–71; preservation of 
constitutions and, 144–45; Solon 
and, 264, 268. See also classes, 
social and economic

warfare, wealth of the state and, 
39–40

wealth-getting: acquisition of prop
erty/wealth, household man
agement and, 5, 11–13, 15–17,  
230–31; examples of, 19; nec
essary and unnecessary, 13–17; 
occupations for, 18

wealthy, the. See upper class/the rich
women: excellences of, 21–23, 

252, 257; as a good wife, 252–54 
(see also marriage); as inferior, 
7; Plato’s community of, 24–28, 
33–34; rule of husband over wife, 
20; slaves and, distinguishing 
between, 2; Spartan, 45–46; 
tyrants and, 156, 158
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