Giorgos Konstantinidis

A Reconsideration of Epoikion in Byzantine Egypt”

The Egyptian countryside comprised larger and smaller settlements
called komai and epoikia'. Although komai have continuously attracted
researchers’ attention, epoikia have been only occasionally an object of
enquiry®. The study of their character and their evolution could be a
prism, through which we could understand the social relations of the ear-
ly Byzantine period. The term epoikion occurs in Byzantine papyri and
inscriptions®. It denotes a ktéma or a dwelling place belonging to a large

" This article is the outcome of my involvement in the preparation of the J. Karayan-
nopoulos, Ag&ixo BuEavtivic Oporoyias. Owxovourxoi Opot, vol. 11 A-I, ed. Polymnia
Katsoni - Martha Gregoriou-Ioannidou (in press).

. A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt: Economic Studies [Princeton Universi-
ty Studies in Papyrology 6], Amsterdam 1949 (repr. 1967), p. 94, 98 (hereafter: A. C.
Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt).

2. R. S. Bagnall, Egypt in Late Antiquity, Princeton 1993, p. 151 (hereafter: R. S.
Bagnall, Egypr). - Marianne Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes de la terre au IV¢ siecle apres J.-
C.,, in J. Bingen - G. Nachtergael (ed.), Actes du X Ve Congres International de Papyrolo-
gie (Bruxelles - Louvain, 29 aoit - 3 septembre 1977), vol. IV: Papyrologie documentaire
[Papyrologica Bruxellensia XIX], Bruxelles 1979, p. 177-185, here 178 (hereafter: M.
Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes). J. Banaji and T. M. Hickey describe epoikia as small set-
tlements. See J. Banaji, Agrarian Change in Late Antiquity. Gold, Labour, and Aristo-
cratic Dominance, Oxford 2001, p. 11-12 (hereafter: J. Banaji, Agrarian Change). - T. M.
Hickey, Wine, Wealth and the State in Late Antique Egypt: The House of Apion at Ox-
yrhynchus, Ann Arbor, MI 2012, p. 25-26 (hereafter: T. M. Hickey, Wine, Wealth). For
the 3" century epoikia, see D. Rathbone, Economic Rationalism and Rural Society in
third-century A.D. Egypt: The Heroninos Archive and the Appianus Estate, Cambridge
1991, p. 180 (hereafter: D. Rathbone, Economic Rationalism).

3 Papyri are cited according to the standard papyrological abbreviations; see Check-
list of Editions of Greek, Latin, Demotic and Coptic Papyri, Ostraca and Tablets, ed. J. F.
Oates et al. [Bulletin of the American Society of Papyrologists Supplement 9], Oakville -
Oxford 2001°. Web edition:
http://library.duke.edu/rubenstein/scriptorium/papyrus/texts/clist.html.

For epigraphical abbreviations, see F. Bérard et al., Guide de I'épigraphiste. Biblio-
graphie choisie des épigraphies antiques et médiévales [Guides et inventaires bibliogra-
phiques de la Bibliotheque de I'Ecole normale supérieure 7], Paris 2010%.
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estate*. An epoikion was located in the geographical area of a komeé and
included buildings, machinery and in some cases, churches>.

The editors of the papyri from ancient Tebtunis mention that “in
the Byzantine period the terms émoixiov and yweiov, which then gener-
ally takes the place of naun, become almost convertible”®. Putting aside
the term chorion’, we notice that B. P. Grenfell and A. S. Hunt draw the
conclusion that epoikion and komeé were almost undistinguishable®, The
German papyrologist F. Preisigke considered epoikion to be equivalent
to komé®. An attempt to describe epoikion was made by E. R. Hardy

4 Epigraphs: e.g. SEG XX 339. 10 [297]: “aveordOnoav oot én(oixiov) Zasoovs”. -
SEG XX 342. 8 [297]: “aveordabnoav Spot én(oixiov) Kamepov”. According to B. W.
Bacon in these cases, epoikion denotes a villa (country estate). See B. W. Bacon, A New
Inscription from Upper Galilee, American Journal of Archaeology 11.3 (1907) 315-320, p.
316. - D. Feissel, Remarques de toponymie syrienne d’aprés des inscriptions grecques
chrétiennes trouvées hors de Syrie, Syria 59.3 (1982) 319-343, p. 334. Papyri: e.g. P.
Miinch TII 98 1. 10 [593-594]: “dn0 émowx[io]v II[extv”, v. 1: “4rd xtijua(toc) Iext”. -
P. Sakaon 39. 12 [318]: “oixotvra év émowxiew ITtodsuaiov”. - P. Oxy. 137. 5 ff. [584]:
“10ic €VQuecTdTOolS SLadoyols TOD TiS €UxAeoTs pviuns Amiwv[o]s yevouévou
mowtor[atJoitxiov ... o émoixiov Aupfrotitos ot OEvpvyxiTov vouos Sita@pepovTtog
1] vu@v vmeopueia”. According to R. S. Bagnal and M. Lewuillon-Blume, epoikia were
country estates or hamlets. See R. S. Bagnall, Egypt 151. - M. Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes
178. J. Banaji and T. M. Hickey describe epoikia as small settlements. J. Banaji, Agrarian
Change 11-12. - T. M. Hickey, Wine, Wealth 25-26.

5. B.g. IGLS IV 1382 [?]: “AB[w]ouv, xd<us>nc M[a]doyne(?), éxvx[i]ov Koe[iv]tov”.
- IG X1V 2329. 3-5[V]: “éno émowniov Zéxia dowv Arauéwv xouns Zvoiag”. - P. Prag.
I 46. 5-6 [522]: “dn0 émotxeiov xalovuévov [-ca.?- JoAwv xdung ITEcAa”. - P. Stras. V 482.
3-4 [542]: “ano émowxiov [ Tnvnapat me]diwv xauns Evoet”. - P. Oxy. 1917. 56 [616-
617]: “évoun(iov?) emoux(iov) vadp xeA(iwv) o”. - P. Lond. 111 774. 10-13 [582]: “4nd
érowxio(v) ObAOews ... yoelac xal vov yevau(évne) eic tdg U’ dué yeovytxds unyavdas
100 mAayio(v) motauo(v)”. - P. Oxy. 3804. 169 [566]: “ovvexwonf(n) toic yewo(yoig)
unx(aviig) véov Adxxov év émoux(iw) Kotvieeiov omerpoud(vng)”. - P. Oxy. 4623 [VI]:
“mapdoy(ov) eic yoelav tiic aylac éxxAnoias émowx(iov) Avayysdiov”. See D.
Rathbone, Economic Rationalism 31-33. - J. Banaji, Agrarian Change 182. - P. Sarris,
Economy and Society in the Age of Justinian, Cambridge 2006, p. 35 (hereafter: P. Sarris,
Economy). - T. M. Hickey, Wine, Wealth 86, n. 145.

6. P. Tebt. II?> App. 11 §3, p. 356.

7.R. S. Bagnall noted that it is not clearly shown “that ywoiov comes in late Antiquity
to be used synonymously with xoun as a term for village”. He describes chorion as non-
inundated land used for growing tree crops of various sorts. See R. S. Bagnall, The Date
of P. Kell. I G.62 and the meaning of ywotov, Chronique d’Egypte 74 (1999) 329-333, p.
332. - T. M. Hickey, Wine, Wealth 41-44. Cf. J. Banaji, Agrarian Change 175.

8 The technical term komeé is translated by scholars as “village”, whereas epoikion is
translated as “hamlet” or “country estate”. See A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine
Egypt 94, 98. - R. S. Bagnall, Egypt 151. The same usage of the terms “village” and “ham-
let” is adopted hereafter.

°. F. Preisigke, Fachwérter des dffentlichen Verwaltungsdienstes Agyptens in den
griechischen Papyruskunden der ptolemdisch-rémischen Zeit, Gottingen 1915 (repr. Hil-
desheim - New York 1975), s.v. émoixiov (hereafter: F. Preisigke, Fachwdrter). See also
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who considered it as a piece of property (ktéma) that was inhabited by
“registered” cultivators (coloni adscripticii)'’. Further investigation was
done by M. Lewuillon-Blume concerning the formation and features of
epoikia in the 4™ century!’. She also addresses the issue of labourers that
resided in epoikia, the so-called epoikiotai'®>. She compares epoikion to
the Arab izba, an Egyptian hamlet quite distinct from a village that be-
longed to a private owner'>. The izba included houses and other facilities
and could grow into a village'. P. Sarris suggested that each epoikion
comprised a particular allotment (ktéma)’. He also expresses the idea
that epoikia were places of semi-industrial activity'®. J. Banaji notes that
epoikia were a “system of labour organisation” (common labour pools)
and their residents were “service tenants” with usufruct rights'’.

The arising issues concern the nature of epoikia and their social
stature in Byzantine countryside'®. Attention should be paid to the lit-
urgists and various collectives (koina) of epoikia in comparison with
komé. Furthermore, we should examine the collective fiscal responsibility
of the residents of epoikia and take into consideration their status. Fairly
important are the changes in ownership and administration of epoikia.

Marie Drew-Bear, Le Nome Hermopolite. Toponymes et sites [American Studies in Pap-
yrology 21], Missoula, MT 1979, p. 175 (hereafter: M. Drew-Bear, Nome Hermopolite). A
settlement called Nestou is mentioned as an epoikion and also as a komé. See BGU 11 455.
13-14 [early II]: “meoi xwun(v) N[€]otov émoixiov tic HpaxAeidov uepidos [to]v Ao-
owvoeitov vouo?”. A settlement called Movipewg was characterised both as an epoikion
and as a komé. See P. Flor. 1 2. 235, 242-243 [265]: “xuns Moviupews”, “rouaoydv
gmotxiov Movupews”.

10 E. R. Hardy, The Large Estates of Byzantine Egypt [Columbia University Studies
in the Social Sciences 354], New York 1931 (repr. 1968), p. 132 ff. (hereafter: E. R. Hardy,
Large Estates).

11, See above note 2.

12 Marianne Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes de la terre en Egypte romaine: les
epoikidtai, Chronique d’Egypte 57 (1982) 340-347. Cf. D. Rathbone, Economic Rational-
ism 180. For the epoikiotai in papyri see, P. Flor. 11 180. 7-8 [249-259]. - P. Flor. 111 322.
44 ff. [a. 248]. - SB 15603. r. 20 [III]. - P. Oxy. 4342. col. 1. 9[336 ?]. - SB 7756. 19 [359]. -
P. Oxy. 3307. 10 [IV]. = P. Cair. Masp. 111 67291. r. 9 [540 ?]. - CPR XXV 32. 1. 1[643-
644]. - SB 13599. 4 [VI-VII].

13, A comparison of epoikion to izba is also made by B. P. Grenfell and A. S. Hunt in
P. Tebt. II? App. 11 §3, p. 356.

14 M. Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes 185.

15 P. Sarris, Economy 31.

. P. Sarris, Economy 35.

17.J. Banaji, Agrarian Change 184, 185 n. 94. Cf. T. M. Hickey, Wine, Wealth 87-88.

. For epoikia as “private” property see, M. Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes 179:
“Pémoixiov apparait donc comme une propriété privée et bitie, a activités rurales diverses”.
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26 Giorgos Konstantinidis

Epoikia and komai

According to M. Lewuillon-Blume, epoikia had the same
functionaries of liturgies as did komai'’. The liturgists of komai are well
attested?’. In regard to the functionaries of epoikia, there is limited
information. Two papyri from the Hermopolite nome comprise nomina-
tions of liturgic functionaries. Komarchai of the epoikia Monyreos and
Damaratou submit and report the names of persons eligible for compul-
sory duties?!. Komarchai of epoikion Patelkiou nominate men for the
duty of “O8poguAaxia”®. In a 4™ century receipt from the Hermopolite
nome an “ayvodotos” received ropes from komarchai of the epoikion
Achilleos?®’. Another receipt from Karanis mentions a liturgist called
“amodéxtne dxvpov” working for the epoikion Leukogiou®:. The tax col-
lectors from Karanis delivered an amount of chaff to the apodektes®.
The “axfai]ty[t]ai Statvadoewe xai xdviwv etd@v’ from the epoikion

19 The papyri supporting her suggestion are mentioned briefly in M. Lewuillon-
Blume, Problemes 177, n. 2: P. Flor. I 2[265]. - P. Lond. 111 1246 [345]. - P. Herm. 36 [IV].
- P. Cair. Isid. 46 [307). - P. Cair. Isid. 60[319].

20, For the liturgies involving residents of komai see the meticulous inventory of N.
Lewis, The Compulsory Public Services of Roman Egypt [Papyrologica Florentina XI],
Firenze 1982, p. 72-73 (hereafter: N. Lewis, Public Services).

21 P. Flor. 1 2[265] col. 9. 242-243: “Guepotéowv xwuaoxdv éxotxiov Movigenc”; col.
10. 265: “Gugot[éow]v xwuaoydv émoixiov Alajuaodtov”. See M. Lewuillon-Blume,
Problemes 177, n. 2. Komarchés was responsible for the village’s administrative duties.
See F. Preisigke, Fachwdrter s.v. noudoyns. - N. Lewis, Public Services 66-67 and s.v.
roudeyne. Komarcheés of a komeé is mentioned in BGU XIX 2782. 6 [V]: “Avo(nhAtog)
Hetfevs . . . .wovpyos xwudox[ns xJuns IMteuevriorews”. - P. Lips. T 28. 6 [381]:
“Avoniiov ITpo[o]itoc Kovddtog xwudoyov &md tiic avtifc] xduns Agoew[c]” (= Chr.
Mitt. 363). - P. Col. X 281. 1-2 [287]: “Gnd xduns P[iJraberpiac xoudoyns to0
éveot@rtog y (érovc)”. - P. Flor. 111 346. 1-2 [V ?]: “Avo(1itoc) ITdALog BonBds yduatog
Teuoed Zxoo([6dv] nwudoyne xal yvwoTijot xouns’.

22, P. Lond. 111 1246. 5[345]: “[ & Jupotéo[ wv xmudoywv amd érxjoux[iov Iateixiov”.
See M. Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes 177, n. 2. Hydrophylakia probably included the
guarding of the dikes containing the flood. See Danielle Bonneau, Le Régime administra-
tif de Peau du Nil dans I'Egypte grecque, romaine et byzantine, Leiden 1993, p. 190.

23, P. Herm. 36. 2-4 [IV]: “Av[o]iiAror Tvoavvdc Iatdtoc xai Komoeas IToAitoc
noudoyat émotxiov AxiAdéws yaipetv’. See M. Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes 177, n. 2.
For “éayvodptos” see N. Lewis, Public Services 17-18.

24 P. Cair. Isid. 46. 1-2 [307): “Av[o1iAtoc Sovyduuwv arodéxtne dyvpov émoixiov
Agvroyiov”. See M. Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes 177, n. 2. Apodektés was a functionary
(liturgist) whose responsibility was the collection of fares or other taxes. See F. Preisigke,
Fachworter s.v. dmodéntng. - N. Lewis, Public Services s.v. dmodéxtng. - J. Karayan-
nopoulos, Ae&ixo Bvlavtivis Opoloyias: Owxovourxoi opot, vol. I. A-T, Thessaloniki
2000 (hereafter: J. Karayannopoulos, AEBO), s.v. dndtaxtov (yweiov), s.v. amodéxtng.

2, P. Cair. Isid. 46. 3-5 [307]: “émaitnraic xa(uns) [Kapav]iSoc dptodixtiag.
mapnviy[xate] axvoov Aitpas”. See M. Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes 177, n. 2.
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A Reconsideration of Epoikion in Byzantine Egypt 27

Kalou issue a receipt for chaff, fares and various taxes?. The aforemen-
tioned examples suggest that komarches, apodektés and apaitétées apart
from being liturgic functionaries of komai?’, they were also liturgic
functionaries of epoikia.

Collective fiscal responsibility might be a second common charac-
teristic that komai and epoikia shared. Although the collective fiscal re-
sponsibility of komai is a well established fact, it is not clearly demon-
strated for epoikia®®. The accounts of the Apion estates offer information
that may lead to the conclusion, that collective fiscal responsibility was
effective for the inhabitants of epoikia. The Apions collected various
taxes from their epoikia; among them, papyri mention taxes for aban-
doned lands. In several cases, collective fiscal responsibility is implied. In
a 6" century account from Oxyrhynchus, farmers of an epoikion, proba-
bly called Tillonos, paid dues for apotakta choria®. Likewise, papyrolog-
ical texts mention other cases, such as the epoikion Nekontheos, which is
being also taxed for apotakta choria® and the farmers and winegrowers,
probably from the epoikion Chenetorios, paying the Apions the same
taxes’’. It is my belief that the inhabitants of epoikia, as well as inhabit-
ants of komai, were collectively responsible for paying the taxes for
abandoned lands.

Furthermore, fiscal documents, such as receipts for levies, offer
more information and strengthen our position concerning collective fis-
cal responsibility. Dwellers of epoikion Petrok(i) from the Oxyrhynchite
nome paid dues in kind, military garments, to an “€mueAntic”, probably

%6, P. Cair. Isid. 60. 3-4 [319]: “an[at]tn[t]ai Statvadocws xai ndviov eiddv
énfot]xiov KdAov”. See M. Lewuillon-Blume, Problemes 177, n. 2. Apaitetés was a gen-
eral collector of various taxes in cash or kind. See F. Preisigke, Fachwdrter s.v. dmarinmic.
- A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 328. - N. Lewis, Public Services s.v.
amaitnolg, amartntie. - J. Karayannopoulos, AEBO s.v. Aot te.

2T N. Lewis, Public Services s.v. dmontntic, Amwodénne, Xoudoyme.

28, J. Karayannopulos, Die kollektive Steuerverantwortung in der frithbyzantinischen
Zeit, Vierteljahrschrift fiir Sozial- und Wirtschaftsgeschichte 43 (1956) 289-322.

2, P. Oxy. 2195. 18 [576-577): “n(apd) t0® x01tv(0D) yewo(ydv) émowx(iov) [. . . .. Js
Omép Gmotdxt(wv) xwoiwV'. Apotakton chorion was formely cultivated land that was
abandoned. Cultivators of a komé were charged with the fiscal responsibilities of the
apotakta choria. See J. Karayannopoulos, AEBO s.v. &nétontov (ymeiov).

0, P. Oxy. 998 [575-599]: “toic Gnd NexdvOewc O(méo) amordxt(wv) ywo(iwv)’.
The people “éw0 NexavOews”, that are mentioned in P. Oxy. 998, were cultivators locat-
ed at the epoikion Nekontheos. See P. Oxy. 2195. 20 [576-577].

3L P. Oxy. 1912. 81 [bef. 566]: “n(apd) t@v atv(tiv) yewo( ydv) xai dumelovo( ydv)
Om(éo) amotdnt(ov) ywo(iov)” [bef. 566]. We know that the farmers and winegrowers
were actually from Chenetorios because it is mentioned in the same papyrus. See P. Oxy.
1912. 43; 79.
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the émueAntiic éo0ftoc*?. The usage of the phrase “oi &nd émoixiov”
may indicate that they paid the taxes en bloc®. A list of arrears of cloth-
ing comprised two columns; the first registers komai or epoikia (e.g.
“OwAbews, Awoibéov, émoixiov I'epovi@”) and the second registers
owed garments (e.g. “otiydotov, mdAAiov’)**. One should notice that this
is a distinctive register per komé or epoikion (e.g. “émoitxiov I'spovta,
émowniov Sapand”)®. The tax for the procurement of military equip-

ment, canon vestium, was probably paid collectively by residents of

epoikia, as well as by residents of komai*.

The third characteristic, I believe, kémai and epoikia shared, was
that both their inhabitants formed collectives of the wealthiest villagers
(“x01vOv xdune”, “xo1vov emowxiov”)*” or guilds of certain occupations
(e.g. “x0OLVOV YeWOYDV’, “%0LVOV QUITEAOVOYDV’, “*OLVOV TAMVOEVTOV,
“xo1vov motuévarv’)®,

Collectives of komai, as well as, collectives of epoikia are well attest-
ed in papyri*. Two papyri from the Oxyrhynchite and the Hermopolite
nome dating from the middle of the 6™ century mention collectives of

2, P. Oslo 111 119. 1-5 [319]: “IH[ap]iveyxav éni tiic méAews . . .. O(fxnv) (?) oi
Gr]o érfoJin(iov) Ietoox() n/ mdyov du(d) X[. .]. ... draw(tnrod) xai xou vaviv)
vr(éo) mar(Aiov) & ivéux(tiwvog) td [V ]é(0) Baoixiifc y]ic dnAnya[tevd](évia)
Seouatfixi]a”. Dermaticia were dalmatian vestments or cloaks. See J. Karayannopulos,
Das Finanzwesen des frithbyzantinischen Staates [Stidosteuropdische Arbeiten 52],
Miinchen 1958, p. 112-113 (hereafter: J. Karayannopulos, Finanzwesen). Epimelétai es-
thétos were the collectors of canon vestium, a tax for the procurement of military equip-
ment. See J. Karayannopulos, Finanzwesen 112.

3, P. Oslo 111 119. 2; 9[319].

34 P. Oxy. 1448. 10 ff. [318]. Pallion was a mantle and sticharion was a tunic. See E.
A. Sophocles, Greek Lexicon of the Roman and Byzantine Periods (from B.C. 146 to
A.D. 1100), vol. I-II, New York 1957 (orig. Cambridge, MA 1870 and 1887), s.v.
TAAMOV, OTLYGQLOV.

3, P. Oxy. 1448. 10-13[318].

36, For komai paying collectively taxes in kind (e.g. garments), see P. Michael. 21. 9
[285]. - P. Mich. IX 547. 3[298].

¥, e.g., P. Gen. 1(2" ed.) 70 [372-373]: “xai 16 xotvov [1]iic xiunc éurtobodxouey’. - P.
Lond. Copt. 1075 fol. 25. r. 9 [546-547 ?]: “x0utv(Sv) émoux(iov) x(gpdtia) 06 tdravia
Hy. Also see A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 151. - J. Karayannopulos, Fi-
nanzwesen 91. - T M. Hickey, Wine, Wealth 66-67.

8, e.g. P. Cair. Masp. 67001. 4-5[514]: “x01v6v 1@V mowuévav xai Gdyoo@puAdxwv Tic
avtiic xduns Apooditns”. - P. Col. VIII 238. 16 [IV]: “16 xowv(dv) t[dv yle[w Joydv
émowx(iov) Ne[tv]ijov teA(€l) xai av(td)”. Also, see A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzan-
tine Egypt 152-153.

%, For the koina of komai see, P. Sakaon 44. 2[331-332] (= P. Thead. 17). - P. Abinn.
66. 32-33[IV]. - P. Gen. 1(2" ed.) 70 [372-373] (= Chr. Wilck. 380). - SB 13148. 51[IV]. -
P. Neph. 19. 2 [IV]. - P. Oxy. 3985. 2 [473]. - P. Lond. Copt. 1075 fol. 21 v. 3; fragm. 1. 6
[546-547 ?]. - P. Oxy. 2243a. 42 [590]. - SB 16415. 3-4 [VI]. - P. Lond. T 113 10. 13 [639-
640] (= Chr. Wilck. 8). - P. Leid. 77. 3 [VII]. - P. Ross. Georg. 111 57. 9-10 [VII-VIII].
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A Reconsideration of Epoikion in Byzantine Egypt 29

epoikia. The koinon epoikiou appears in a tax register from komeé Tenseu
Skordon and topos Démeou (Hermopolite nome)*’. There is no certainty
concerning the nature of the document (public or private). The frequent
appearance of a kome (eight times) and a topos (five times) and the ab-
sence of functionaries of large estates indicate that it is a public docu-
ment. In this supposedly public document, fiscal obligations of a koinon
epoikiou are mentioned among fiscal obligations of a koinon kémés. The
second appearance of koinon epoikiou comes from a private account of
Apiones. The collective of epoikion Skytalitidos*' from the Oxyrhynchite
nome had leased a dovecote and paid the corresponding rent*. It would
be valid to support that the most prominent inhabitants of epoikia
formed collectives, as the inhabitants of komai did.

Apart from koina of prominent inhabitants, papyri also report koi-
na of various trades as guilds of komai and epoikia. Regarding the guilds
of kémai, it would suffice to consider a papyrus from komé Aphrodito.
The koinon of shepherds and field guards of Aphroditdo (“xotvov T@v
TOWEVOY %Al AyQoQUAdxwV THS QUTHC xduns A@eoditng”) enters a
contract and agrees to guard fields, cattle and tools*’. The trade guilds of
epoikia are reported in private accounts from the Oxyrhynchite nome.
Two accounts of rents and parcels of land mention the “xotvov Twv
yewEywv tov emotxiov Ne[tv]jov”* and the “x01vov Twv yewoydv xat
aumeAoveydv Tov emoixiov ISxvtaAitidoc”®. These guilds of farmers
paid rents for landed properties. The guild of farmers of the epoikion

40 P. Lond. Copt. 1075 fol. 25 1. 9 [546-547 ?]: “xotv(dv) émowx(iov) x(godtiar) 68
talavia Hy”. Topos was an administrative subdivision of a nome. See F. Preisigke,
Fachworter s.v. 10m0G.

4. “Epoikion Skytalitidos” is not specifically mentioned in 1. 5 (just “Skytalitidos”),
but the following lines (I 8; 15; 19; 22) clearly mention “epoikion Skytalitidos”. See PSI
VIII 954. 5; 8; 15; 19; 22 [ VI].

42 PSI VIII 954. 5 [VI]: “a(aod) to0 xowvod . . . ISxvtaAitidoc (Umép) @opov
meptotepe®vos”. The three underdots indicate an uncertain reading. The editor suggests
that the three underdots stand for “7 7 ¢”. Consequently, the text is restored as “xotvov
Mg Zxvtaritidos”. See PSI VIII 954 notes on 1. 5. The word phoros signifies a rent or a
tax. F. Preisigke, Fachwdrter s.v. pépogc. — A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 62.
Cf. J. Gascou, Les grands domaines, la cité et ’état en Egypte byzantine, Travaux et Mé-
moires 9 (1985) 1-90, p. 12 ff. (hereafter: J. Gascou, Grands domaines).

4, P. Cair. Masp. 67001. 4-5 [514]. For the koina and their corporate fiscal responsi-
bility, see C. Zuckerman, Du village a I’Empire. Autour du registre fiscal d’Aphrodito
(525/526) [Centre de Recherche d’'Histoire et Civilisation de Byzance, Monographies 16],
Paris 2004, p. 224 ff. (hereafter: C. Zuckerman, Registre fiscal). For other guilds of vari-
ous trades, see P. Cair. Masp. 67283. 16 ff. [547].

4P, Princ. 136. 15-16 [IV] (=P. Col. VIII 238). For the “x01vov 1wV yewoydv’, see A.
C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 152.

45, PSI VIII 954. 21-22 [ VI].
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Tarousebt and the guild of farmers and winegrowers of an unknown
epoikion paid Apiones rents for land and a dovecote*. Additionally,
trade guilds of epoikia are mentioned in papyri concerning tax exemp-
tion. The guild of winegrowers from the epoikion Opionos submitted a
petition requesting a tax reduction*’. It would be fair to assume that a
trade guild may have been more efficient than individual cultivators. In
an account of remissions from Oxyrhynchus, the guild of farmers from
the epoikion Perouen is being exempted for a remote parcel of land that
was not flooded®. It may be that these lands were not properly watered
due to proximity to the desert®. The guild of farmers was responsible for
the cultivation of a land that probably was not always irrigated.

Komai and epoikia shared some common characteristics, which are
depicted above. The same litourgic functionaries appear to be serving in
epoikia and komai. The residents of epoikia and komai probably paid
collectively taxes for apotakta choria and the canon vestium. Further-
more, residents of epoikia and komai were organised in collectives and
various guilds. These indicate that epoikia functioned, were taxed and
were organised in a similar way to independent kémai. It may be that
the large estates found in the organisation of kémai a functioning model.

Possession status and social mobility of epoikia

Pointing out some similarities between epoikia and kémai would be
futile, if it was not accompanied by an effort to view epoikia as a dy-
namic institution. Papyri mention epoikia that changed ownership or at
least changed the manager that was fiscally responsible. Ktéma Moni-
mou (also mentioned as an epoikion) is attested in an early 6" century

46, P. Oxy. 1911. 53, 55, 63 ff. [557] (= SB 16324). We know that Tarousebt was also
an epoikion from other papyri, e.g. P. Oxy. 2025. 20 [VI-VIL]: “érowx(iov) TapovoéBt’.

47 SB 12554. 7-10; 15 [V-VI]: “mdAtv ovyydenoov tuds tiv ueyalompéneLo tig ofic
Goetiic xai tfalx[i]vovofai] qudv xatd Tiv xélevoly qudv tds éxatov [[reviixovia]]
SLTAG Tf] GEOVOA”; “TO KOLVOV TV QUTEAOVQ YDV G0 Emotxiov Omiwy EmLOeSDXAUEV”.

48 P. Oxy. 2038. 20 [VI-VII]: “On(£0) tiic éEmtix(Tic) yic vm(€o) &Po(dyov) oitov’.
“APooyn” was land that had been usually under water, but at some point could not be
watered. See Danielle Bonneau, Le fisc et le Nil. Incidence des irrégularités de la crue du
Nil sur la fiscalité fonciére dans I'Egypte grecque et romaine, Paris 1971, p. 66, 81 (here-
after: D. Bonneau, Fisc). - J. Karayannopoulos, AEBO s.v. &fpoyoc. For “Emtixds”, see
F. Preisigke, Worterbuch der griechischen Papyrusurkunden, mit Einschluss der griechi-
schen Inschriften, Aufschriften, Ostraka, Mumienschilder usw. aus Agypten, vol. I-111,
Heidelberg - Berlin 1925-1931, s.v. éEmtxde.

4. D. Bonneau, Fisc 80.
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lease from Oxyrhynchus as part of the Apion holdings*®. A tax account
also from Oxyrhynchus mentions the same hamlet as part of the divine
house®. As N. Gonis suggested it may be that epoikion Monimou
changed ownership or at least administrator™. In a similar situation,
epoikion Kineas>® in the 6" century appears to be an Apion holding>*,
but in two orders for payment it is included in the divine house’s es-
tates>. As J. Gascou suggests, the Apions either rented the epoikion or
they were commissioned to manage its activities®®. The third example
comes also from the Oxyrhynchite nome. Pempo was described in an ac-
count as imperial land and it was probably administered by the Apions”’.
Epoikion Pempo belonged to the imperial property (6gioc oixoc), but the
Apions, at least for a short period, were responsible for its exploitation.
Lastly, in a 6" century account of Apion estates, an epoikion Patrimoni-
al(?) is attested among other hamlets®®. The name Patrimonial(ia) has led
scholars to believe that this particular epoikion had been imperial prop-
erty>’ that was transferred to the Apions®. The aforementioned cases

0, P. Oxy. 4615. 7 [505]: “yewoyds tiic [Dudv ueyalomoen Jeias Souduevos éx 100
avTiic xTiuatos xalovuévov Moviuov”. Monimou as epoikion is attested in P. Hamb. 1
19. r. 8 [225]: “70 Moviuov émoix[i]ov éx to® ITroleuafiov]”. A. Calderini - S. Daris,
Dizionario dei nomi geografici e topografici dell’ Egitto greco-romano, vol. I-V + Suppl,
Cairo - Milano - Bonn - Pisa - Roma 1935-2009, s.v. Moviuov (hereafter: A. Calderini - S.
Daris, Dizionario).

5L P. Oxy. 2020. 13-14 [VI]: “Sud to® Oeiov oixov xo10(fic) ... Vméo To nTiu( atoc)
Moviuov”. The divine house (6eioc oixoc) was an administrative institution composed
of imperial estates. See A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 36. - J. Gascou,
Grands domaines 4.

2, P. Oxy. 4615[505] notes on L. 7.

. A. Calderini - S. Daris, Dizionario s.v. Kwéog.

54 P. Oxy. 2479. 2 [VI]. See J. Gascou, Grands domaines 77.

55, PSTIII 196. 1 [VI-VII]. - PSTIII 197. 1 [VI-VII]. See J. Gascou, Grands domaines 77.

%6, J. Gascou, Grands domaines 77.

57 P. Oxy. 1915. 1-3 and Intr. [560]: “&]n0 1ot xtiu(atoc) Meund 100 Oetot(dt)ov
oix(ov) &uf- ca. 18 -] .. .[. . .Jo[. . .] @ Vmeopueotr(dtw) Vadtw S08tvao(iw)
Amiwvog”. See J. Gascou, Grands domaines 77. - T. M. Hickey, Wine, Wealth 51-52. Also,
see A. Calderini - S. Daris, Dizionario s.v. [Tleund.

38, P. Iand. 111 51. 7 [VI]. The term epoikion is not explicitly mentioned, but the other
localities (“Aewvidov”, “Acmid®”, “Znvtaritidos”, “Meydins ITapopiov”) that are men-
tioned in P. Iand. 111 51 were epoikia. We have knowledge of that, from references to
other papyri, e.g. P. Oxy. 2244 R. 3, 5, 25 [VI]: “émoixiov Aewvidov”, P. Oxy. 4755. 10
[586]: “émoixiov Aomida”, P. Oxy. 2025. 28 [VI-VII]: “éroixiov Zxvraiitidos”, P. Oxy.
2244 R. 1, 18 [VI]: “émoixiov MeydAins Iapopiov”. Also see A. Calderini - S. Daris,
Dizionario s.v. Tlatowouvor().

%, The Latin adjective “patrimonialis” in Roman law is related to the imperial prop-
erty (e.g. fundi patrimoniales, comitiva sacri patrimoni). For the term patrimonium and
imperial property, see R. Delmaire, Largesses sacrées et res privata. L’aerarium impérial
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indicate that epoikia could change owner or administrator for a certain
period of time.

The dynamic character of epoikia is also emanated by examples of
epoikia that evolved into komai and in some cases vice versa®. The
epoikion Pisais located in the Arsinoite nome is attested in two papyri
from the 2™ and 3" century®>. During the Byzantine period a komé Pi-
saei is mentioned in a loan of wheat and in a list of villages both from
the Arsinoite nome®, Presumably Pisaei had evolved at least from the
early Byzantine times into a kome®. A village named Tryphonos ap-
pears in an account of private property from Oxyrhynchus®. The editor
identifies komeé Tryphonos with the homonymic epoikion mentioned in
a census register®. The scriber of the census uses the genitive “Tovgm-
vog”, which indicates that the hamlet, before becoming a village, was
private property of someone named “Tov@wv’. An epoikion Nilou is
attested in southern Oxyrhynchite nome in the 4" century and a hamlet
with the same name is mentioned in a porphyry tablet from the Her-
mopolite nome®’. In the 6" century a komeé Nilou is mentioned in a list of
payments to soldiers serving in Hermopolite nome®. According to D.
Bonneau the presumably three different settlements may well be the

et son administration du 1V¢au VI¢ siécle [Collection de I'Ecole francaise de Rome 121],
Rome 1989, p. 669-670, 675-676.

0, A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 36. - J. Gascou, Grands domaines 30 n.
184.

61, The idea that hamlets evolved into villages is briefly expressed by D. Rathbone
and R. S. Bagnall. See D. Rathbone, Economic Rationalism 180. - R. S. Bagnall, Egypt
218.

%2, BGU I 277. 14 [130-160]: “4[v é]mouxie ITioder”. - P. Fay. 90. 14 [234]: “év énot-
»xiw ITioae”. See A. Calderini - S. Daris, Dizionario s.v. ITwodug.

93, SB 15286. 13 [362]: “év tij avtijx[d Jun [Tioae”. - SPP X 78. 8 [VII]: “éx ©(®v) amwo
#(dung) Iioael.

%, A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 36. - J. Gascou, Grands domaines 30 n.
184.

65, P. Oxy. 2195. 38 [VI]: “énd xau(ng) [to]v Tovpwvos”.

%, BGU VII 1619. 18 [1I]: “Tovgpwvoc émoix(tov)”. See P. Oxy. 2195 [VI] notes on 1.
38.

7. P. Oxy. 997 [IV]: “[-ca.?- 0m(?)]éo 1 mapoAndv Ne[id]Jov émovx(iov) xe”. - SB 8163
[7): “Iwavns aro émniov Nidog tot éouomoAitov”. See M. Drew-Bear, Nome Hermopo-
lite 183.

%8, SB 11076. 44 [early VI]: “ydu(ati) toa(ov) Nei(Aov) »(@unc)”. See Danielle Bon-
neau, Niloupolis du Fayoum, in J. Bingen - G. Nachtergael (ed.), Actes du X Ve Congrés
International de Papyrologie (Bruxelles - Louvain, 29 aont - 3 septembre 1977), vol. I'V:
Papyrologie documentaire [Papyrologica Bruxellensia XIX], Bruxelles 1979, p. 258-273,
here 258 (hereafter: D. Bonneau, Niloupolis).
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same epoikion that evolved into a komeé®. In the Fayum, the epoikion
Nestou is attested in papyri dated until the 2™ century’. In early 3" cen-
tury and later, Nestou is mentioned as a komeé’!. Furthermore, in the
Hermopolite nome, the epoikion Monyris is mentioned in an account of
military provisions and in a register, both dating from the 3" century’
In a lease of land from late 4" century, Monyris appears as a kome™. It
would be reasonable to assume that the Roman epoikia Nestos and
Monyris later became komai’. These are only few of many examples of
epoikia that probably had evolved into komai”. Unlike the aforemen-
tioned examples, papyri report a reverse process, in which komé Chen-
etorios, attested in early 4™ century, is later mentioned as epoikion
Chenetorios’. This reverse process could be also attested in two papyri
from Arsinoite nome. The komé Kerkéseds that is mentioned in a 7'
century papyrus appears one century later in an Arabic papyrus as
epoikion”’.

The aforementioned examples of epoikia that changed owners or at
least administrators combined with the cases of epoikia that presumably
had acquired the status of kémai, in my opinion, allude a social mobility
in the rural sphere that was already surmised by scholars’.

%, D. Bonneau, Niloupolis 258. - A. Benaissa, Rural Settlements of the Oxyrhynchite
Nome: A Papyrological Survey [Trismegistos Online Publications IV], Kéln - Leuven
20122 p. 202 (hereafter: A. Benaissa, Rural Settlements). It should be noted that A.
Benaissa includes epoikion Nilou in the Oxyrhynchite rural settlements, but he does not
mention at all komé Nilou.

70, SB 11067. 3 [I-11]. - P. Fay. 84. 6 [163]. - P. Hamb. 111 225. 19 [II-111]. Also, see A.
Calderini - S. Daris, Dizionario s.v. NéoTOv €moi®L0V.

"\ P. Hamb. 1 80. 2 [198-227]. - P. Heid. V 350. 35[612]. - SPP X 138. 3 [early VII].

72, BGUII 553. 12-15[262-263]. - BGU XI 2074. 5-7[286-287]. See also A. Calderini -
S. Daris, Dizionario s.v. MovigLg.

73, P. Lips. 1 20. 7[381].

74 Nestou is present in a sale of a barn from the early 2" century, but it is peculiarly
designated as an epoikion and as a komeé. See BGU 11 455. 13-14 [early I1]: “zeod xaun(v)
N[é]otov émowxiov”. The case of Monyris is identical. In a nomination of liturgies,
Monyris is mentioned as an epoikion and as a komeé. P. Flor. 1 2. 235, 242-243[265]. Cf. P.
Tebt. IT? App. 11 §3, p. 356.

5, See A. Benaissa, Rural Settlements s.v. Hoaxheidov, ‘Hodxnheov, @dAOig, “Totoov,
Kdéouov, Agvxiov, Anvdv, Niyepog, Nouov, ITavevel, Zapoamimvog Xolenuovog,
duhootpdtov. For a highly detailed survey of graeco-roman toponyms, see H. Verreth, A
Survey of Toponyms in Egypt in the Greaco-Roman Period [Trismegistos Online Publica-
tions II], Kéln - Leuven 20132

75, P. Oxy. 1912. 43, 66, 68 ff. [VI]. - P. Oxy. 3981. 3[312]. See A. Benaissa, Rural Set-
tlements s.v. XeVET®OLOG.

7. SB 9402. 2 [VII]. - SB 9583. 7-8 [VIII]. For a different interpretation concerning
the names of the Fayum hamlets and villages, see J. Banaji, Agrarian Change 175-176.

8, A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 36. - T. M. Hickey, Wine, Wealth 51 ff.
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Landed property in epoikia and beyond

While attempting to characterise epoikia we should define their ter-
ritorial status. The surrounding area of an epoikion, unlike the territori-
um of a kome, is rarely mentioned in papyri”. Did all the land around
an epoikion belong to a sole proprietor? Were the residents of an
epoikion able to possess land elsewhere? Papyri might offer some assis-
tance answering these questions. We will present three cases of cultiva-
tors coming from epoikia that presumably rented lands outside their ter-
ritory. We will also examine whether foreigners, residents of komai,
could obtain land of epoikia.

A papyrus from the archive of Dioscorus mentions two peasants
from epoikion Sakkou renting a piece of land that was part of Aphro-
dito’s communal property®’. This particular field was “év 1@ amrdpw”,
which probably means that it was “@mopov tiic x@dunc’®'. The field was
part of Aphroditd’s property and at some point, its owners abandoned it.
Then, the abandoned land was leased to the residents of Sakkou. In an-
other text from the same archive, Aurelios Abraamios coming from
epoikion Psinsou®® leased a farm for the duration of three years®. This
land is also situated in the area surrounding komé Aphrodito, but it was
privately owned. Leasing foreign land may also be the case of a papyrus
from Apollonopolite nome. Aurelius Ioannés from epoikion Bespaiom
leased arable and uncultivated lands from the monastery of Abbot
Patois®’, The lease is emphyteutic, meaning perpetual lease with an obli-
gation of improving the land®. Assuming that Ioannés was somehow
working for the owner of that epoikion (since he resided there), he also
could lease the monastery’s land. Furthermore, we should note that

7. P. Freer 1+2. 256 [524]. - P. Eirene 11 28. 21[557]. - SB 9777 v. 1[597/598 ?]. - SPP
X 145. 7[VI]. - P. Ross. Georg. Il 51. 12-13[630]. - SB 4482. 3 [VI-VII]. - SB 14000. 3 [VI-
VII]. - SB 9294. 27[621-637]. - PSITX 1056. 3[VII]. - SB 12945. 2 [VII]. - SB 9459. 8 [ VII].

80, P. Cair. Masp. 67106. 8-11 [539]: “Suoroyo(®)uev € GAAnAeyyins uobboacbal
T YUV ... T[0] oTOEQOUEVOY €V T® GmOow YeE[ o [yLoV’.

81 The “dmopov tnc xauns” was land belonging to a komeé that was abandoned by its
previous owners. Residents of the komé or foreigners were allowed lease the abandoned
land. See J. Karayannopoulos, AEBO s.v. oo 6vouata, AroQov g *Ouns.

82 P. Ross. Georg. 1II 33, 5-6 (522): “m(apd) Avoniiov ABoaouifoJv [. ... ... .
untoos ZipvjAlac énd émowxiov Wivoov”. The use of ancestors (“matods”, “untods”)
and the place of residence (“Gmo émoixiov”) for the identification of the leaseholders is
common in papyri. Here it is likely that “dwo émoixiov Wivoov” refers to Abraamios.
See examples at: P. Lond. V 1767. 5[561-562]. - P. Iand. 111 48. 12-13[582].

8, P. Ross. Georg. 111 33, 5-6; 8-14 (522).

8 P. Lond. 11 483[616].

8, See A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 72-74.
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[19P:3

epoikion and emphyteusis appear in Arabic papyri. An “moixiov
Eugutevt®v” is repeatedly mentioned in 8" century papyri from Aph-
rodito®®, “Eugurevt@v” is merely a name; however, it implies that the
residents of epoikia in the Byzantine period held land on emphyteutic
lease®”. To summarise, in two cases from the first half of the 6" century,
cultivators coming from hamlets near Aphrodito appear to lease foreign
lands. Also in early 7" century, a cultivator from a hamlet rented foreign
land owned by a monastery. The exact status of these cultivators is un-
known to us, but we know they resided in hamlets, which means that
they already cultivated lands belonging to their owners. The point to
note is, even though the inhabitants of epoikia cultivated private land,
they could lease land coming from other parties.

The suggestion that residents of epoikia could lease foreign land co-
incides with an opposite occurrence, meaning that foreigners could ob-
tain and exploit land of epoikia. The cadaster of Aphroditd in the 6
century reports residents of Antaiopolis that possessed lands in epoikia®.
Comeés Damianos owned an orchard of half aroura located in the territo-
ry of an epoikion®. Eudoxia, sister of comés Theoteknos owned one
aroura of arable land in the hamlet Kerameos®. The land was under the
responsibility of a farmer (georgos) named Hermauos®'. He probably cul-
tivated the parcel, but we cannot define the mode of exploitation. The
implication is that foreigners could possess lands in an epoikion. As not-
ed above cultivators of epoikia were able to possess land outside the
epoikion. Moreover, we have suggested the possibility of outsiders to
own land of epoikia. These two suggestions imply a more complex prop-
erty situation.

It is noteworthy that epoikion re-emerges again in the middle Byz-
antine period. The 11" century cadaster of Thébes comprises taxpayers

8, P. Lond. 1412-1414 [VIII]; 1416 [732-733]; 1418 [706-707); 1419 [716-717]; 1427
[732-733]; 1432-1434 [VIII]; 1436 [719]; 1442 [VIII]; 1444 [VIII]; 1449 [711]; 1451 [701-702,
716-717 ?]; 1452 [VIII]; 1459 [VIII]; 1460 [ca. 709]; 1468 [VIII]; 1488 [VIII]; 1553 [VIII]. -
SB 5645 [710]. - P. Cair. Masp. 67359 [715-716].

87, The state and the church possessed the right to grand their land on emphyteutic
lease. See A. C. Johnson - L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt 73-74.

8 The proprietors mentioned in the cadaster were residents of Antaiopolis. See C.
Zuckerman, Registre fiscal 37. Cf. J. Gascou - Leslie MacCoull, Le cadastre d’Aphrodito,
Travaux et Mémoires 10 (1987) 103-158, p. 113 (hereafter: J. Gascou - L. MacCoull,
Cadastre).

8. J. Gascou - L. MacCoull, Cadastre 120 (= P. Freer 1+2, 43524 7]).

%, J. Gascou - L. MacCoull, Cadastre 126 (= P. Freer 1+2, 256 [524 7]).

9l P. Freer 1+2, 256 (524 ?): “on(0g.) (do) a .. Un(3d) Eouavdv Iavovgpiov ye-
wo(yov)”. For the meaning of georgos see J. Banaji, Agrarian Change 190-192.
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residing in Théba and elsewere®?, and amounts of taxes with tax allevia-
tions”. An “dyoid(tov) émoi(x1ov)” is part of the re-imposition of taxes
on previously tax-exempted lands®. These lands (including the agridion
epoikion) were originally granted to an imperial overseer (basilikos kou-
rator) Leobachos®. In the middle Byzantine period, agridion was a small
rural settlement located at a distance from a chorion, however, it was
fiscally dependent from the chorion®®. Accordingly, in 11" century Boio-
tia, epoikion denotes a small rural settlement (hamlet) that was part of a
prominent family. Considering the continuity of the rural communities,
as N. Svoronos suggested’’, we may surmise that epoikia, small rural set-
tlements continued to exist, at least until the late 11'" century, as part of
independent landowning families.

Conclusions

In Byzantine Egypt, the term epoikion was used to signify a ktéma
or a rural settlement. Since epoikion is so often mentioned in Byzantine
papyri, we can identify its character and maybe understand its role in
Byzantine society. A juxtaposition of epoikion to the free village (komé)
reveals some common characteristics such as the functionaries of litur-
gies, collective fiscal responsibility and the collectives of wealthiest resi-
dents and various trades. These imply that epoikia and independent
komai were parallel but similar units in the Egyptian countryside. Fur-
thermore, Byzantine papyri indicate that epoikia were not immutable
since they could change ownership or administrator. That is not the only
kind of change that occurs in Byzantine sources. Epoikia could probably
evolve into komai, which is indicative of social mobility. The cases of
residents of epoikia that leased lands outside their hamlet, along with the
conjecture that residents of epoikia held land on emphyteutic lease
(epoikion Emphyteuton), demonstrate that employment in epoikia was

2, Some proprietors resided in Athens, Euripos and Aulona. See N. Svoronos, Re-
cherches sur le cadastre byzantin et la fiscalité aux Xle et Xlle siécles: le cadastre de
Thebes, Bulletin de Correspondance Hellénique 83 (1959) 1-145, p. 142 (hereafter: N.
Svoronos, Cadastre). The fact that some proprietors were non-Théban residents is remi-
niscent of the proprietors from the Aphrodito cadaster (see above).

93, N. Svoronos, Cadastre 8.

%, N. Svoronos, Cadastre 15, A 83: “ovv Mpddiov tiic Aoy(ag) [(»ait(d) dyoid(tov)
gmoi(xiov)”.

9, N. Svoronos, Cadastre 41.

%, J. Karayannopoulos, AEBO s.v. &yo(Siov.

7. N. Svoronos, Cadastre 145.
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not exclusive. There are also cases of residents of a komé possessing land
in an epoikion.

The aforementioned characteristics of epoikia mitigate their “pri-
vate” status. It is reasonable to suggest that the community of an epoi-
kion was not part of a large estate, only the territorium of an epoikion
was. Epoikia as rural settlements seem to be consistent with a remark by
J. Gascou concerning large estates in Egypt: “Uopposition tradition-
nellement instituée entre la grande propriété privée d’'une part, la cité et
IEtat de lautre, me parait revétir peu ou pas de portée”®. Epoikia, as
described above, were essential elements of the large estates and they
might have been a manifestation of their “public” character.

%8, ]. Gascou, Grands domaines 60.
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TI'ibpyoc Kwvotavtividng

H emaveE€raon Tov 6gov émxoixtov otn Bulaviivij Alyvmto

O 6po¢ émoixtov amavtd otovg Bulavtivoig mamipoug ®aL 0€ 0QL-
OUEVEC ETLYQUMEC UE TN ONUOOIO TOV CLYQOXTHUATOC 1| TOV OLYQOTIXOV
OUVOLXLOUOU TTOV aVAXE O wiow ueyain yowoxntnoia. H €psvva dev €yel
00YXOANOEl ETLOTOUEVIS UE TOV YOQUKRTNOO TWV ETOLXi®V %ol TN OEon
Tovg otV wedwn Bulaviivig xowvmvio tng Avyvmtov. O aypotixol
avTol olopnol TaEoVoLdLovy 0QLOUEVO HOLVA YUQOATNOLOTIAG UE TIC
ehevBepec xauec g Bulavtivic vraiBpov. TEtolo xooaxTnoLoTIXG
elval ou Aertovpyleg, N aAAMNAEYYVOC POoQOLOY XY EVOUVY %Ol OL OVVTE-
yviee (xotvd). O duvouLnig YOEOXTHOOC TOV ETOLXIMY TEXUAIQETOL AT
alayéc 010 LWoxrTNoLOXG ®aBeoTdg Tove Ymdpyovv mopadelyuato
ETOLXIWY, TA. OO0 AAAOTE ATOTEAOVOUY RTNOELS TOV AVTOXQUTOQLHOV
oixov rot dhlhote ®TNHoeElS WwToV. Emtlong, oplouéva exoixia evOeyo-
UWEVIDC WITOQOVOOY VO AITOXTHOOVY TO RAUOECTMC TN EAEVOEQNS HdUNC.
OL %ATOLROL TV ETOLXIMWY, AV KOL EEAQTWOUEVOL ATTG TOV LOLOXRTHTN TNG
YNg tovg, elyav 1N dvvardimra va uoddvouv arlidtoia yn. Ta meoa-
VOQEQDEVTA XUQARTNOLOTIXRE UETOLALOUV TNV EWOVA TOV ETOLXIMY OC
OTATIXDV «OLOTIRDV» ovvowxiouwv. Ta eroixia, wg duvaulrol aypoTi-
%O CUVOLKLOUOL TV 0iX@wV TS ALYUTTOU, ETLONUOIVOUY TOV «ONUOCLO»
YOLQOXTHOM TMWV YOLOKXTNOLDY QVTOV.
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