Procles the Carthaginian: A North

African Sophist in Pausanias’ Periegesis
Juan Pablo Sdanchez Herndndez

3 LL THAT WE CAN READ of Procles are two fragments

provided by Pausanias in his Perggests in the second

century A.D. Pausanias calls him a Carthaginian from
North Africa, but his name, Procles, and his father’s, Eucrates,
are Greek; Pausanias does not state a title for Procles’ work.
The first fragment comes in an ethnographical digression about
the wild beasts of Libya, the second in a comparison between
the Hellenistic kings Pyrrhus of Epirus and Alexander the
Great (FHG 1V 483-484, frr.1-2):

Not far from the building in the market-place of Argos is a
mound of earth, in which they say lies the head of the Gorgon
Medusa. I omit the miraculous, but give the rational parts of the
story about her. After the death of her father, Phorcus, she
reigned over those living around Lake Tritonis, going out hunt-
ing and leading the Libyans to battle. On one such occasion,
when she was encamped with an army against the forces of
Perseus, who was followed by picked troops from the Pelopon-
nesus, she was assassinated by night. Perseus, admiring her
beauty even in death, cut off her head and carried it to show the
Greeks.

But Procles, the son of Eucrates, a Carthaginian, thought a
different account more plausible than the preceding. It is as fol-
lows. Among the incredible monsters to be found in the Libyan
desert are wild men and wild women. Procles affirmed that he
had seen a man from them who had been brought to Rome. So
he guessed that a woman wandered from among them, reached
Lake Tritonis and harried the neighbours until Perseus killed
her; Athena was supposed to have helped him in this exploit, be-
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120 PROCLES THE CARTHAGINIAN

cause the people who live around Lake Tritonis are sacred to
her.!

Procles the Carthaginian indeed rated Alexander the son of
Philip higher on account of his good fortune and for the bril-
liance of his achievements, but said that Pyrrhus was the better
man in infantry and cavalry tactics and in the inventing of strat-
agems of war.? (transl. W. H. S. Jones)

Scholars who have discussed Procles have seen in him a Hel-
lenistic historian of the third or second century B.C. The most
detailed arguments for a third-century date appear in a Konrat
Ziegler’s footnote in H. Schaefer’s RE article. He points out
that there were Greek authors writing in Carthage at that time?
and Procles may have written his work in Greek because
Carthage was strongly influenced by the western Greek col-
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3 He cites Xanthippos, Philinos, and Silenos, writing between the Pyrrhic
Wars (280-272 B.C.) and the First Punic War (264-241 B.C.): at H.
Schaefer, “Prokles,” RE 23 (1957) 179 n.1.
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onies as early as the sixth century.*

Momigliano conceived of a Polybius-like career for Procles of
Carthage in the second century B.C.: he “wandered between
Greece and Rome,” and addressed his works to his Roman
public, writing not only from his eyewitness experience in
Africa but also from the most appealing context of Rome,
where he reported seeing an African wild man; his name was a
sign of Hellenization rather than of Greek origin and his career
would have been similar to that of the Carthaginian philos-
opher Clitomachus (originally named Hasdrubal) who came to
Athens in 146 B.C., became head of the Platonic Academy in
129, and wrote books dedicated to prominent Romans.’

This article will argue that Procles the Carthaginian was not
a Hellenistic historian, but a sophist contemporary with Pau-
sanias, and an example of the great intermingling of nations in
this epoch. The idea of Procles being from the second century
A.D. 1s not completely new: K. Wernicke in 1884 suggested that
he was a writer of the second century rather than Hellenistic,
but he had little impact on subsequent scholars.’

Wernicke’s main argument was that the military glory of
Pyrrhus was a popular image for writers during the Roman

+ Especially in the period 410—-307 in the struggle for the possession of
Sicily; Paus. 10.8.6-7, 11.3—4, 18.7. See V. Krings, “Les lettres grecques a
Carthage,” in Cl. Baurain et al. (eds.) Phowntkeia Grammata, lire et écrire en
Meéditerranée (Liege 1991) 649-668; P. Krings, Carthage et les grecs 580—480 av.
F--C. (Leiden 1998) 27-32.

> A. Momigliano, Alien Wisdom. The Limits of Hellenization (Cambridge/
New York, 1975) 5-6.

6 K. Wernicke, De Pausaniae periegetae studiis Herodoteis (Berlin 1884) 101—
102.

7 Wernicke’s idea is cited only by H. Hitzig and H. Blimmer, Pausaniae
Graeciae Descriptio 1 (Leipzig 1896) 585 (ad 2.21.6): “Wernicke dagegen ...
glaubt ihn in der Beginn des zweiten nachchristlicher Jahrhunderts setze
und aus I, 12, 2 schliessen zu diirfe, sein Buch habe den Titel épywyv dmo-
pyvnpata getragen.”.
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Empire.? Indeed, while the topics of the two fragments are
common in many periods of Greek literature, they are
especially popular in the surviving literature of the Roman
period:

Fr.1, Libya and its marvellous creatures: 'The tradition of events and
characters attributed to Libya began with Herodotus (4.145—
195). But the scientific writings of Aristotle and his school had
the most influence on poets, historians, and paradoxographers?
from the Hellenistic period onwards in the development of the
popular idea of Libya as a land of natural rarities. This tra-
dition evolved into the treatment of this topic in two surviving
declamations of the imperial period, the ZLibykos of Dio
Chrysostom and the Dipsades of Lucian.!?

Fr.2, ovvkpeots of Alexander with Pyrrhus: Texts of Roman date
emphasized the fortune of Alexander’s exploits and his fame,
and Roman rule was represented as a continuation of his em-
pire.!! Pyrrhus’ similarity to Alexander the Great was ad-
dressed by Roman-era authors writing about his fascinating
personality.'? Pyrrhus’ Memoirs (épywv vOmopviuata) were

8 Wernicke, De Pausaniae 101. See Liv. 35.14, Plut. Pyrh. 8, Luc. Ind. 21,
and nn.11-13 below.

9 kal Aéyetar §é Tis mapopla, otL ael AuBun péper T kawov (Arist.
HistAn. 606b, cf. Gen.An. 746b). The same idea also in paradoxography
(Antig. 11, 60b; Apollon. 38) and paremiology (AtBukov Onplov: éml Tdv
modvTpoTwY Kal molveddv kal moikidwv, Apost. 10.75; TToAvBnpov yap
Ol’J'O"T]g Tﬁg ALBI}'T]S K(l;, WO)\)\(’L‘)V g(l.’)(UV G'UVLéV'TOJV KG.;, (;.)(A’T})(Obg G’WLBGLVO'V’T(JJV,
éénMaypéva amotedel kal ovppuikta {da Diogenian. 6.11). See in general
G. Ottone, Libyka. Testimonianze e frammenti (Rome 2002) 1-33.

10 Dio Chrys. 5.5, Luc. Dips. 1.1. Lucian did not visit Libya (GAX” 008
éméByy s AvBins 70 mapdmav eb moidv, 6); he knew this literary tradition
through a major author, Nicander of Colophon (ravti od pa Ala mpos Ni-
kavdpov Tov moLnTRY PrdoTipovpevos, 9).

11 About the umitatio Alexandre: see for example L. Lanza, Roma e leredita
d’Alessandro (Milan 1971); U. Wilcken, “Zur Entstehung der hellenistischen
Konigkultes,” in E. Wlosok, Rimuscher Kaiserkult (Darmstadt 1978) 218-253;
M. Sordi, Alessandro Magno tra storia ¢ mito (Milan 1984); J. M. Croisellle,
Neronia IV: Alegjandro Magno, modelo de los emperadores romanos (Brussels 1990).

12 Especially Plutarch (Pyrrh. 8.2—3, 11.4) but also Dionysus of Halicar-
nassus (Ant. Rom. 20.10), Diodorus (22.11-12), and Pausanias (1.13.2-3). The
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widely read!? and his deeds were a commonplace in military
and strategic works of the first and second centuries and in
sophists” writings like Lucian’s Hippias, Pro lapsu, and The Ig-
norant Book Collector.'*

Wernicke identified these fragments as excerpts from a col-
lection of Facta et dicta memorabilia.’> In his opinion, Pausanias,
who in writing Book 1 seems to have done a fair bit of reading
on Pyrrhus in historical synopses (mentioning the épywv vmo-
pvipara in 1.12.2) such as Procles’, could excerpt them in a
couple of spots where he thought that they were pertinent: in
Argos and Mothone. But Wernicke was aware of the difficulties
of including fr.1 in such a collection of sayings and deeds,!® and
although the general trend of Pausanias’ times was towards
condensations,!” Pausanias claims to make use of a good deal

chief Greek sources for the life of Pyrrhus, in addition to Plutarch’s life, are
Diod. 22 and Dion. Hal. Ant.Rom. 19-20. See P. Lévéque, Pyrrhos (Paris
1957) 52-66.

13 FGrHist 229; cited by Plutarch (Pyrrh. 21.9) and Dionysius (20.10). Cf.
Léveque, Pyrrhos 20-22.

4 Val. Max. 1.1. ext. 1; 2.7.15b; 3.7.10a; 4.3.5b, 6b,14a; 5.1. ext. 3—4;
6.5.1d; 8.13.5; 9.1.4. Frontin. Strat. 2.2.1; 2.3.21; 2.4.9; 2.4.13; 2.6.9-10;
3.6.3; 4.1.3; 4.1.14; 4.1.18; 4.4.2. Polyaen. 6.6; 8.49; 8.68. Shared elements
in Plut. Pyrrh. 34, Paus. 1.13.7, and Lucian Hipp. 1 and Pro Laps. 11. Parody
of the imutatio Alexandri in the case of Pyrrhus: Luc. Ind. 21.

15> Wernicke connected Pyrrhus’ deeds described at 4.35.4 with the men-
tion of épywv vmopviuara at 1.12.2, after the long digression on Pyrrhus’
life: De Pausaniae 102; Hitzig and Blimmer, Pausaniae 585. In citing Procles,
Pausanias is described as using “tradizione scritte e probabilmente diffuse”:
D. Musti, Pausania Guida della Grecia (Rome 1982—-2003) IT 284.

16 Fuit sane rerum mirabilium narratio, quae certe Pyrrhi historiam rettulit; quae
autem de Medusa ex Procle scribit Pausanias, loco nescio quo historiae inserta erant:
Wernicke, De Pausaniae 102.

17 For example, Hieronymus of Cardia is one of these historians men-
tioned in the Periggesis (1.9.8, 13.9), but he could have read an imperial
epitome. See M. Segre, “Le fonte di Pausania per la storia dei Diadochi,”
Historia 2 (1929) 217-237; Musti, Pausania 1 XXIX-XXX; I. Chamoux, “La
méthode historique de Pausanias d’apreés le livre I de la Periégése,” in
Pausanias Historien (Geneva 1994) 45—69. Diodorus absorbed the works of
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of Hellenistic source material:
But as to the history of Attalus and Ptolemy, it is more ancient in
point of time, so that tradition no longer remains, and those who
lived with these kings for the purpose of chronicling their deeds
fell into neglect even before tradition failed.!8

This passage 1s in fact the introduction to one of Pausanias’ sev-
eral excursuses on Hellenistic kings and Hellenistic Greece.!”
So it 1s quite possible that a Hellenistic author named Procles
could be among his sources, whether in original form or in an
imperial epitome.

The position I urge, however, is that Pausanias is quoting an
oral source rather than a written one. Pausanias is not the slave
to his written sources that he was generally believed to be in the
nineteenth century.?® In fact, Pausanias’ life and work, like
those of his contemporaries, were developed in lengthy travels
around Asia Minor, Egypt, and Italy.?! In Greece, he referred
to sacred and civic spaces as political and cultural centers.

historians of the third century B.C., like Hieronymus, Timaeus, Duris of
Samos, and others: J. Hornblower, Hieronymus of Cardia (Oxford 1981) 18—
75; R. B. Kebric, In the Shadow of Macedon: Duris of Samos (Wiesbaden 1977)
60-66; F. Landucci, Duride di Samo (Rome 1997) 194-203.

18 Paus. 1.6.1: 7a 8¢ és Arradov kali Ilrodepatov pAikia Te 7 dpyac-
oTepa, ws p pévew €Tt TNV $numy adTdv, kal ol GuyyevouevoL Tols
Bagirebawy éml ovyypadi) Téhv Epywy kail mpdTepov ETL NueAnnaav.

19 Kings: 1.6.1-8.1 (Ptolemy I and II, Attalos I), 1.9.1-3 (Ptolemy IV),
1.9.5-1.10.5 (Lysimachus), 1.11.1-13.9 (Pyrrhus), 1.16.1-3 (Seleucus I).
Gallic invasion of 279: 1.4.1-6 (Athens and Asia Minor), 10.19.5-23.14
(Delphi). Aratus of Sikyon: 2.8.1-9.6; Philopoemen: 8.49.2-51.8. See re-
cently M. Pretzler, Pausanias. Travel Whiting in Ancient Greece (London 2007)
73-90, and W. Hutton, Describing Greece. Landscape and Literature in the Periegesis
of Pausanias (Cambridge 2005) 275-295.

20 Especially Wilamowitz and his followers (Kalman, Robert, Pasquali)
considered Pausanias’ work to be based on earlier writers without personal
observation in Greece. See Chr. Habicht, Pausanias’ Guide to Ancient Greece
(Berkeley 1985) 165—175.

21 J. M. André and M. F. Baslez, Voyager dans UAntiquité (Paris 1993) 192—
198; L. Casson, Travel in the Ancient world (Baltimore/London 1994) 115127,
163—-218.
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There, his interest in the Greek past was shared not only with
the exegetai/ guides of these centers,?? but also with sophists and
merchants from everywhere (Sidon, Lycia, Ephesos, Byzan-
tium, Egypt, etc.), and local informants, whose religious and
literary ideas Pausanias ultimately included in his Description of
Greece. He mentions his professional quarrel with a man from
Sidon in Greece about Asclepius.?? He discusses the authen-
ticity of archaic poems with the Aetolian Arriphon, “who now
enjoys a reputation second to none among the Lycians.”?* One
man from Byzantium told him a story about Pausanias the
hero of Plataea, in connection with the local history of the in-
formant’s native city (3.17.7). Finally, Cleon from Magnesia ad
Sipylum 1s mentioned for his research about Tityos, a giant,
and his burial place (10.4.6). These examples provide clear
parallels for the sort of relationship that can be envisaged for
Pausanias and Procles.

There is good reason to believe that Procles was one of these
oral sources rather than an authority which Pausanias knew
only from written works: all references that Pausanias makes to
guides and local informants seem to be consistently in the
imperfect tense: this tense was apparently never used of written

22 They showed remains (Paus. 1.41.2), and the ancient texts and archives
collected by the temple (9.31.9). Like interpreters, they lectured referring to
the ancient oracles and the history of the temple. Pausanias mentions the
names of guides Aristarchus at Olympia (5.20.4), Lyceas of Argos (1.13.8),
and Tophon of Knossos (1.34.3). On Pausanias and his guides see F. de
Angelis, “Pausania e i periegeti. La guidistica antica sulla Grecia,” in E.
Vaiani (ed.), Dell’antiquaria e dei suot metodi (ASNP Ser. IV Quad. 2 [1998]) 1-
14; C. P. Jones, “Pausanias and His Guides,” in S. E. Alcock et al. (eds.),
Pausanias. Travel and Memory in Roman Greece (Oxford 2001) 33—-39; M.
Pretzler, “Turning Travel into Text. Pausanias at Work,” G&R 51/2 (2004)
199-216.

23 Paus. 7.23.7-8. Comments on this in J. G. Frazer, Pausanias’s Description
of Greece I (New York 1898) LVII-LVII; J. Heer, La personnalité de Pausanias
(Paris 1979) 250-254; Habicht, Pausanias’ Guide 158—159.

214 8¢ &’ quav Avklov Tols padiora opolws Soxipos (2.37.3).
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sources,? and all Procles’ thoughts and statements are referred
to in the imperfect tense. He presented an account that seemed
(€Tepos Aoyos 0de €paiveTo) to Pausanias more reliable regard-
ing Perseus and the Gorgon. He affirmed (€Aeye) that he had
seen a wild man brought to Rome. He guessed (efkalev) that
the Gorgon was also a wild woman. He rated (évepev) Alexan-
der as the best general but said (é¢aokev) that Pyrrhus’ exploits
were not entirely negligible.

Although Pausanias had written sources that he preferred,
including Homer,?® he frequently presents what they offer
along side different information from local sources that in
many cases were oral.?’ This is so in our case: the first generally
accepted version (presented in the present perfect, Tade dAa es
adTv €oTwv elpmuéva) is contrasted with Procles’ arguments,
which are based on apparently personal experiences. Procles
would have even enjoyed peddling the irony of a native African
having to go to Rome to learn something about the mysteries
of his own homeland.

In sum, what Pausanias is citing is not a written source at all
but an oral informant. Other matters, however, like Procles’
personality in Carthage, the context where he and Pausanias
met, and the character and purposes of Procles’ research are
more difficult to assess, since we have only the two fragments.
What follows may be more speculative, but it aims at giving
plausible ideas about dates, places, and especially the cultural
context for Procles’ work in the world of the Second Sophistic.

First, 1s it possible to identify Procles as a wealthy individual
from the Greek elite of the second century A.D. in North
Africa? In the first century B.C. Greek language and civilisation

2 Cf. Jones, Pausanias, especially 34 and nn.6 and 7 for the use in
Pausanias of what he calls “imperfect of recollection” (EAeyev, épaokev,
édelkvvov, etc.) in connection with singular or plural expounders.

26 By far the most quoted and highly recognized by Pausanias: 9.9.5.
Homer and other Classical writers are referred in the present, aorist, or
perfect tense; see Jones, Pausanias 34 n.6.

27 See M. Pretzler, “Pausanias and Oral Tradition,” CQ 55 (2005) 235—
249, esp. 243-247.
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were present there thanks to the patronage of rulers like Juba II
(52 B.C.—A.D. 23) of Mauretania?® or Hiempsal II (88-60 B.C.)
of Numidia?? and the visits of Rhodian traders.?® North Africa
flourished in the first and second centuries A.D.3! and Roman
Carthage, in contact with the Mediterranean East,3? attracted
immigrants from Greece, Asia Minor, Syria, and Egypt who
worked in administration.?3 Education was carried out in

28 See D. W. Roller, The World of Fuba II and Kleopatra Selene. Royal Scholar-
ship on Rome’s African Frontier (New York/London 2003). Greek inscriptions in
Caesarea, the former capital of the Mauretanian kingdom: W. Thieling, Der
Hellenismus i Kleinafrika: Der griechische Kultureinfluss in den romischen Provinzen
Nordwestafrikas (Leipzig 1911) 21-27; Cl. Vatin, “Une epigramme funéraire
grecque de Cherchel,” AntAfr 19 (1983) 65—74; “Epigrammes funéraires
grecques de Cherchel,” AntAfr 22 (1986) 105—114-.

29 V. N. Kontorini, “Le roi Hiempsal II de Numidie et Rhodes,” AntCl 44
(1975) 89-99. For the Greek community in Numidia (mainly in Cyrta) see
Thieling, Hellenismus 21-25; A. Berthier and R. Charlier, Le sanctuaire punique
&’El Hofra a Constantine (Paris 1955) 167—-176; Fr. Bertrandy, “La com-
munauté gréco-latine de Cyrta (Constantine),” Latomus 44 (1985) 488—502.

30 J. Desanges, “Quelques considérations sur 'usage du grec dans les
ports de ’Afrique romaine,” in Fifth International Congress on Graeco-Oriental and
Graeco-African Studies (Graeco-Arabica 6 [Athens 1995]) 27-55.

31 G.-Ch. Picard, La cwilisation de UAfrigue romaine? (Paris 1990) 120-151,
251-273; S. Raven Rome in Africa (London/New York 1993) 122-131; CL
Briand-Ponsart and Chr. Hugoniot, L’Afrique romaine de UAtlantique a la Tri-
politaine 146 av. J.-C.- 533 ap. J.-C. (Paris 2005) 66—140.

32 In A.D. 212 Carthage was commemorated by Ephesos as v Aapmpo-
’7'(;.’7'771/ K(I.z SLG.U"T”.LOT(;.T’?]V KO)\O)VI:(LV ,IOUA[(IV KOVKOPSI:G.V Kap@a)/b’vav: I

Ephesos 2053.

33 They are found as officers in the tabularium (Librarius, notarius, tabellarius).
Their role in commerce was not negligible. There also was a ¢tAdgogos at
Carthage: T. ®laovios Maéipos Kpns Toprivios (CIL VIII 12924). See
Thieling, Hellenismus 17-21; J. M. Lassere, Ubique populus. Peuplement et mouve-
ments de population dans UAfrique romaine (Paris 1977) 397-411 (Africa Procon-
sularis), 430—431 (Carthage); M. Fantar, “Présence grecque en Tunisie
avant la conquéte arabo-islamique,” in Proceedings of the Sixth international
Congress of Graeco-Oriental and African Studies (Graeco-Arabica 7-8 [Nicosia 2000])
143-146.
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Greek and Latin.?* In fact, the newly rich elite in Africa might
pay the cost of schooling in the best Greek schools (Apuleius,
for example, went to Athens to learn Greek),3 since production
utraque lingua was considered an accomplishment. AokAnmeta
and [TY0ua were celebrated in Carthage.’® An African inscrip-
tion names a certain prosperous member of this elite, Aelius
Procles, son of P. Aelius Menecratianus, but, unfortunately, he
1s unlikely to be Pausanias’ Procles.3’

A good possibility about the context of Pausanias and
Procles’ encounter would be a discussion in Rome: Procles
reports seeing an African wild man who had been brought
there. It is true that one could also conceive a career for a
Hellenistic historian born in Africa and brought to Rome as a
prisoner after the Punic Wars. But we can also suppose that he
was the typical sophist in Rome, the vital destination for the
Greek38 and African3? urban elite. Pausanias went to Rome as
well,*0 and it has been suggested that he was present at the

34 K. Vossing, Schule und Bildung im Nordafrika der romischen Kaiserzeit (Brus-
sels 1997) 238; C. Baurain, “La place des littératures grecque et punique
dans les bibliotheques de Carthage,” AntCl 61 (1992) 158—177.

35 G. Sandy, The Greek World of Apuleius. Apuleius and the Second Sophistic
(Leiden/New York 1997).

36 See L. Robert, CRAI 1982, 229-235 (repr. Opera min. sel. V 792—798).

37 Menecratianus was a centurion who may have come from Asia Minor
or Egypt, but in Africa his sons and his daughter were well situated near the
great families in Carthage. See Lassere, Ubique populus 600-601. However,
the prosperity of this family was under Septimius Severus, while Pausanias
did not much outlive Marcus Aurelius.

38 See W. Eck, Senatoren von Vespasian bis Hadrian (Munich 1970). Greek
sophists like Aelius Aristides and Herodes Atticus (to name the most remark-
able) were in Rome during the reign of Antoninus Pius. See recently S.
Swain, Hellenism and Empire: Language, Classicism, and Power in the Greek World
AD 50-250 (Oxford 1996) 187-241, 254-297.

39 In particular see C. Ricci, “Africani a Roma. Testimonianze epi-
grafiche di eta imperiale di personaggi provenienti dal Nordafrica,” AntAfr
30 (1994) 189-207.

40 Paus. 8.16.4 (mausolea), 8.46.4—5 (Forum Augusti and the Palatine),
5.12.6 (Forum Traiani, theatre, baths), 6.9.3 (Temple of Peace).

Greek, Roman, and Byzantine Studies 50 (2010) 119-132



JUAN PABLO SANCHEZ HERNANDEZ 129

celebration of the anniversary of the foundation of Rome in
A.D. 148.41 He seems to speak of the exotic marvels brought to
Rome for that occasion in a tone which one could conceive for
Procles too. Perhaps both Pausanias and Procles may have wit-
nessed the same event at Rome in 148. In that case, they might
even be viewed as enjoying learning about and discussing, with
the same wit and curiosity, the wonders of the whole Empire
on display in the Circus Maximus.

Finally, I would suggest that a possible frame for this discus-
sion would be given by sophistic oratory. Procles could fit into
this context, in which communities were represented by
sophists in search of official recognition (privileges, immunities,
citizenship, etc.) from the Roman government, but also trying
to reinforce ethnic and cultural ties and engage the Greek elite
via diplomacy.*? In fact, Greek myth was a common language
among communities in dealing with current problems.*3 The
most remarkable setting for these discussions was the Panhel-
lenion league, where candidates adduced their Greek identity
by connection with an ethnic origin in Greece.**

*+1 'This suggestion is based on an inscription listing the animals brought to
Rome that recalls the list of exotic animals mentioned by Pausanias: 5.12.3
(elephants), 8.17.4 (hares), 9.21.1 (seals), 9.21.2 (bisons). See D. Knoepfler,
“Pausanias a Rome en ’an 148?” REG 112 (1999) 485-509.

#2 On the involvement of the sophists in politics see, for example, G. W.
Bowersock, Greek Sophists in the Roman Empire (Oxford 1969) 89-100; G.
Anderson, “The Pepaidumenos in Action: Sophists and Their Outlook in the
Early Empire,” ANRW 11 33.1 (1989) 79-208; V. A. Sirago, Involuzione
politica e spirituale nel impero del II secolo (Naples 1974) 22—28, and “La seconda
sofistica come espressione culturale della classe dirigente del II sec.,” ANRW
IT 33.1 (1989) 36-78.

# See recently J. H. M. Strubbe, “Griinder Kleinasiatischer Stadte.
Fiktion und Realitit,” AncSoc 15-17 (1984—86) 253-304; O. Curty, Les
parentés légendaires entre cités grecques (Geneva 1995).

# See the basic contribution of A. J. Spawforth and S. Walker, “The
World of the Panhellenion,” FRS 75 (1985) 78-104, 76 (1986) 88—105. Cf.
C. P. Jones “The Panhellenion,” Chiron 26 (1996) 29-56; A. J. Spawforth,
“The Panhellenion Again,” Chiron 29 (1999) 339-352; I. Romeo, “The Pan-
hellenion and Ethnic Identity in Hadrianic Greece,” CP 97 (2002) 21—40.
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In such a context, it is interesting to note that Procles’ frag-
ments refer to matters that can be related to Argos—the Greek
city described in the text in which fr.1 is quoted—which in fact
can be viewed as the link of Carthage with Greece. Fr.1 is the
mythological account of Perseus in Carthage and the Gorgon,
whose grave (as Pausanias says) was displayed in Argos’ agora.
It 1s likely to be intended as proof of the Greek identity of
Carthage through its connection with Argos. Perseus’ triumph
over the Libyan queen might be interpreted as a triumph of the
Greek race over the barbarians.*?

In fr.2 it may also be possible to see a connection with Pyr-
rhus’ funeral monument mentioned by Pausanias, a memorial
from the time when Pyrrhus attacked Argos in 278 B.C. For
Pausanias describes how Pyrrhus, soon after he had taken his
vessels to Sicily where he was defeated by the Carthaginians,*®
was killed in battle while leading an army against Argos and
was buried in the agora.*” Thus Pyrrhus of Epirus is another
link between the old Greek city and its supposed overseas
colony. The Gorgon and Pyrrhus would be declared enemies
of the Greek identity of both cities.*8

It can also be seen that Procles, in his argument, shared the
predilection of other sophists of the time for the archaic and for
local tradition: he appears to have in mind here his fellow
countryman, the Carthaginian Hanno (sixth century B.C.), and
his travels along the Atlantic coast of North Africa. In his
account, displayed on a bilingual Greek-Punic inscription in
Carthage, Hanno said that he found islands with a lagoon pop-
ulated with hirsute and savage people (mostly women) whom
interpreters called “gorillas.” Interestingly, Procles would have
known Hanno’s report from later, corrupt accounts which were

# Antiochus of Aegeae (Cilicia) use of the same argument in seeking for
his homeland full membership in the Panhellenion, claiming a relationship
with Argos. See Spawforth and Walker, 7RS 76 (1986) 103.

6 Paus. 1.12.5; Léveque, Pyrrhos 451-507.
47 Paus. 1.13.5-8; Lévéque, Pyrrhos 571-638.

* However Pausanias (1.12.5) does not agree. In his opinion, Carthage
was populated by non-Greek people, Phoenicians from Tyre by descent.
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closer to his time: some Roman authors (such as Pliny the
Elder) also stated that these islands, called Gorgades (for Gorillas),
were the former home of the Gorgons.*?

Consequently, Procles’ work may be connected with the pur-
poses of the sophistic Adyos emdetktikos® and the works of
local historians in his time.>! They discussed places in terms of
a mythical and historical past connecting them to Greek cities
(such as Athens, Argos, etc.) and sought Greek historical and
mythical figures among their ancestors. One can imagine this
plausible scenario for the genesis of Procles’ material: a
sophist’s research on the history of Carthage might well have
considered Perseus as one of the heroes in the region, and he
might have mentioned Pyrrhus as one of the city’s foes.

In conclusion, rather than a writer of Hellenistic history, it
may be possible to identify Procles as a wealthy individual from
the elite Greek culture of the second century A.D. who took up
the role of a sophist in Carthage, a city of revived prosperity in
Roman times, and who met Pausanias in Rome. The way
Pausanias refers to Procles, the son of Eucrates, suggests that
Procles was in the habit of identifying himself with a traditional
Greek patronymic showing his Greek roots. If Procles had
related, discussed, and embellished the past of Carthage in an
encounter with Pausanias in Rome, he would have emphasized
the close ties between Carthage and Greece. He would also

+ Plin. HN 6.200: contra hoc quoque promunturium Gorgades insulae narrantur,
Gorgonum quondam domus, bidui navigatione distantes a continente, ut tradit Xenophon
Lampsacenus. penetravit in eas Hanno Poenorum imperator prodiditque hirta_feminarum
corpora, viros pernicitate evasisse; duarum Gorgadum cutes argumenti et miraculi gratia in
Tunonis templo posuit, spectatas usque ad Carthaginem captam; also Mela 3.99 and
Isid. Et 14.6.9. See S. Bianchetti, “Isole africane nella tradizione romana,”
LAfrica Romana 6 (1988) 235—247, at 244—245. The author argues for a
reading TOPI"AAAY derived from 'OPIAAAZX; see 244 n.33 for reference
to the Procles fragment.

50 See Dio Chrysostom’s To Tarsus (33.17-27, 58-64); Aelius Aristides’
Orations to Smyra (17.3-7, 21.3-5); Libanius’ Antiochikos (11.42-131).

51 See e.g. O. Andrei, A. Claudius Charax di Pergamo. Interessi antiquar: e an-
tichita cittadine nell’ eta degli Antonini (Bologna 1984).
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have surely been interested in writing his version of local
history, as others in his time had done so well for other cities,
making references to archaic authorities such as Hanno the
Carthaginian traveller.

The problem is that Procles is quoted only twice, when
Pausanias is writing about Argos and Mothone. Probably Pau-
sanias 1s quoting from memory of speech, since he uses the
imperfect tense (used for oral sources) to refer to Procles. This
scarcity leaves room for many interpretations, but we have con-
sidered a plausible context for Procles and Pausanias’ meeting:
during an informal discussion of this material (whose written
version Pausanias would probably not have seen) or during a
lecture given when both were in Rome in Antoninus Pius’
reign, Procles would have summed up the shared mythical and
historical past with Argos in Greece as proof of Carthage’s
prestige.>?

November, 2009 Institute for the History of Ancient Civilizations
Northeast Normal University
130024 Changchun
Jilin Province
P.R. China
aurispacatul@yahoo.es

52 This article was written during different periods as Visiting Fellow at
the Fondation Hardt and at the Department of the Classics of Harvard
University. I would like to thank Prof. Jones, Prof. Petruccione, Prof. Kon-
stan, and Elizabeth Kline, Matthias Lang, Carlos Molina, Monica Anne
Walker, and Robert Cioffi (among others), for their helpful comments and
encouragement.

Greek, Roman, and Byzantine Studies 50 (2010) 119-132



