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Abstract

TheGreek citystatehas traditionally been vieweas an entityhat wasdivided into two
distinct spheresofkosandpolis) and governed by two distinct artsonomiaandpolitiké
technd. The aim of this article is to show thhtsimage of the Greek citgtate is not very
accurate. The relationship between ¢ii@sand thepolis was not exclusive in classical
poleis Particularly in Athens during the democratic peribe,polis was depicted as a family
writ large and to the extat thatoikoswas seen as an entity of its ownyds a part of the
polis, notexcluded from or opposed to My aimis to show that the art ¢fie household and
the artof politics were notistinctarts as has been claimed in modern political theory.
Furthermore, although the collapse of the classicalstdaye during the Hellenistic era
entailed a privatization dhe householdt was not until modern times, from the late
eighteenth century onwarsvhen the concept dhe natural right to life and property
became firmly established in juridical and political discoudstt the private sphere

attained genuine autonomy
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Introduction

In political theory, it has beconamostcommonplace to refer @ncient Greelsocietyas an
entity divided into two distinct spheresiKosandpolis) and governetly two distinctarts or
techniquesdikonomiaandpolitiké techn@. Theaim of this articleis to show that sucha
image of the Greekity-stateis notquiteaccurateThe relationshifpetweerthe oikosandthe
poliswas notexclusivein classicapoleis In democraticAthensin particular,the poliswas
depicted as a family writ largeand to the extent thaikoswas seen as an entity of its own,
it wasa part ofthepolis, not an entityexcluded from oopposed to itFurther life of the
Greekoikoswasnot a prepolitical space immune to political interventions lart the
contrary,it wascontrolled andegulated bynagistrates wita number ofaws and
ordinancesln classicalpolitical theory this regulatorytendency is even more obvious: in
Platds and Aristotlés works on politics, even the tiniest details of everyday life are
controlled andegulatedoy legislators andnagistratesAccordingly, it is contestablevhether
the art ofthehouseholdoikonomig and the art of politic§politiké techng wereasdifferent
as has been claimednmodernpolitical theory.Even Aristotl® perhapghe first to propose a
clearcutdistinction between thauthority of the statesmdpolitikon) and that of the head of
an estatéoikonomikond makes extensive use of words from tlileosvocabulary in rs

reflectionson the governmenbf thepolis.

Political Theory and the Divided CiState

In The HumarCondition Hannah Arendt provideah influential interpretationf the
structure of thé&reek citystateasdivided intotwo antithetical spherethe oikosand the

polis:



According to Greek thought, the human capacity for political organization is not
only different from but stands in direct opposition to that natural association

whose center is the homeiKia) and the family.

In Arendts view, the politics of thpolis did not concerrthethings necessary to the

sustenance of life related to bodily needs. These things pertaining to what she calls life

processes were restricted to the sphere abittees things such as birth, death, procreation,

health, sickness, longevity, even economyrengdrictly excluded from politics. These were

excluded from politics becaubeing tiedto the necessities of life and bodily needs they

contradicted the political way of lifdios politiko3d the realm of theolis, the realm of
freedomofgreatwor ds and deeds: fAThe distinction bet
withtheopps i t i on of n e c e78¥eatat gtakawas notf merely tdecstnuoturg

and function of the existing Greek ci¢yate as the binary structure of society was a atand

in ancient political thought as wels Arendt argues, the sharp division between the public

and the private realms as well as between activities related tommon world of politics

and those related to the maintenance of bfeghomig  w alevidieat and axiomatic

(28). Although Arendt admits that in Plato and Aristotle the borderline between household
andpolisi s occasionally blurred, she nevertheles
city-stat® divided into two distinct spherésis fAist i | | quite manifesto
politics and governmer{B7). In fact, she goes so far as to assert that the distinction between
thetwo spheresvasnever even doubted in Plato and Aristdtleis only in modernity that

the borderline between private and political becomes blurred primarily because the matters
pertaining to the private sphere of the family hbgeome a collective concern (38B).

ancient Greece, the private sphéhnerealmof necessity, was feefrom political

interventionsnot becausé was considered sacred but because such interventions would have



corrupted the political freedom of the public sphere. In modernity, Arendt argues, such
interventions became a rdldut theywere no longer considered interventions as the very
distinction between the spheres was blurred and political action was replated by

administration ofanatiowi de househol d called fisocietyo:

In our understanding, the dividing line [between the sgd]as entirely blurred,
because we see the body of peoples and political communities in the image of a
family whose everyday affairs have to be taken care of by a gigantic,-hation

wide administration of housekeepings)

This binary image of the Greelty-state is repeated in a number of subsequent reflections on
the classicapolisi n pol i tical thesdtrmye fihe tSihpbeGreok ¢I
Habermas writes ifhe Structural Transformation of the Public Spherefiwas st ri ct |l vy
separate from the sphere oftr@kos 6 He al so reiterates Arendt ¢
private sphere adikoswas a sphere of pqgolitical necessity in which the reproduction of
life took placein contrast to which stood the public sphere as the sphereedbfre In his
description of thgolis, there are no references to Arendt, ibunhediately following ithe
criticizes Arendffor idealizng the malel of the classical citgtateandendowing it with
finor mat i tds henoeguiterobvious that the very model Habermas depicts owes
everything to Aoftapdls thsther wotdg although Habérmas n
criticizes Arendt, he does swvingto her tendency to idealize the clasdicity-state and not
because hatesciption is flawed. On the contrarjerdescription is absolutely correeind
only the normative conclusishedraws from it is incorrect.

More recently, perhaps the most ablte advocate of the Arendtigolis has

been Giorgio Agamben. IHomo Sacer: Scereign Power and Bare Liféheaim of which is



to correct Mi c hféibpoWwenAugcaanublgbimiGssdepanteesislearly o

Arendtian: in the classical cigtate theoikosand thepolis were two radically separate

spheresand this separation entailed the exclusion of simple naturdl Afend bfe

procesd from the sphere of thaolis. As mere reproductive life, Agamben continues, natural

life remained confined to the sphere of thlkeos Contrary to Arendt, however, Agden

does not hold that natural lifeadno political significance in the citgtate:its exclusionfrom

political life constituts the very foundation of the political mode of life of {halis. Ashe

puts it: natural life Z08 was included in thpolitical form of life pios) in the mode of

exclusi on. Nevertheless, also Agarmdi®and subscr

argued asArendt does imThe Human Conditioathatthe entry of natural life into the

publ i c spher e diveaensof motdemnityeursd signalea ratieat i
transformation of the politicgd hi | osophi cal catedbaniees of cl ac
although in Agambené6s e spoliticalantthe Arendtiarasenser a | [ i f

inasmuch a#ts exclusion from the public sphere was itself a political gesture, it was not until

modernity that natural life became directly politiciZed.

Plato and Avristotle on the RelationshipOikosandPolis

Now, even though these descriptions ofibés contan a seed of truth as the Greeks

certainly recognized the difference between what ig€sooen (dios) and what is common

(koinog, it is contestable that tleemantic fieldbf these wordsorrespondto the modern

meaning of the Aprivated and tidiesagspapiticabdbed
andkoinosas Apublic, 06 they were not separated fr
depicted in modern political theory from Arendt to Agamb&most, they were two

intertwinedaspectof everyday life in theolis.®



Let us consider Plato and Aristotle first. In P@t@epublic as we very well
know, the inseparability gdolis andoikosis absolute, at least among the guardian class as
they have nothing of their ovdnnot even their children belong to them. As Plato affirms in
theLaws(5.739c), referring to the best possible state represented Rethglic in
Kallipolis everythingthat s ¢ al | e ddios) sheufidl be rantedout(of life. In the
second best city of Magnesia, there are things that can be caltsdome but everything is
nonetheless under strict controltbép o | i t i c al authorities. I n Mac

possible, shall be | eft unguardedo (6. 760a).

The main principle is th& that nobody, male or female, should ever be left
without control[anarchor}, nor shoull anyone, whether at work or in play,
grow habituatd in mind to acting alonand on his own initiative, but he should
live always, both in war and peace, with his eyes fixed constantly on his
commander and following his lead; and he should be guidedibgVven in the

smallest detail of his actiond.aws12.942&b)

This control and regulation encompasseerything from sexual behavior to the number of
children and from oneds occupation to oneods
supervise hi shpkeoor v t(Heib6r3 lpedi ns, pl easures
passionsin all theiristnsi tyo (1.632a). And even though ¢
their parentsastheyrei n Kal | i pol i s, they neverthel ess
parents s ec on &tatesnaii258cy rhatepver, Rlato explitigdy denies that

the e would be a difference between Apolitical
the arts of the statesmamo(itikos), king (basileu$, master despotés and householder

(oikonomo} are basicallghesame.



On the other hand, it is equally wkhown that at the beginning bfs Politics
(1.1252a520) Aristotle rejects Pl at ootsoseefquati on
householder, asserting that the art of the statespwditikon) and that of the head of an
estate gikonomikon are galitatively different. However, it is quite likely that this distinction
was not commonplace in Greece but was introduced by Aristotle. Moré&odiernot entail
a separatiobetweerthe oikosand thepolis. In thePolitics, on the contraryAristotle stesses
that theoikosand thepolisare not separate domainsbut n a sense, constitu
(2.1263b3031) and more precisely, they constitute a unit in whictptiesis the
determining entity, as households and citizens belongfoaliea nd not Vvi ce ver s:
ought not to think that any of the citizens belongs to himself, but that all belong to the city
stat eo (28).AlthdaurAsistolle admitsas the Grees did in generalthat some
things are on@® own (dia) and someareheld in commonKoina), this does not entail that in
his view theravasan autonomous private sphere in piodis in whose matters the
magistrates would have had no authority to integvém point of fact, even the most private
aspects ofvhatis supposed to belong to the impenetrable sphere afitbecome under the
control ofthep ol i t i c al a u t hPwolitids, incluelisg séxual bAhavios, inarriadee 6 s
the number and nature of children, child rearing, education, and property.

INAr endt @spresenteduhheHuman Conditionwhich isshared by
Habermas and Agamben, no activity thaly served the purpose afistaining the life
process was permitted to enter the political realm in Goetks(37). Yet even a superficial
| ook at PAltids, sfteroréatl @& @rsaccount of theispolitical reality of the Greek
city-state reveals thathe life process is one of the most fundamental issues of political
reflection. First of all, says Aristotle, th
couple should practice matrimonialn t e r ¢ o u r sig2), arfd henudsta3cideckid

how long it is suitable for a couple to produce children (7.133%28as well as to fix the



maximum number of offspring (7.1335b23). These two fulég® age limit of reproduction
and the number of cliiedd must be | mpl emented by the threa
have a child as a result of intercourse in contravention of these regulations, abortion must be
practi ced ohnh24)janddherenti.st3 A3 be a rul e that fr
be r ear edb20)(Farthdr,3hg Bvingilyed must supervise the diet and the bodily
exercise of both pregnant women and children (7.13841336ad for eventhec hi | dr en 6 s
bodily frames must be suit edib6)iithelegilaloe wi sh of
should also prescribe what kind of games and fairytales are appropriate for children
(7.1336a3435). Finally, the education of children and young people is to be under the
control of political authoriti emmmondifhire super
[koinog and n o tidiognoe 6(s8 . 02&N3 7[a 2 2

Thesedirectives are not addressed to the head of a housdtubtd the
political authoritiesthelegislators and magistrates. Hence, it seems obvious that in
Aristotlebdéds view these allegedly private mat
The same holds trifer thee ¢ o n 0 my . I n Arendtés estimati on,
excluded fom the public realm in the classigaileis butwhen we read\ r i s tPolitids,e 6 s
it is hard to miss the fact that these activitiese one of the main, if nobblest concerns of
thepolitical authoritiesfor, as Aristotle explaingctions aimingti honor s and weal t
[euporid ar e the nobl est a¢l7)ilmthisregarth thelégislata | vy o ( 7
should first determine the proper level of the overall wealth of thestatg.On the one hand,
his duty i s to c o nringaboutdastingepeosperitggporiakhinoaiok 0l may b
(6.1320a35) for example by creating favorable conditions for the production of goods and
trade (7.1328a2@331b25). On the other hand, excessive wealth is not desirable, for it will
be coveted by strongeeighboring states (2.1267d2Z®b). The optimal limit of wealth is one

which does not tempt a stronger foreigrtesta wage war solelgecause athe wealth of



oneds own c o 032t Segond( tRe.lehiabor naugt Becide on the division of
property between the chstate andts householdsHereAristotle holdsthat for the main part
property should be given to the households (2.1263)5though irsomecasesprivate
property carbe used in commor2(1263a38)by which hemeans public funds (2.127110
11) collected from the rich by donationsi{ourgiai). In addition to the common use of
private property, Aristotle recommends that the-sigte should possess lands and slaves
working on those lands (7.1330&). Third, the legislator should fix the maximum amount
of property a household can possess (2.1266H0)Pand thougtne does naspecify the
amountof property for each househglie strongly recommends that tmagistrates see to it
that nobody becomes excessively rich (5.1308BQk Finally, the legislator must decide on
the distribution of property among the househdldshis regardAristotle first admits that
absolute equality might be a good solution 268b25% 30). With regard to the overall aim of
the state, however, such equality is not necessary (2.1268%3hd not even desirabtbe
erasure of the difference between rich and poor is a threat to the very existence of the city
state (5.1310al¥ince without rich peoplet would beunable to supply the magistrates,
military, common tables, and religious rituals, necessary for good government.

Hence, not only Plato but also Aristotle argues that thealled private affairs,
ranging from sexualityrad childrearing to economic affairs in and of the -sitgte, should be
under the control ahepolitical authorities. Although Aristotle does not agree with Plato that
foneds owno should be rooted out owndoibhet he

depends on the political decision of the magistrates. Yet this does not indicate that

Agambends thesis would be correct. Even t hou
relationship between what i s commolticaland what
authorities, it does not entail that in hisvieWi nat ur al l i fed from sexua

shouldbe confined to the sphere of tkékosas Agamben maintains. As we have seen,
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Aristotle strongly recommends that the lawgivers aragjistrates should control and regulate
thesmallesidetails of natural lifeincludingeven when and in what condition a couple should

practice matrimonial intercourse (7.1334b32).

The Relationship betweddikosandPolis

It may be argued that the political philosophies of Plato and Aristotle do not reflect the

historical experience of the Greeks in which a etardistinction betweeaikosandpolis
wasselfevident andhe political concern foithe oikosuncommon and reprehsible.
However if political interestin he FApri vated sphere had been a
delicate issue in classical Greece, Aristotle wanddearguably needed to legitimize it

somehow. Yet we cannot find even a hinanf such legitimacy probtein thePolitics for

the simple reason that Aristotlebs attitude
thought and practice, at least if we are to belibegecent and more detailed studads

Greek society and political thougfthese studiesdveshown that the distinction between

the private and the public spheres was much lessclg¢dhanArendt depicts themin his

meticulous analysis of Aristotle and political participation, Richard Mulgan for example

writes:

Although Aristotle anather Greeks accepted a distinction between collective
and personal life, their notion of personal life did not carry a presumption that it
was the individual 6s own business and |

community’

Brendan Nagle goes so far as ssext that the interpenetration of economic, political, social,

moral, and religious aspects of Bfeof public and private realmdswas A much mor e i n
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and complete in polisthan in any other form of state, ancient or modé&hs to the alleged
impenetability of theoikos Stefano Ferrucci points out that the Grpeleisshowed great

interest in regulatings most important moments by means of legal provistdnsis study

of the Athenian public administration, Frances Pownall likewise asserts that the overall effect
ofitswi de array of offices Areveals the remarkesea
every aspect of polis life and hence to expose the polis to thengowee of the entire

d e mad’Simiarly, J. Roy argues that when the political authorities felt it necessary, they

passed legislation whidhterferedin a major way with theikos!* In her history othe

Greek family, Cynthia B. Patterson in turn argues the Platonic image of the city as a

family writ large was not a Platonic innovation but reflected the Greek experience of the

democratic citystate:

Rather than separating the social, religious, and familial life of households from
the sphere of polits proper, Plato and democratic Athenian ideology brought
all together within a polis which was itself imagined as a single metaphorical

family.2

Thisis reinforced bR 0 g e r B r o €Grdels polgidalunthgery from
Homer onwardsvhich brings plenty of evidencerPat t er sondés t hesi s: t he
household was eonventional tropén classical Greeggarticularly in democratic Athertd
Barry Strauss put s i ateuges thé noetaphorwfdbiosas dieef At hen
its fundament al DavidiCohemnagrieas gut gigues thase whoe s . 0
endorsedt were not the supporters ogmhocracy but rather its enemi&ghile the
aristocratic critics of democracy, whastiked the radical ethos personafreedom,

supported state intervention the private sphergsexuality, family, educatiort} theradical
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democrats conceived the notion of a protected private sphere as one of the constitutive
characteristics of a democratic socigtyf or r adi cal democrats, argu
state to interfere in this area ®inothel ved att
words, Cohen paints a pi ctowenmocats bnd &istécda s | n W
opposed to each othas towhat extent itvaslegitimate for the political authorities to
interfere in the private | ife of the citizen
preferred maximum neimterference, aristocrats suck Rlato, Isocrates, and Aristqtle
insisted thatinawelfj over ned state, magistrates must in
also Cohen admits that the private sphere as represented by the family and house, though a
significant barrier, was far frommpenetrablé’ Further, he deduces the alleged democratic
freedom of the private sphere from its criti
democr acy 0 bertiesxalmessas face \&aludpugh we could argue thiis
representation of democracy in tRepublicis probably a distorted caricatureAthenian
democracy®

Finally, as Pattersonés meticul ous anal
it was onlyafter Solon and subsequent democratic refoofnGleisthenes tdPericlesand the
demagogues who followatlem,that the Athenians started to envision plodis as a
communal household andfandlya s fit he true object ®Bfothambl i a
study on the Greek political imagery confirsat t er sonds view: #Alt is
half of the fifth century that we see evidence that the image [of the state as a household] was
firmy e®tablished. o

When we turn tdook atthe Athenian legislationn the classical era, we see that
many private matterd from economic transactions to sexual behaaimteven certain
eating habit8 were regulated by the cigtate. Even the most famous measure by Solon, the

cancell ation of debt s, concerns citizenbs pr
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that entailed the politicizati onortaidnofpri vat e
other products than oil, prohibited dowries, criminalized idleneserffexed the council of
the Areopagus to fAiexamine into every manos
no o c c uphangedthe ralgs sticcession, and intened inthe traditional fanily
relationships in many way$ Furthermore, in subsequent reformations of the Athenian
legislation, more regulations pertaining to the private sphere oikbswere introduced
including new ules of marriage and taxaticB.i n c e Prele, forexammed marriages
between Athenians and n#&ithenians were strictly forbidden: an alien who joineddtk®s
of a citizen as husband or wife could be prosecuted and, if found guilty, was sold as a slave,
while the citizen who ths received an alien woman into bikosas his wife was fined,@00
drachmas. Auriosof the house who had given an alien woman to a citizen for marriage
could also be prosecuted aifdound guilty, disfranchised and his property confisc&tdd.
thefifth and fourth century, we also witnessexpansion of the tax base, naturally a
significant way of the public sphere intruding into the private. In the fifth century, there was
no income tax in Athens, but there were other sources of rev@meeof themain sourcesf
such revenuwas the voluntary contributionke{tourgiai) of the ricl® whichin the fourth
century,or probably even earlier, were longer voluntary butegulaty and legally
enforced There were also other forms of revenue, including harbor and market dues, taxes on
sales and auctions as well as on imports and exports, customs and excise payments. In
addition, there were court fines, sales of confiscptegerty, rents from public and sacred
lands, and royalties from silver mining concessiémsally, during the fourtltentury, the
Athenians introduced a permanent property &sphorg imposed on the wealthy citizens
and meticswhichpreviously was déected only in times of wat®

As to the various expenditures, the most costly was military expenditure which

usually took more than 50% tfetotal state expenditure. In addition, the revenue was spent
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on the construction and maintenance of the fleet, temples, citadel, roads, wells, and harbors,
as well as on the salaries of the lithe state officials, but much of it was also directly
redistibuted to citizens, particularly to those participatinghiacity administratior?* The
number of these officials and those participating-paré inthe city administration was not
small. Inthe Athenian ConstitutionpseudeAristotle reports that tritbes and taxes supported
more than 20,000 men: 6,000 jurors, 1,600 archers, 1,200 cavalrymen, 500 councilmen, 500
guards oftie dockyards, 50 guards of therApolis, and about 700 domestic and 700
overseas officias including officials in charge of theconomic affairs of the staseich as
market fagoranomoj and grain trades{tophulakesmagistrates as well as measure and
weight magistrategrfetronomai. The members of therytaneion(the seat of the
government), orphans, and prison guards were allghpfinanced as wejland there was
even a law directing that all who have less than three minas of revenue and are disabled from
maintaining any occupation are allowed two obols a day fr@public funds2® During the
fifth and fourth centuries, Athersad thus established a comprehensive system of political
management of the economy not only in order to control the fairness of commercial activities
and to maintain and improve the infrastructure of thesti#ye but also in order to
redistribute wealth

Given the number of public tasks and offices funded by the state, it is not
surprising that in her analysis of the circulation and allocation of products and services in
classical Greece, Astrid Molleoncludes hat Afr om some pdearspecti ve
di stinction bet ween ?pdaller ddesnospetitythepperspective she mat t e
has in mind, but it is obvious thiitmust be a modern liberal one. It is from the modern
liberal perspective in which the distinction between the publicthe private has become
commonplace that the distinction betweengbks and theoikosin the Greek citystate

appears indefinabl@and it appearsobecause itvasindefinableand to a certain extent even
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norexistent.At least it was more obscure thiaims today,for the city-state was not a modern
liberal space constituted by different autonomous spheres such as the private, cultural,
economic, or religious sphere that would lie beyond the reach of political intervenie
Greek citystate was one of the most politicized societies in the history of théVaest
society in which political authorities intervened, if they so wished, in all spheres of human

existence’

Political Oikonomia

I n Arendt ésiAipoleiwt i ¢dle ¢eeomomyo would have be
ancient Greece: fAWhatever was o6economic, 6 re
survival of the species,wasampm | i t i cal , houseAhddetastweai r by
have aleady seerthere were a lot of economic affairs that were also political in the Greek

city-st at e. Further , t h eikomomiapoiitik®) pvas Inat & dordradictiore ¢ 0 n 0 m
in terms as itvasemployed in ancient literaturasfor example in the pseudaristotelian
Economicsindeed, perhaps even less cleat than the difference between thikosand the

poliswas the difference between household manageroianomig and government of the

city-state. It § well known that foXenophon among otherghe distinction between the

affairs of theoikosand those of thpoliswas artificial, as there/as no difference of nature

but merely of degreketween them

Do not look down on household managéés [oikonomikdn andrdn

Nicomachi des, for t he mantangdomdfiersonlyf oned
in point of number from that of common affaitérj koinon. € For those who

take charge of common affait®h koinbn epimelomeri@mploy just the same

men when they attend toein own fa idia oikonomountgsand those who
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understand how to empl oy themaidial e succ
and commonth koing concerns, and those who do not, fail in b@ktem.

3.4.12)

Less well known is the fact that in tRelitics, Aristotle likewise asserts that the chstate is

governed byikonomia i Epoléerad) mu st be goveomoadbyboth Aby

oikonomiad ( 5. 1I3&P l@dntdrarchy, the art of government as the adikbnomiais

selffe vi dent : bdsikkid is gkeromigovef a citystate or over one or several

peopl es o 133B Indtyzadriy,lg@drning bpikonomiais desirable, at least if the

tyrantwantstpr event revolts and preserve his rul e:

to the subjects to be not a tyrannical ruler bubidonomosa nd a r oy al governor

(5.1315b12). However, as we read pseudeA r i s tEodndmic$2s1345b115),

oikononia can be practiced in every form of governmdémbugh unlike in théolitics, here

oikonomiarefers exclusively to the management of purely economic affairs of thetatty.

Here Aristotl® or rather some of his followers, as it is generally establigiegthe

Economicsvas not written by Aristotle himséffirst defines the conditions of proper

oikonomia st ating that it demands familiarity wi

endowments, and finally an upright and industrious wdifeofHe then assesthat there are

four main types obikonomia that of a king ¢ikonomia basilikg of a governordikonomia

satrapikd, of a free stateajkonomiapolitik€), and of a private citizeroikonomia idi6tikgd

and that they, forthemostpar A of necessity Ecoo2E45bitl5).e s a me
Furthermorepikebanddioikedas well as their noun derivativeikesisand

dioikesis whichwere usually employed in the context of household management before

oikonomiabecame a common conddpthichappear s f or t hdpologyr st t i m

theabsence of significant difference between household management and the government
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of thepolis perhapsecomes even more obviot!dn Homer and Hesiodiikedmeansfi t o
inhabito and Ato dwell o but from the fifth c
managing, directing, administering and governing thimgsuding the householandthe

city-state. The first attestedseof the verboikedin the sense ajoverning the citystate

seems t o b sEldctra whkenQreastps prbadasmd that virtuous men manage well

both city-states and housegqgleis oikousin eu kai ddmay(386). We find a similar use in

Hippolytusi n whi ch Phaedra asserts that eloquent

well-governed cities and housesi[poleis oikoumenas domdusof mortal mei (486 487).

In hisHistory, Thucydides employs the expression in this sense several timesjnigeh

his reconstrsasfcunernalofs pPeeecdhc|(ex.637): #dAlt is t
democracy, for the administrati onkaiamoman t he
men dia to mé es oligous atkal).” es pleionas oi

The verboikeowas fr equently wused during the f
works, particularly in those deemed as 18otratic, there are plenty of passages in which
oikedis employed in the meaning of the government, administration, and management of the
city-state. In theRepublig he uses the vedike6fourteen times in this specific senSayhile
in theLawswe can detect eight occurrenéé&lsewhere in Plato, the verb is not that
frequently used buieither is it absent altogeth&ato uses it with this naming for example
in Charmideg161e),Hippias Major(284d), andAlcibiadesl, wherehe or some of his

followers @sAlcibiadesis considered spurioyswrites:

And states, therefore, are not wgtiverned dud eu oikountdiin so far as each
person does his own business? How can you say that? Without the presence of
friendship, which we say must be there if states aregoslérned ¢u oikeisthai

tas polei$, as otherwise they are ndt?127b)
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In Anabasis Xenophon employs the expressmuiin oikeisthail it o govetateldé ci
no less than five times in a single chaygfieR).3? In his speeci\gainst Timarchugl.21i 22),
Aeschines uses t he s-atateewillbebeshgowmethiiténlatismws : A A
tén polinoikésomengdn i n whi ch orderly conduct i s most
Isocrates, who not only uses the veikedin connection with the government, management

and administration of the citstate several times in his speectsyt in his oration

addressed to Nicocles (18) also exhorts the king to manage the city as he would manage his
house ¢ikei tén polin homoids hésper ton patrdon okadn his speeclgainst Theocrines

Demosthenes uses the expression as follows:

For no man surely will persda you that there will be any lack of politicians
like the defendant, or that the state will be less-gellerned because of that

[oud hos dia touto kheiron hé polis oikésétéh8.625

Similarly, Aristotle employs the verb eight times in fReliticsin reference to
the government and administration of the -Gtgte. Referring to the doctrine of common
propert yRepublicPIf atro@®@x ampl e, he asks whet her I
well-g o v e r aikésésbhai polin kalygo have community in everything which can
possibly be made common property (2.12643d andthat it is better to have some things
in common and othersndgri n t h e e xgiosvteir hajpsdiibaskenia)Greek
city-states the property is at least partially comnfeml.(2.1263a3033). In the same way, a
famous passage (3.1283a23) onthe possibility of a citystate consisting of the poor and
slaves alone, Aristotle argues that without justice and civicwire i {sthteisroti t vy

governed dikeisthai polif at all. ¢ ittke laterhe ponders whether a wealjoverned Kal6s
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oikésesthaicity should be ruled by a kingddingthat the value of differengoliteiai does
not depend on the number of rulers but rather on whetheotheiais well-governed Kalés
oikésesthai(3.1284b3540).%°

The termdioikedis less frequeihyt usedthanoikedbutits semantic field is more
restricted. Whilmikebal s o si dwef | e s af tthdnmeaning oflitiked i t
pertains almost $ely to organizing activitieso administermanagegovern control settle
direct andorganize Although these activities may take place in various domains from
business to warfaréjoikedalso designates the government of the-siite in the same
sense asike® and it is difficult and even impossible to tell the semantic difference between
theseterms in administrative contexts.

Already in the first surviving document employing the veidiked it refers to
the government of the cistate. This is ThucydidésHistoryin whichthe narrator recounts
asuccessful popular revolt against the uppassesin Sampa f t er whi ch At he r ¢
[ commons] g o vtaloipaaidkoun kée poln(B.21y We fifd a similar usage of
i n Ar i ssEcclediaausag svibichthe chorus laments the incorie citizens
currently get by taking care of public duties, comparing this practice to the time under the
archonship of Myronides when Anone would hayv
he spent governing the citia[tés polebs dioikejn §305). In Against Nicomachuyd.ysias
uses the expression as follows: fAFor thus &ev
administered in accordance with the laleUtds gar ennomés dioikéthésetai ta kata tén
politeian pant3o (35).%6

In the fourth century, the vedioikeband the nounlioikésisin the sense of city
government and administration remain common. In Plato, we find more than thirty cases in

which dioikebis used in the sense of administering, managing, or governing yh&oiike
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the verboike§ there are also plenty of passages in theadled Socratic dialogues in which

dioikedis employed in this senséThe following example is froviena

Were you not saying that-statewalhpolidesu vi rt uce
diokkein , and a womands a house?st#lemall | s it
[eu dioikein & polih or a house, or anything at all, if you do not manage it

temperately and justlynjé s6phronés kai dikaibs dioikoujR4739

After these presumably Socratic texdmikedis used irthis political sense i€ritias (112e),
in Minos(317c¢), inAlcibiadesl (126b), as well as in theovers(138b)® It is also employed
in theRepublic although not as frequently aiked3® In Republic5.449a, for example,
Socrates speaks of four forms of badness in the goverpétize city-state peri te poledn
dioikései¥ and the individual soul. In tHeaws on the other handijoikedis used more often
thanoiked with nine occurrences whichit is employed approximately in the same sense as
above?®
Furthermore, bot)enophon and Aeschines use the \aidikedin this sensé!
In TimarchusAeschines writes that fautocrmti es and
the tempers of thosetsoverthenjd i oi kount ai d’ hai men turanni
tropois ton ephestékontpn, b ut democrati c stat @) lmccording
| s o c scarpus, $hé verldioikeband the nouwioikésisare also usenh the same sense
several times, most frequently Ranathenaicug whichit appearsighteertimes*? In a
paradigmatic phrase froPanathenaicus | socr ates writes: AHe [ Thi
many excellent things both in war and in the administration of thestaty [peri dioikésin
tés poledp (128) The expression is al so fsepesghe€int |l y pr

Timocrates f or exampl e, Demost henes states: AOur
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by laws and by votes of the peopt&[gar polis hém@rd andres dikastai, nomois kai
pséphismasin dioikeith (152).

Finally, inAr i s tPolitids, ¢hére are twelve occurrences of this specific
usage oflioikead** In theBook 3 heemploys the verb while pondering whether a small
number of virtuous men are able to govern the stiaige (lioikein tén polin (3.1283b1013).

In theBook 4,on the other hand, he explicitly refutes what Demosthenes suggests in
Timocratesl52. The citystate cannot even be calleghaliteiaif it is governed by resolutions

of the assembly:

It is manifest that an organization of this kind, in which all things are governed
by resolutions of the assembbr h&é pséphismasi panta dioikeitais not even
ademocracy in the proper sense, for it is impossible for a voted resolution to be

a universal rule(Pol. 4.1292a),

Evidently,oikebanddiokeidwerenot the only terms¢he Greeks used ieferring to the

government of the city, as they also emgldyerbs such apoliteuein( it o ,gbatwalsor n
Atake part, Dpagbverpameeaeti n t larhein(fiiftag driswloef t h
govern Bt o comMmandl so fAt o begi nposisaldogoverneth e poi n
by oikonomiaand byoikesisand thad and this is most essential héréhere is no significant

di fference between the semantic fields of th
to denote the activity of government or the administration of thestitg™ In other words,

although the Greeks were well aware of the difference between the household and the city

state as well agf the economic and the n@tonomic affairs of the citytheih o i ki ¢ 0

vocabulary was not restricted either to the affairs of the holdsehdto the financial affairs



22

of the citystate: it was used extensively in conteakitwe would nowadays identify with
the activity of political government and administration of the entire $tate.

According to Agamben, it was oniy the Hellenisticge t hat t he HApol |
and fieconomico vwGabukhatesnenf g fiautdtheah cont a
examples above show that the proceghigfcontamination had started much earlier. In fact,
the very idea of contamination is somewhat flawedmuch as it was only at the threshold
of theHellenistic age that these vocabularies startetierge asindicated also by the
pseudeAristotelianEconomicsn whichthetermoikonomiais restricted to purely economic
i ssues. It is from this perspective that we
Ar i s tPolitidsia Wwhich the cleacut distinction between the statesmpalitikon) and
the head of an estateikonomikon was ntroduced: théolitics not only reflecs the structure
of theclassicalpolis but also anticipates the Hellenistic future of the Greek society, that is,
the divorce of the social from the overtly political aatithe same time, the end of the

classicalpolis.*®

Conclusion

The aim of this article has been to show that the Greelstatg was not divided into two
distinct spheresofkosandpolis) buta totally politicized sociey a political unit in which it
was difficult and even impossible to make a distinction between the political and the non
political, between the public and the rpublic. In the classicadolis, virtually everything
waspol i ti cal : i Ev e nily telat®nships were subjedt to publit scrutiifa m
Yet this politicization othefamily did not mean that a distimgtpolitical vocabulary would
have replacethat of thefamily in public discourse. On the contrary, the politicizatiothef
family also entailed the familiization of politics, particularly in democratic Athetis.

Accordingly, the political andtheeconomic vocabutées were not separated from each other
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in the classical cistatespikosrelated verbs such askedanddioikebwere used in the
administration of the citgtate as persistently as in household management. This is not to say
that the Greeks did not recognize the difference between whattsame (dios) and what
is held incommon (koinog or between the management of the householdrend
managementf the citystate butthat thedifference between thevo spheres and techniques
wasmuchless cleaicutin ancent Greece than imodern times

Alreadythe collapse of the classlaaty-state and thereby the miditicization
of Greek society during the Hellenistic era entaitesl privatization of the householbut it
was not until modernity when the conceptlad natural right to life and property became
firmly established in jrdical and political discoursthat the private sphere attained genuine
autonomy. In other words, it was not at the threshold of moddhatythe difference
between the private and the public sphéesamebdlurred as Arendt and her followers
maintain, but on the contrany,was only in modern times that tkery difference was
established for the first time in the W&stxemplified alsdoy the fate of family as the image
of political community In medieval and early modern timése commonwealth was still
reguarly depicted as a family wriarge (the king as the father of the natirand although
to some extent thimage has persisteit has been radically problematizednmodernity.So,
while economic activitiegontinue to be ofmajor public concern, we atedaywitnessingthe
unparallelediepoliticization and deregulation tfieeconomy a process with which the
richestonepercent hae become theownso f mor e t han half of the w

If thisinterpretationis correct, it is also quite obvious thalyamalysis based on
the assumption that the crisis of modernity origidatethe emergence of the nation as a
family or the blurring of the private and the public spheres is necessarily biased. The
contemporary predicament of global capitalism is not @@guence of the politicization of

the private sphere, let alone of the political managemehe&fc onomy (fAcol | ect i \
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h o u s e k e Rather,ntig acpnsequence of the privatizatiorttieconomy taa degree

unimaginable before modernityoday anypolitician who proposé similar measure$o

Sol onés would be considered a daydreamer . On
as Arendt and her followers have emphasized, the idedivided society was called into

guestion and every aspect otlifvas totally politicized. Yet the idea @focietydivided into

two spheres wasot a Greek ideautrather the modern liberal idea that wastested by

totalitarian ideologu&s who found support fotheir viewsalsoi n Gr eek t hought :
which we today call 0t he total st aPoleed & her e

as Kurt Hildebrant, a National Socialist philosopher, wrote in $933.
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Notes

! Arendt, The Human Conditiar24; hereafter page references are cited in the text.

2 Ibid., 37.

3 HabermasStructuralTransformation 3, 4.

4 AgambenHomo Sacer9, 1112, 10. For an alternative interpretation of the history of

biopolitics, see Ojakanga®n the Greek Origins of Biopolitics

® Even such a prominent Hellenist as Christian Meier subscribes to the Aneiheisis:

AThere was a strict separation between the p
acted jointly as citizens, and the house, be
(anakaig . 0 NieiGeek Discoveryl65 66.

®AsStrausspst it: fAPolis and oikos were | ess antit
i nt er depende rFathes angl Sanin Aherisla@nghe different senses of the
wordoikos see MacDowel |l , fAOi2kkos in Athenian Law,
"Mul gan, f@AAristotle, o 198.

8 Nagle, The Household245.

Ferrucci, AL6oi kos el |l e | eggi della polis,
YPownall, APublici9lAdmi ni stration, 0o 290
“"Roy, fA6Polisd and 60i kosod, o 4.

12 pattersonfFamily in Greek History185.
13 Brock, Greek Political Imagery25i 42.
14 StraussFathers and Sons in Atherl4.
15 Ibid., 231 36.

16 CohenLaw, Sexuality, and Societ320.

17 Ibid., 84
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BFurthermore, in Athenian drama, particul ar|l
extreme democracy, it is precisely in democracies in which thadien between thpolis

and the household is blurred and the management of the household is associated with the
management of theolis. See for example Aristophan@&3utus,EkklesiazusaggndThe

Knights

19 pattersonfFamily in Greek History179.

20 Brock, Greek Political Imagery25. To be sure, contemporary scholars are far from

unanimous on this issue. In his wadbbcumented study of the Athenian democracy, Hansen
maintains that in classical Athens thais and the society as a whole were clearly

distinguished, unlike in modern society in which the state prevails over everything. Hansen,
Athenian Democragyb4.

21 plutarch,Solon 20 24. See Delfim and Rhodelsaws of Solorior additional sources.

22 MacDowell,Law in Classical Athens7.

BKyriazis, fAFinancirnp7theyAtkensaniShatiet ot il
Mar ket Rel ai27;d@drsdnigkisg,otAncieft Breek Econon®86a 305

22M° | Il er, f@AClassical i88reece: Distribution, o 3

25 pseudeAristotle, Athenian Constitution24, 49Her eaf t er al | reference:
works are fromAristotle in 23 Volumes

Mo | er, AClI assicad7’5s.Greece: Distribution, o
27 This does not mean that political authorities actually intervened in all spheres of human
existence during the democratic period of Athens. Yet the point here is not to estimate the
degree of negative freedom in democratic Athens but rather to emplinadidteete was

nothing that would have naturally remained outside political decisiaking.

28 Arendt,Human Condition29.

2 To my knowledge, the following analysis @kedanddioikedis the first attempt to

disclose exhaustively the political use of teans in Greek literature.
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30 See Plato, thRepublic2.371c; 4.420b; 4.421a; 4.423a; 5.464b; 5.472¢; 5.473a; 5.473b;

7.520c; 7.520d; 7.521a; 7.521b; 8.543a; 10.58@ueafter alreferencest® | at o6 s wor ks
from Plato in Twelve Volumes

31 See Plato, theaws1.626¢, 3.680b; 3.702a, 4.712e; 4.713b; 5.739a; 6.779c; 9.853b.

32 See also Xenophoiemorabilial.1.7, 1.2.64, 4.1.Hereafterall references to

X e n o p warks ardrom Xenophon in Seven Volumes

33 SeelsocratesAreopagiticu21, 22, 40, 41, 53, and 781dPanathenaicud 32, 133, 136,
and162Her eaf t er al | ref er en clsoesrates with dnsEogish at e s 6 s
Translation in Three Volumes

34 See als®emosthenesAgainst Midias21.150,AgainstAristogiton 125.26,Against

Aristogiton 1126.26, andAgainst Theocrine§8.62.Hereafter all references to

Demost henes 6sDemasthdnas, withr aa EnglishoTnanslation

35 See also Aristotle, theolitics 6.1321b%10; 7.1325a; 7.1327bB85.

36 See also Lysiag\gainst Nicomachy2.

37\t appears irPlato,Crito 51e, and3orgias520e, two times ifProtagoras318e, 319a, once

in Lachesl79c, and six times iMeno73a, 73b, 91a.

*®IntheLoversl 38b, Pl ato uses the verb as foll ows:
rightly [ti de hotan eis anér orthds polin diolké he not called a despot and king? | agree.

And he governs by a kingly and despotic bediliké te kai turanniké techné dioike? o

39n Platd Republic it occurs seven times in this political sense. Bege 5.449a, 5.455D,

5.455d, 5.462c, 8.564e, 10.599c, and 10.600d.

40 See Plato, theaws2.667a, 3.698a, 4.709e, 4.713c [to rule people], 4.714a, 6.768d,

7.790Db, 7.809c, and 957a.In section 6.768d, in which the verb is transformed into a noun,

the passage may be transl ated as foll ows: @B

account of the citgtate and the political system as a whpknfon ton kata polin kai
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politikén pasan dioikésepuantil our review has embraced every section of its subject, from
the first to the very last, in proper order.
41 SeeXenophonHellenica6.1.2 3, andwWays and Mean; as well asheschinesAgainst
Ctesiphor.2; 3.6; 3.25, andgainst Timarchu4.4 and 1.153-ereafter all references to
Aeschi nes 6s Aesthinkssvithaan EnglishrTamslation

42 SeelsocratesPanathenaicug4, 48, 119120, 124, 128130, 140, 161, 164, 169, 177, 189,
198, 226, and 239. See alsocratesHelen31, 37,Plataicus39, To Nicocle, 13, and
Nicocles or the Cyprian20.

43 SeeDemosthengsAgainst Timocrate87, 152 AgainstAristocrates209, Against

Aristogiton 115, Against Theocrine$5, 30,0n the Crowr820,0n the False Embasgy and
Erotic Essayl6. In his speechAgainst Aristogiton (15), Demosthenes interestingly adds
nature to the | ist wlioletifeool een, Mthamigns,avibethér theyi t | e s :
dwell in a large state or a small one, is governed by nature and by thelhassi[kai nomois
dioikeitai]0 (15). Hereafterall-reference

44 SeeAvristotle, Politics 2.1269b, 3.1283b, 4.1292a, 4.1298b, 4.129281Ra, 5.1314b,

6.1321b, and 7.1331b.

451t should be emphasized that this lack of difference only concerns those contexts in which
these words are used to denote the government or the administration of-Htateignd its

affairs. On the use gfoliteudéi n t hi s s e nPoldicsisee 2.:266aF35,0t | e 6 s
126721819, 1269a3i35, 3.1279a3638, 4.1292b1030, and 4.1295b23%0. In addition to

Aristotle, Isocrates and Demosthenes use the verb quite frequently but it is relatively rarely
used by ot her c¢ | aRepublg todexamplet ithoocursanly dighttirRels.at o0 0 s
Unlike oikein politeueindoes not denote the management of household and unlike

politeuein neitheroikeinnor dioikeinhas a connotation of political participation. Like

archein on the other lFamd e tshhaeaned | ineisk iuc®e dt e mmt |
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't should be noted that the Greek meaning o
modern meaning. For the Greeks, as Meier cor
as O0Ocokomgsxybo3dnd referred to what G@Geekcerned e
Discovery of Politics13.

47 AgambenKingdom and the Glory24.

“0Ober, AAristotleds Political Sociology, o 13
49 pattersonFamily in Greek History132.

%0 See also Barnfathers and Sons iAthens 12.

lLane, AThe Platonic Pol i tPlatorsDedKah@ds The boo
GeistesumdieMacpgtu bl i shed in 1933. The term fAtot al
German scholar of constitutional law and a member of Nazi pantye(4933)For Schmitt,

a total state is the opposite of the -liberal
interventionist state, there is no sphere in
absolutely neutral in the senseof iomt er vent i on b YerHitezdest at e. 0 S
Verfassung 7 9. I n Schmittés view, a total state |
cannot be |liberal. On Pl atQpénsSocietyantlesl i t ari ani

Enemies
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