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Abstract

The Moors havebeenregardedby GraeceRomanauthorswith a mixture of ambivalenceand
admiration.Fromthehighly positivecharacterizationef Moorishgiantslike Masinissa238 148
BCE) whoseachievementshe Romanslauded,to figureslike Jugurtha(fl. 118104 BCE) and
Gildo (fl. 396-398 CE) whosehostilitieswith Romeearnedhembothscornandridicule, Moorish
figuresloom largein the pagesof ancienthistoriansfrom Herodotusto Procopius.This thesis
examineghe shifting portrayalof Moors from their earliestliterary depictionsin Greekliterary
sourcesto the late Romanlliterary portrayalsof the sixth century CE. It arguesthat certain
steeotypegegardingMoors,aproblematidermthatwill bediscussedh greatedetail,continued
relatively unchangedn GraeceRomanauthors,and that this was highly dependenbn genre,
political context,andintertextuality It furtherargueghatnegatve vs. positiveportrayalsof Moors
canbe understoodettervia an examinationof the contextof an authoron anindividual level,
wherepolitical backgroundvaskeytoanh i s t oewaluationéf a certainMoorishfigure or of
Moorsin general.
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Generalntroduction

Depictionsof barbarianshavebeenthe subjectof largesyntheseshatexaminethe topic broadly.
Thetwo mostnotableworks of the pastdecadesreBenjaminl s a @helaventionof Racismin
ClassicalAntiquity andErichG r u eReexaminingheOtherin Antiquity.* Bothscholarsxamine
depictionsof barbariangto identify the opinions of ancientsregardingnonGreeks/Romanst
varioustimes. The argumentf both works are different, representingwo oppositeendsof a
spectrumof scholarlydiscoursé. Isaac(2004)connectsgheri i d e @fliopgrigle x p ant®i on 0
thef p r-o0 & © pesspecdtive®n nonRomansn literary sourceswhile Gruen(2011)takesthe
oppositeackstressinghea n ¢ i @esiretsintorporateelementf foreignculturesinto alarger
Aicol | ieden (eoatextad scholarship).Although both works contain someanalyss of
literary depictionsof Moors, they are few and aim to setthe Moors alongsidethe depictionsof
othernonRomans’ For instancethe belief thatMoors aretreacheroudy natureandfaithlessin
agreementsn both a secularand a religious contextis fairly ubiquitousin literary sources.
Moreover, thesestaeotypescontinue relatively unchangednto the Christian period of Late
Antiquity. This similarity in depictionsbegsan inquiry, first in termsof how frequentlythese
stereotypesppearandsecondn termsof thecausegor theirappearancdsaac(2004)andGruen
(2011) synthesizehe depictionsof different groupsto arrive at generalconclusionsregarding
GraeceRomanattitudesandthoughthereis tremendousaluein this comparativeapproachit is
still unclearwhy depictionsof Moors over centuriesof ancientliteratureareso similar. In other
words,little work hasbeendoneto examinethe portrayalsof Moorsin a comprehensivéashion,
nor to examinethe similaritiesin depictionsand stereotypessetthemalongsideeachother,and

accounfor their causes.

Literary sourcesare one of the richestsourcesof information on the history of the Moors and
GraeceRomanattitudesto them,andso the degreeto which their depictionswere governedby

conventionsof genreandpolitical contextis importantfor scholarsvhowish to extricatehistorical

! Isaac(2004)andGruen(2011).
2 Seelsaac(2004)1-8. Cf. Gruen(2011),352357.

3 Seefor exampleJsaac(2004),329-330who compared.ucanon the Numidiansto Romandepictionsof
CarthaginiansSeealso,Gruen(2011)272276,whoviewstheN u mi d tlammtseéasterrancestryasaway for
themto connecthemselvesvith the GraeceRomanworld.



informationon Moors from thesesourcesMoreover,a study of literary depictionsover a broad
periodwill providesomecluesto theattitudesof certainauthorstowardsMoorsin differentperiods

andthe causedgor theseattitudes.

The aim of this thesis, therefore,is to analyzedepictionsof Moors in literary sourcesfrom
Herodotusto Procopiusto understandhe role that classicizingimitation, genre,and political
contextplayedin literary construction®f Moors. Thisthesisarguegshatthestereotypeassociated
with Moors continuedin literary sourceswith relative degreef differencefrom Herodotusto
Procopiuslit arguesthat certainstereotypesegardingMoors continuedrelatively unchangedn
GraeceRoman authors,and that this was highly dependenton genre, political context, and
intertextuality.lt further arguesthatnegativevs. positive portrayalsof Moors canbe understood
bettervia an examinationof the contextof an authoron an individual level, where political

backgroundvaskeytoanh i s t ocevaluaiondf @&certainMoorishfigureorof Moorsin general.

It will beinstructiveto providea brief overviewof contemporaryndigenousnhabitantsof North
Africa whom the GreeksandRomanscalledfi Mo o iThe présentdescendantsf the pre-Arab,
indigenouspopulation of North Africa refer to themselvesas the Imazighen,meaningii f r e e
p e o pnitheicownlanguagef Tamazighalbeitwith someregionalvariationsin spelling. Both
thedegreeof indigeneitythatcanbeattributedto thelmazigherandtheir closeness culturewith

the Moors of the ancientworld hasbeendebatedoy scholarsgo someextentwith little consensus

on the issue> However,althoughit is not the purposeof this paperto investigatethis question,
linguistic evidenceis telling in this regard.Brett and Fentresg1997) identify a passagef the
Cosmographyf Aethicuslster mentioninggentesMazicesmultas. The authorssuggesthatthe
word Mazicescouldbeetymologicallylinkedto theword Imazighenatelling interpretatiorwhich
illustratesa potentiallystrongculturalandlinguistic link.® Moreover it shouldbe notedthatthese
peoplesinteractedwith many outsidersover the last 3000 years,including the Carthaginians,
RomansArabs,French,andSpanishThis gaveriseto thephenomenowf theii e t eJrungaulr t ha, 0O

a perspectivehat stressedMoorish cultural exclusivity and cultural permanencén the faceof a

4 llahiane(2006),xxx.
5 BrettandFentres¢1997),10-24.
6 Brett andFentres$1997),5-6.



foreigninvader.Thereality, however s that the Moors adoptedandincorporatednanyfacetsof
foreignculturesinto theirownidentities,andthereforetheideathatthe Moorsremainedsteadfast

in their culturalexclusivity for centuriess somewhatnaccurat€’.

It is necessaryo discusstheterminologythatthisthesisusesegardingheMoors. Theindigenous
peopleswho inhabitedthe areaof the Maghrebin modernday Libya, Tunisia, Algeria, and
MoroccowerelabelledMauri in Latinandz U g | 6 daniGeeekaftentranslatednto Englishas
i Mo oor8 B e r bMoorsis derivedfrom the Latin Mauri while Berbersis derivedfrom an

Arabicizedversionof thewordfi b a r b &arbiard Irwjll deferto the North African peopleghat
the GreeksandRomansencountere@ds Moorsd for the conveniencef this study,thoughl will

endeavouto providea morespecificethnonymwhereverandwheneveiit appearsn theliterary

material.However,despitethis we mustinsiston anawarenessn thereadels partregardingthe

employmentof this word: termssuchasii Mo oanddi B e r bagelong historieswith various
meaningsat differenttimes.The overallpoint hereis thatmostterms,especiallywhen it comeso
insidercategorizationsf outsidersareoftenincorrectandinaccurateandthetermiin Mo dsrn@
exception.Ancient authors,when they did not usethe term i b a r b aused avarjety of
ethnonymsdependingon the time period.Herodotusthe earliestauthorexaminedn this thesis,
employsa variety of specific ethnonymsput prefersto referto Moorsgeneallyas Li by ans o
( s a b Brahghe SecondPunicWarto aboutthethird centuryCE, thetermsMassylj Masaesyli
Numidae Gaetuli and Mauri are employedas catchalltermsfor a variety of different groups.
After Romanprovincialization,thesenamesevolvedand cameto designatehe specificRoman
provincethatoneinhabited.Thus,amanliving the provinceof MauretaniaCaesariensisould be
referredto as a Maurus without negativeimplications, just as the Numidaereferredto the
inhabitantsof the provinceof Numidia® ThetermMaurus however gvolvedfurtherin thefourth
centurywhenit cameto designatehosetribes who were specifically otheredor hostile to the

RomanEmpire,andthis categorizatiomemainedunchangedip to time of Procopiuswho calls

" Modéran(2003),6-7.
8 Maddy-Weitzman(2011),1-2.
9 Theterm Arab could alsoreferto theinhabitantof the provinceof ArabiaratherthananArab by ethnicity. See
Greatrex(2015),136-137,n. 51 who examineshe ambiguityregardingissuef ethnicity,identity, and
terminology.He notes,in particular,a certainJohnwho dubshimselfof the Arab ethnos This exemplifiesthat
terminologywasan empirewide difficulty.
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the Moors z U g } 6 g The micture becomesmurkier when one considersthe terminology
employedby epic poets,who preferredarchaicand outmodedtermsto add an exotic flavour to

theirwork.1° | haveendeavouretb contextualizehesetermsasmuchaspossible.

Scholarshipin English on the Moors, particularly broad accountscoveing many centuriesof
history,is sorelylacking.Althoughit maycomeassomesurpriseto theancienthistorian,orindeed
to the casualreaderof Romanhistory, the Moors themselvegossess rich and understudied
history. A lamentableshortcomingthat most historiansof antiquity who write in English have
failed to remedyis the very little information on the broadercontextand history of the Moors
generally.Modéran( 2 0 OtBeatrdestof the Moorsin late antiquity is by far the mostdetailed
andaccessiblehistoryfor thatperiod.lt is, of courseunsurprisinghatFrenchinterestin theMoors
is so high given their pastcolonial projectsin North Africa. Hopefully, broaderpublicationson
theMoorsin Englishwill becomemorefrequentandwill notariseincidentallyin the historiesof

otherpeoples/cultures.

Thisthesisis organizedasfollows: Chapterl focuseson literary depictionsof MoorsbeforeLate
Antiquity beginningwith Herodotusand endingwith Tacitus; Chapter2 examinesthe literary
depictionsof Late Antiquity up to the sixth century CE and coversthe De Bello Gildonico of
Claudianandthe ResGestaeof AmmianusMarcellinus;finally, Chapter3 focusesexclusivelyon
thesixth centuryCE, namelythedepictionsof Moorsin thelohannisof Corippusandthe Warsof
ProcopiusFor Chapters2 and 3, depictionsof Moorish groupsgenerallyare examinedfirst and
are categorizedby author.Thesearefollowed portrayalsof specific Moorish figures,andthese
sectionsare also categorizedby author. The organizationof Chapterl is somewhatdifferent,
indicativeof thevariety of sourcematerialbefare Late Antiquity, andis organizedjn somecases,
by themeratherthanauthor,with morethanoneauthorincludedin onesection.In eachchapter)
havedonemy bestto contextualizeéhe periodin which specificMoorishgroupsarementionedin
addition eachsectionconcludeswith a brief analysisof the specificauthorin questionjnquiring
intothea u t hpotenéatinteractionwith Moorsduring his lifetime andexaminingthea ut hor 6 s

10 Eor anexcellentdiscussiorof theterminology,seeModéran(2003),445454.
Vil



source®nMoorsgenerallyl haveadheredo theprimarysourceabbreviationsisedby the Oxford

ClassicalDictionary asmuchaspossible.
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Chapterl: Portrayalof MoorsbeforeLate Antiquity

1.1:Introduction

Thischapterconcerngheportrayalof Moorsin literary sourceseforeLate Antiquity. Theancient
authorgn questiorareexaminedhematicallyratherthanchronologically andportrayalsof Moors
asa group will be discussedollowed by examinationsof individual Moors. Three prominent
themesconcerninghedepictionsof Moorsare evidentin authorswriting beforethefourth century
CE: (1) the polygamy/polyandryand generalpromiscuityof the Moors, (2) the treacheryof the
Moors, and(3) the variationin portrayalsof Moorish leadersasmoral andhistoricalexemplaor
astoolsfor literarythemesNegativeandpositiveportrayalsof individualleaderswill beexamined
with consideratiorgiven to the biasespolitical context,and overall themeof the work of each

author.

In ancientGraeceRomanwritings, thecharacteristicef promiscuityandlustareubiquitousin the
portrayalsof nonGraeceRomanpeoples andthe portrayalof MoorsbeforeLate Antiquity is no
exception.The depictionof polygamous/polyandrousloors (in additionto other nonGraece
Romangroups)is negativebecausesuch characteristicsepresenthe antithesisof an orderly,
civilized society!! Most of our sourcesdescribethe Moors asnomadsit comesaslittle surprise
thatwe find characteristicsuchaspolygamyincludedin their ethnographimarrdives, sinceit is
a feature commonly associatedwith nomads!? Polygamousunions appearin several other
depictions of non-GraeceRoman peoples'® Some other common practicesand features of
nomadicsocietiegshatemergan thesedescriptionsncludetheconsumptiorof milk andrawmeat,
the sacrificeof prisonersand the drinking of their blood, guerrilla-style warfare,and a general
absenceof law and government? Similar to other cultural practicesdeemedunworthy of the

11 Seelsaac(2017),227-241 on Romanportrayalsof nomadsand Shaw(1982/1983)6.

12 SeePaus 8.43.3andStrabol7.3.15for evidenceof nomadismthe formerreferencingviauri (Mauroi) andthe
latter Masaesylii(Masaisulio). It shouldbe notedthatmaterialevidenceof variousMoorishgroupssuggestshatthe
GraeceRomandescription®of Moorsexaggerat¢the nomadicelementin their societiesOf coursepthisis dependent
ontheperiodandthegrou in question.

Blsaac(2017),376,whonotesC i ¢ eaomndestonthe manywivesof the Persiarand Syriankings.
1saac(2017),227-241.For consumptiorof raw meatamongthe Huns,seeAmm. Marc. 31.2.1.For human
sacrificeamongthe ScythiansseeHdt. 4.62.For the hit-andrun tacticsof the Sarmatias,seeAmm. Marc.
17.13.27Finally, for alack of governinginstitutionsandlawsamongthe GaetuliansseeSall. lug. 18.



A c i v i GraeksamadRomanstheseoftenbut notalwaysservedhedual purposeof disparaging
thenonGraeceRomanii Ot habile displayingthesuperiorityandelevateddecorun of Graece

Romansocietyandculture.

1.2: Promiscuoudoorsin Herodotus

Herodotuss the earliestextantauthorto write on Moorish marital andrelationshipcustomsand
one can detectcertain negativejudgmentsregardingthe promiscuity of thesecustoms!® The
Libyans( s a b gtergigriginally usedby the Egyptiansfor the Libu, a peopleon their western
borderbutwhich Greeksemployedo referto thosepeoplediving westof Egypt,areexaminedn
detailin thefourth bookof Herodotus® The Adyrmachidiansarethefirst Libyan tribe mentioned.
Theyappeato bethe mostcivilized of the nomadicLibyansgivenboththeir proximity to Greek
Cyreneandtheir similaritiesto Egyptianculture.Adyrmachidianpromiscuity,however matches
that of the Scythiansand the MassagetaiAccording to Herodotus,the Adyrmachidianking
possessethe right to choosewhichevervirgin he wantsto haveintercoursewith beforethey are
married!’ In additionto thearrangemenamongtheroyal AdyrmachidiansNasamoniamarriage

celebrationsredescribedasaratherpromiscuougvent:

og®Uigs ecasesafddodi Uso cblpBasaos
"ea3lUph " 0y U adallg OG G Uy BOowa ¥3 U
;0 Ue EwailBs 08B Ue y ¢?3UdicleEe g U igshead
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J G: sUGdegcgsligq a@23"c U} heUsad

Althoughit is thecustomfor eachNasamoniamanto havemanywives,they
considerthemto be commonpropertyfor the purposeof intercourseyery
muchlike theMassagetaWhenevetheyhavesetup astaffoutsidejt means

15 Thoughit shouldbe notedthathe may havebasechis Libyan ethnographialigressioron the accouniof
Hecataeusf Miletus, thefirst Greekwe know of to write on Libyans.SeelLaw (1978),141;Riad (1981),195197;
Karttunen (2002),468.

18| aw (1978),141;BrettandFentres$1997),22; Asherietal. (2007),694-695.

17Hdt. 4.168,trans.Purvis:ii T h arstleeonly Libyansto practicethis customand alsothe only onesto display
theirvirginsto their king justbeforetheybeginliving with aman.Whicheverof thempleasesheking mostmust
losehervirginity toh i nThisis moreindicativeof generapromiscuitythanpolygamyor polyandry.

Forthe ScythiansseeHdt. 4.104,wherethe Agathyrsoifi s h thair @omenin commonfor the purpose®f

i nt er crForthe Massagetaivhomsomecall ScythiangHdt. 1.201),andtheir promisaiity, seeHdt. 1.126,
whereamandesiringintercoursevith awomanfi h a higgaiveronthefront of herwagon,andhasintercourse
withher 0.



thattheyarehavingintercoursewvithin. Whena Nasamoniamanmarriesfor
thefirst time, it is customaryfor his bride to haveintercoursewith all the
guestshe hasbroughtfrom home?!®

The promiscuouscustomsof the Nasamonesre similar to thoseof both the Gindanesandthe
Auseansg? Ausearwomendecorateheir ankleswith braceletdo indicatethe numberof menthey
havesleptwith, while Auseanmenaresaidto i s h iater@ursewith their womenin common,
promiscuouslylike beastsanddo not dwell togetherasc o u p ¥ Adtisoughthe passagesn the
Nasamonesand Adyrmachidiansseemneutral in their portrayal, He r o d actourgod the
Auseanglepictsthe practicein a moreunfavourabldight, namelybecause¢heyaresaidto share
theirwomenfi | iblee < to )@ 3 ¢hiHEraddtusthereis atotal of threeclaims of Moorish
promiscuityamongthe Nasamoneghe Gindanesandthe AuseansOne caneasilyimaginethe
Greekaudiencestruckwith fascinationby the foreignnesof thesebehavioursthatsomethingas
importantandsacredasmarriageor maritalrelationscould be managedn sohaphazardgareless,
andwholly irreligious a manner?* Although Herodotusis not ascritical of Libyansas Sallustor
Livy arefor the Numidiansthereis animplied, underlyingvaluejudgmentthatis impartedto the
readerindirectly.?? The exotic nature of a foreign peoplewas designedfor its shock factor
alongsideits purposeto educatethe reader/listeneon the customsof a particularpeople?® One
shouldalsonoteH e r o d engjagesnénin a broaderintellectualdebateconcerningi t telative
rolesof physicalenvironmeni@andhumancustomin accountingfor human characterpehaviar,

andd i f f e andthatestértainmentvas,by no meanstheonly goalof ancientethnography?

Evaluatingthe sourcesof H e r o d ioformadidhis anotherquestion.The scholarlyconsensus

thatHerodotusevervisited Libya personallyandobtainedhis knowledgeof the Libyansfrom a

18 Hdt. 4.172 trans.Purvis.Cf. Strabo16.4.25for the polyandryof a certainArab tribe wherethe b isalgh
employedo denotethata manis havingintercoursensidehis dwelling with awoman.SeeHow andWells (1912),
393.

19 Hdt. 4.176for the GindanesandHdt. 4.180for the Auseans.

20Hdt. 4.180:00 €0 W@y 0 ceg GBS 3 ao &lo363Us 89y w3 Wlyxs,s s agyssds3Udlgh 3
eslofheUsagos.

21 Karttunen(2002),461-462.

22 Liv. 29.23.5andSall. lug. 46.3for instance.

23 For otherpurpose®f ethnographyseeDench(2007),493-502.

24 Dench(2007),500.



Cyrenaearmr an Egyptiansourcds relativelysecure?® As onemightexpecttheoutlandishnature

of his accountf theseandotherpeoplescallstheh i s t oreliabdity iBtsquestionregardiry
eventson the fringes2® Onemustbe carefulnot to takethis too far however,astherearekernels

of truthin Book 4 6ethnographyof Libya, andscholarshaveidentified severalcultural parallels
betweenthe practicesidentified by Herodotusand thoseof the modernindigenouspeoplesof
North Africa. ForinstanceCorcella(2007)identifiesa connectiorbetweenGindianianw o me n & s
wearingof ankle braceletsand the ankle braceletsworn by contemporarymazighenwomen?’
Neverthelesshe purposeof H e r o d ethnagsmpghynustbe considered® Althoughtherewere
many goalsof his ethnographialigressionspne purposewasto entertainhis audienceswith a
display of the different customs( 3 f soB megplesinhabiting the fringes of the e @ gegy 3 ( ,
somethinghatlaterauthorsunderthe RomanEmpireimitatedin their own works.?° Promiscuous
relationship@mongheMoorswerelikely portrayedvith anegativeconnotatiorin orderto shock,
amazeandultimately, entertaina Greekaudiencelt is clearthatpromiscuitywasa featureof the

GraeceRomandepictionsof Moorsasearly as thefifth centuryBCE.

1.3: PromiscuoudoorsafterHerodotus

Written descriptionsof the polyandrous/polygamougeaturesof Moorish marriage customs
continuedrelatively unchangednto the early republicanandimperial periodsof Rome.Sallust,

Strabo, Livy, and Pliny the Elder all include ethnographicanalysesof Moors during which
marriagepracticesaredescribedn eithera neutralor negativeway. Eachof theseauthorswill be
examinedn turn by analyzingthe similaritiesto anddifferencesfrom the Herodotearpassages,

and by exploring the reasonshehindtheir neutral/negativeangle. Subsequentlyeacha ut hor 6 s
accuracywill bejudgedin the samemannerasabove,namelyby examininghow well informed

theseauthorswereaboutthe customsandpracticesof the Moors.

%5 DespiteH e r o d datmwfepewitnessinformation4.173:ay aivJ U Waly o esgubag-tr thepossible
sourcef hisinformationon the Libyans,seeGottesmar(2015),91; for thelimits of histravels,seeKarttunen
(2002),457-459.

26 SeeHdt. 4.173for the Psylloi (Libyans)who declarewar onthe southwind, for instance See however the
commentaryof Asherietal. (2007),699 on his possiblereferenceo theghibli, awind blowing to the Mediterranean
from the Sahara.

27 Asherietal. (2007),695-696 on Hdt. 4.176

28 Asherietal. (2007),696; Gottesmar{2015),92.

29 Kartunnen(2002),457-459; for theimitation of laterauthors seeKaldellis (2013),1-10.



S a | | porsraydlo$ Moorishpromiscuityis the mostcritical of all the passagesxaminedn this
chapterTheBellumlugurthinum afirst centuryBCE morographnarratingthefailed revolt of the
Numidianking Jugurtha,js a work in which thereis little sympathyfor the Moors. It is hardly
surprising,therefore to encountetthe following passageoncerninga marriageallianceformed

betweerBocchusl of Mauretaniaandthe Numidianking Jugurtha:

Et iam antealugurthaefilia Bocchi nupserat,uerum ea necessitudoapud
Numidas Maurosqueleuis ducitur, quia singuli pro opibus quisque quam
plurimasuxores,denasalii, alii pluris habentsedregeseo amplius.lta animus
multitudinedistrahitur:nulla pro sociaobtinet,pariteromnesuiles sunt.

Furthermorealreadybeforethisadaughteiof Bocchusvasmarriedto Jugurtha.
But thisis considereaninsignificantconnectioramongthe Numidiansandthe
Moors, becausesachindividual hasasmanywives ashe canafford, someten,
othersmore,andkings proportionatelymore.In this way affectionis dispersed
acrosghegroup:noneis heldasaconsortall areequallyunimportant®

For Sallust,polygamyis the normfor both king andcommonerThe numberof wives allottedto
eitheris limited only by meangopeg, andit is implied thatit is in no way unusualfor mostmen
to haveupto tenwives, with kingshavingthel i oshabed headjectivedeuisand uilis illustrate
thep a s s aegativig®rirayal.NumidiansandMoorsareequitablen their devotion(animug to
their wives; but the sheemumber(multitudg of wives necessitatethateachmanprovideonly a
worthless (uilis) amountof attentionto them. The implication is that Roman monogamous
marriagecustomscreateanatmosphergvherebywivesaregivensufficientlove anddevotion,and
that such a practiceis in keepingwith the proper order of things. Elementsof Herodots 0
ethnographiobjectivesthereforecanbeobservedn Sallust.outlandishcustomsserveasasource
of bewildermentfascinationandrevulsionto theaudienceyalidatingthecustomsf thedominant
GraeceRomanculture. Paul (1984) questionsthe verecity of this passagewith regardsto the
customsof the Moorish kings, contendingthat this behaviourwould havebeencharacteristiof

30 sall. lug. 80, trans.Batstone ThedistinctionbetweerNumidianandMoor hereis purelytechnicalByi Mo or s o,
SallustmeanghoseMoorsinhabitingthe kingdomof Mauretaniao the westasopposedo the kingdomof Numidia
totheeast.i Mo casa@atchalltermfor the pre-Carthaginiarindigenousnhabitantsof North Africa doesnot

appeaiuntil thethird centuryCE.



nomadsratherthan the Numidian/Moorishnobility.®! Sallustpaints Moors with a broadbrush,

applyingstereoypesassociateavith nomadgo the Moorishnobility.

Pliny and StrabodepictMoorish polygamyin amoreneutrallight. The geographe&trabowrites
of the GaetuliangGaetuli), aMoorish peopleinhabitingthe southerrMaghrebin the seventeenth

bookof his Geographikor?? He saysthe following regardingGaetulianmarriagecustoms:

oo Wed Gy Ugbe aldfi a UU
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Theinhahtants[Gaetuliansjarevery simplein their modesof life andin

their dressbutthe menhavemanywivesandmanychildren,andin other
respectarelike thenomadicArabians®3

Here,a negativeconnotations notasapparentevenif implied. Strabowritesof the Gaetuliansn
aneutral matterof fact, style. Theword employedo describehepracticeof polygamyis likewise

clearandneutral:” ¢ g b o@@giawy veso.

Pliny, too, speaksof Moorish marriagecustomsin similarly neutralterms,in this case thoseof
the Garamantes:i T h@Garamantesdo not practice marriage but live with their women
pr omi s c3tiThatranklationdf Rackhamemphasizegpromiscuitywith his translationof the
Latin passim which canbe renderediterally asfi h eand¢ h e The @escriptionsof Pliny and
Straboare,therefore like thoseof Herodotusin that the value judgmentis conveyedndirectly:
Moorish marriagecustomsare not necessarilya platform to trumpetthe superiorityof Graece
Romansociety,andtheir differencedrom the dominantculturearemeantto educateandpossibly
entertaimmnaudienceSallust however differsfrom Herodotusn thisrespectThevaluejudgment
thatMoorsareunableto showadequatdove to their wivesbecauseheyhaveso manyof themis
clearlyintendedo condemm b a r b eustamaandohampiorRomanmores Now thattherehas
beenan adequateesxaminationof the stereotypeof polygamy/promiscuityafter Herodotus,an

analysisof thea u t hsourcesdf informationon Moorish customscanfollow.

31 Paul(1984),201.

32 For a detailedsummaryof the GaetuliansseeDesange$1998) i G ® t uEInayciopélie berkére. A very brief
mentionis providedby Roller (2018),979.

33 Strabo17.3.19 trans.Jonesltalicized for emphasisy theauthor.

34 Plin. NA 5.45,trans.Rackham Garamantematrimoniorumexortespassimcum feminisdegunt.



St r aacocouhisf theMoorslacksdetail®® Desange$2017)highlightsthe outdatednformation
inSt r atéxwpinkladinganincorrectassumptiorthatJubal &isgdomcoveredtheareaformerly
ruled by the Masaesyliansindicative of a muddlingof history andgeographyHe suggestghat
St r allibpad Geographyfashionsfor thereadera Libya free of temporalconstraintsa Libya
from differenttime periodsconstructedrom the works of severalgeographerandhistorians® It
shouldbe notedthat Strabowasanintimateof the Mauretaniarking, Juball, thesonof thatsame
Jubawho wasdefeatedby Caesarmoreoverheis our only sourceto mentionthek i n dedils
suggesting fairly strongacquaintancé’ ThoughRoller (2003)emphasizeshis connectiorwith
Straboaspartof Juba Gearlyeducatiorin Rome,heconcedeshatStraboprobablydid not consult
thelearned] u b teeétiseonLibyangeographyandethnicity,insteadelyingontheii mai nst r eam
Hellenistict r a d iagan admanin Amasia®® BeyondJuba,it is impossibleto identify any
otherMoorish acquaintancesf Strabo,andhis portrayalof Moorish polygamycanbe attributed
to the works of his predecessorsyhich he includedin the third chapterof his seventeentlook

without additiond comment.

Thereis no overtmalicein his portrayal,however;like Herodotus he presentghe ethnographic
informationplainly andwithoutdirectjudgementhis aimsbeingto inform on customgatherthan
trumpetGraeceRomanmorality. This canpossiblybe attributedto thegenrein which Strabowas
working, that of the geographicatreatise which requiredanecdotalnformation connectedvith
specificsites,description®f sites,andethnographiinformationonthea r eirhébgants® There
is nothing,of course preventinganimplicit biasagainstthefi b a r b drom eatarisgbhe text,
asis perhapsthe casein someotherareasof St r awod @rsindeed,in the work of other
geographersThis is not the case however,with St r aportrayaof the Moors, which speaks
perhapgo hismoreliberalattitudeconcerninghonrRomansr to hisfriendshipwith Juball. Strabo

chosenotto employnegative judgmentalanguagecharacteristiof otherportrayals?® Rather he

35 Dueck(2000),1-5; Roller (2003),69.

3¢ Desange$2017),102-109; also,see Dueck(2000),43, whodescribedBook17asiconj ect ur e 0 .
37 Strabo17.3.7.Roller (2003),7, 69.

38 Roller (2003),69.

3% For thefeaturesof geographyasa genreof ancientliterature,seeEngels(2007),542-545.

40 Cf. Sall.lug.108.3.



employedneutraldescriptordike © @ &g b s avdidinganyforeseeabléemptationto lambaste

theMoorsasfaithless promiscuoudarbariansasdisloyalin marriageastheywerein alliances.

It is difficult to measurethe extentof S a | | knewiledgeof the Moors. It is likely that his
governorshipof North Africa requiredhim to have someacquaintancewvith the kingdom of
Numidiato the south,the nomadicor seminomadicGaetuliandeyondthem,andthe kingdomof
Mauretaniato the west,aswell asthoseliving within the Romanprovince.He claimedthatthe
informationcontainedn his digressionin the Bellumlugurthinumon Africa andits inhabitants
wasbasedon the Punicbooks(libri Punici) of King Hiempsalll, fatherof Jubal.** Sallustalso
alludesto his consultatiorof the localsin the samesection:utiquerem sesehaberecultoreseius
terrae putant/ ii i amy case,the inhabitantsof this land confirm thea ¢ ¢ o 43 Athough this
seemsncouragingPaul (1984)finds little evidencethat Sallustinquiredwith localsabouttheir
own history,andit is likely thathe derivedthe informationon the origins of the Africansandthe
libri Punicifrom anothersource?® Scholarshavepostulateda variety of sourcedor thewar itself
includingmemoirsandearlierhistories,sothereis someevidencehateyewitnessaccountsvere
consulted” Theseinclude the memoirsof Sulla and Rutilius, both of whom were participants.
Therefore,one might assumehat the more negativestanceof SallusttowardsJugurthaandthe
Numidianscould be attributed, in part, to the pro-Romanstanceof the works that he consulted.
Onecannothowever takethis too far asbiascannotbewholly attributedtoah i s t osourcesn 6 s
asexculpation,and SallustalongsideLivy are,without question,the two sourceshat are most

critical of Moorsgenerally.

P 1 i knpwieslgeof theMoorscanbesafelyattributedo atotal of 59 authoritieghatheconsulted
for hisfifth bookon Africa, rangingfrom CorneliusNeposto Herodotus*® Despitethis, however,

thereis little evidenceo indicatethathevisited Africa. Mostof hisinformationwasgatheredrom

4 Thesectiondn questionareSall. lug. 17-19. Sallustclaimsthatthe Africans

42 3all.lug. 17.7,trans.Batstone The combinationof the accusativeemwith theinfinitive haberemeandi t o

c o n f in thiscontext.

43 Paul(1984),74. Paulpostulatesawork on agriculturethatwastranslatedrom Punicinto Latin. Cf. Gruen(2011),
272-276.

44 Paul(1984),2-4.

45 pliny citeshis sourcesy bookin thefirst bookof the NA. SeePlin. pref. 17 andthetableof contentsn Book 1.



thesesecondargourceswith preferenceivento oldersourcedike Herodotus’® Moreover many
of the depictionsare characteristicof generalizingportrayals,such as those concerningthe
Garamantedescribedibove!’ Otherdepictionsarebeyondrealistic.ForinstancePliny describes
the Blemmyae an African peoplewithout heals andwith their eyesandmouthson their chests*®
Sincethereis little reasonto believe that Pliny visited Africa or observedMoorish customs
firsthand it shouldbe no surprisethat his Moorish ethnographys so similar to the generalizing

depictionsof HerodotusandStrabo.

1.4:TreacheryandLustin PolybiusandLivy

Anothercommonfeatureof GraeceRomanportrayalsof Moorsis thatthey aretreacherousnd
faithlessby nature,which extendsto political dealings,military tactics,and overall character.
Political context,particularlythe shifting alliancesof the Seond PunicWar (218201 BCE), was
crucialin the establishmenof this stereotypef treacheroudtoors. In addition,it will be shown
that,for Livy in particular thesestereotypesouldoftenservea purposdor narrativeconstruction,

comparisorwith Romanmorals,andasadeviceto explainbehaviour.

A brief overviewof the kings, Masinissaand Syphax,andof their respectiveolesin the Second
PunicWar, will serveto contextualizéhe analysisof MoorishtreacheryThe outbreakof the 18-
yearconflict betweerthe RomanRepublicandCarthagesawthe two powersform allianceswith
the Moorish polities of North Africa. Syphaxking of the Masaesyliwasthe ally of Romewhile
Masinissaking of the Massylii, wasanally of CarthageBoth kingswould come to changesides,
Syphaxsidingwith Carthagdollowing anallianceof marriagewith HasdrubalGi s aaughser,
Sophonisbaand Masinissabecomingone of the greatestllies of Romestraightinto the Third
PunicWar* It shouldalsobenotedthatthesaurcesreferto thepeoplesf bothkingsnotasMoors
(Mauri) butasNumidians(Numidag. This changeof allegianceds crucialfor our analysisof the

themeof treacheryrepresentin@ significanteventfor manyof our sources.

46 ScholarshavenotedthatP | i nepetitiveuseof theverbsinuenioandreperio( if li nrdvéajthatmostof his
informationwasobtainedfrom literary sourcegatherthanfirst-handobservationSeeMurphy (2004),52-54.

47 For examplethe Garamanteat Plin. NA5.45.

8 Plin. NA 5.46:Blemmyistradunturcapitaabess@re et oculis pectoriadfixis.

49 Briscoe(1989),62-63.



When Syphaxswitchedsides and allied with Carthage Scipio Africanus soughtto enticethe
Numidian king to switch sidesagainas this reversalwould doubtlessprove invaluableto the
Romanfootholdin Africa. Polybiusrelatestheimpressiorthat Scipio hadof the Numidianking
in thefollowing passage
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Nor did he entirely abandorhis hope of winning over Syphax,but sent
frequentmessageto him, theirarmiesbeingatnogreatdistancérom each
other, feeling sure of inducing him to abandonthe Carthaginian
alliance.Hethoughtit indeednotatall unlikely thathe hadalreadygrown

tired of the girl for whose sake he had chosenthe caug of the

Carthaginiansand tired generallyof his friendshipfor Phoeniciansas
Scipiowell knewthenaturaltendencyof the Numidiansto grow disgusted
with what pleasedhemandhow lightly they alwaysbreaktheir faith to

godsandmenalike >°

Thisisthemoststriking instancenf equatinghetraitsof arulerwith thetraitsof thepeople Scipio
anticipatesthe easewith which Syphaxmight changehis allegiance,a flexibility that he then
appliesto all Numidians.Moreover, Numidian perfidy ¢ d U § appliesnot only to the gods
( af U duttp menaswell ( @ 3 d } ¥ makingthefaithlessnesevenmoreseriousPolybius,
a friend of Scipio Aemilianus, likely providesus with a pro-Roman perspectiveof affairs
concerningNumidia®! Thus, the political contextof the shifting alliancesof Numidian kings
duringthe SecondPunicWar wasinstrumentalin creatinga literary associatiorof treacherywith
Moors,somethinghatis repeatedn theworksof P 0 | y Blicoessdi%

50 Polyb.14.1.34, trans.Paton.

S1ForP o | y htfitudetodvardsRomanimperialism,seeWalbank(1972),157-183 seeBaronowski(2011),164
175,who argueghatPolybiuswas,indeed,in favour of animperialismtemperedy justiceandmoderatiortowards
thevanquishedcf. Serrati(2006),1331340nP o | y bdpiatisndf severatreatieshetweerRomeandCarthagelt
seemghat Pdybiusdinterpretation®f theseeventswerecolouredby his pro-RomansourcesFabiusPictorand
CinciusAlimentus.This may havebeenthe casewith his depictionsof the Numidiansaswell.

52 Cf. Procop.Wars 4.8.911,4.17.910,4.26.23; Salllug. 46.3.
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Livy providesa similarly negativeportrayalof both Syphaxandof the Numidians,andonemay
find severalquotationshighly indicative of RomanattitudestowardsNumidians.The arrival of
Numidiandeserteren thearmyof MarcusClaudiusMarcellusis agoodexampleHere,Livy cals
the Numidiansa gensfallax, afi d e ¢ e iatcffunharriagealliancebetweenCarthageandthe
Masaesyliservesasanotherexample The marriagewasarrangedy Hasdrubalwho marriedhis
beautiful daughterSophonisbato Syphax, and the lustful, fickle nature of Syphaxand of

Numidiansin generals depictedoy Livy:

adeamremconsummandartempusqueuptiisstatuendur@d iamenimet
nubilis eratuirgod profectusHasdrubalut accensuntupiditaté et sunt
ante omnesbarbarosNumidae effusi in uenerem sensi, uirginem a
Carthaginercessimaturatquenuptias.

To bring this aboutandfix a datefor thewedding(for the girl wasnow of
marriageablege),Hasdrubaketoff to visit the king. Now, morethanall
otherbarbarianghe Numidiansarea sensuapeopk, andwhenHasdrubal
noticedthatSyphaxs libido wasarousedesentfor thegirl from Carthage
andpushedheweddingaheach?

The phraseeffusiin uenerenorii d e v  segudld e s icanfendsthe previousanalysisof the

literary themeof promiscuityamongMoors.S y p h heka¥isuraddscredencdo the stereotype

of Moorishlust,asheisfi e n f Iwithnhdeeds iHasdrabakharess ¢ i pimpoeésorofSy phax 6 s
dubiousloyalty thatPolybiusdescribed:

CeterumHasdrubalmemoretcum Scipiore initaeregi societatiset quam
uanaet mutabilia barbarorumingeniaessentyeritus ne, si traiecissetn
Africam Scipio, paruumuinculumeaenuptiaeessent.

Hasdrubalhowever borein mindthattheking hadalsostruckanalliance
with Scipio andtha the barbariancharacteiis inherentlyundependable
and capricious,and he was afraid that if Scipio crossedto Africa the
marriagewould provea flimsy bond.>®

S3Liv. 25.41.4 Fallax is anadjectivethatis repeatedy laterauthors SeeCor. loh. 5.376for instance This section
of Livy coversMa r c ecarmpaigrgainsthe CarthaginiarandSyracusen Sicily. TheNumidiansdesertedhe
armyof Hanno.

54 Liv. 29.23.5trans.Yardley.

55 Liv. 29.23.7 trans.Yardley.
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Ha s d r unisteust@ Syphaxasa dependablally is reinforcedby the view that Moors are
barbariansof i u Nt r u s (uanograhdfiy M ¢ o n(reutahkiliy tckaracter(ingeniun). His
hesitanceas bolsteredby the assumptiorthat Moors take marriagelightly, asindicatedby the
adjective paruus That Syphaxwould abandonhis new wife Sophonisbaso quickly reveals
S c i plowmgirson,andby extensiorL i v ye@asdingMoorsasbothalliesandspousesLivy
hasFabiusMaximusactasthe leaderof the oppositionto ScipioA f r i creceiwngadarmyto
invade Africa.>® Scipio, he says,will encainter very different circumstancesn Africa thanin
Spain, citing the lack of friendly harboursto securea proper foothold and other potential
difficulties.>” Fabiusgoeson to doubtthe reliability of both Syphaxand Masinissaas potential

alliesin Africa:

An SyphaciNumidisquecredis?satis sit semelc r e d i Numidistu
credere potes, defectionemmilitum tuorum expertus?et Syphax et
Masinissase quamCarthaginiensemaluntpotentissimosn Africa esse,
Carthaginienseguamguemquanalium.

Do you trust Syphaxandthe Numidians.et it beenoughto havetrusted
themo n c e é H &xperiengeda mutiny of your own soldiers,do you
think you cantrusttheNumidians’SyphaxandMasinisseébothwantto see
themselvesatherthanthe Carthaginiansupreman Africa, but thenthe
Carthaginiansatherthananyoneelse®®

Although Fabiusis provenwrong aboutMasinissawho receiveshigh praisein Romansources,
this passageexemplifiesa warinesstowards Numidiansas allies, and though unreliability in

alliancesis not mentionedexplicitly, it is clearly implied in the passageNeitherking is to be
trusted,nor are Numidiansgenerally®® If Romansoldierscanmutiny, it is evenmorelikely that

Numidianallieswill do soaswell.

Moorish intemperancecould be juxtaposedwith RomantemperanceThe famousstory of the
continenceof Scipio, relatedin Livy 26.50,celebratedhe self-control of Africanus.Whenfaced

with the decisionof what to do with a beautiful Spanishcaptive, Scipio, a philandererby

6 liv. 28.40.12.

5T liv. 28.42.7.

58 Liv. 28.42.810,trans.Yardley.

91t is easyto understanavhy the Romansgfearedthat Masinissavould switch sides.SyphaxandMasnissahad
provendubiousalliesto boththe RomansandCarthaginianglready.
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reputation summonedhe fiancéof theyoungwoman,a chieftainof the Celtiberiang® He stated
that his brideto-be had not beenviolated in any way by either himself or any of his soldiers.
Furthermorethewomanhadbeentreatedasbefitteda princessln returnfor his kindness Scipio
entreatedhechieftainto remembethedignity andkindnesf the Scipios bothhimself,hisuncle,
andhisfatherwho hadcampaignedh Spainbeforehim. He alsobadethe chieftainremembethat
therewasno countryon earthexceptRomethatanyone scornedmoreasan enemyandcoveted
moreasanally.®* Thus,S ¢ i pdisplay sf temperancensuredhe allianceof the Celtiberian
chieftain, and virtuous restraint yielded tangible political results. This account parallels
Ma s i n tespatiodts give in to the demandf Sophonisbareputedfor her beauy, against

thewill of Rome.

In Book30o0f Livy, Scipiochastisedasinissdor marryingSophonisban suchhasteMa s i ni ssads
captureof Numidia from Syphaxbrought with it the spoils of victory, which included this
Carthaginianprincess,renownedfor her beauty®® Unlike S ¢ i preastidrsto the Celtiberian
princess,Masinissais overcomewith desirefor this woman.L i v play sn the descriptionof
Masinissabeingfi ¢ a p t by alevelfar his captiveprisoneris admirableamorecaptiuaeuictor
captus Directly precedingthis, however,is an explanatoryphraseconcerningthe stereotypeof
Moorishdesire:ut estgents Numidarumin uenerenpraeceps® TheNumidianproclivity towards
sexual desire has ultimately clouded his judgement,causing Masinissato forsake political
considerationgo satisfy his urges.He marriesthe princessand promisesthat shewill neverbe
handederoverto beparadedn aRomartriumph,butratherthatshewill diein hernaive African
homeland.This is the causeof S ¢ i pdhasteamentAs he juxtaposeshis own restraintwith
Ma s i n ilaskgharéa$, Scipio prides himself on temperantia(temperanceand continentia

libidinum (restraintfrom desiresyaboveall his virtues®*

0ForS c i prepatdtisn seeNaev. Ex Incertis Comoediisfr. 1-3.

511 jv. 26.50.78.

52 Liv. 30.12.17formaeratinsigris et florentissimaaetas.

83 Liv. 30.12.18Cf. whatLivy saysof Syphaxat29.23.5:et suntanteomnesbarbarodNumidaeeffusiin uenerem.
Seealsoliv. 1.7.47 for acomparisorto thisconcepiof i mo v epdubdl eTlbesectiondescribeshe cattleof
Herculesandtheir theft by the shepherdCacus.

64 Liv. 30.14.6:atquinulla earumuirtus estpropterquastibi appetendusisussim quaego aequeactemperantiaet
continentidibidinum gloriatusfuerim.
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This juxtapositionis notonly agoodexampleof thelustfuls t e r e osagegsatadldo explain
behaviour,but also an exemplification of Romanvirtue againstbarbarianvice. Masi ni ssads
reaction almostautomatiovhenheglimpseshebeautyof Sophonisbas somethinghatLivy can

only explainby attributing the vice of lust to the Numidian peoplein general.ln otherwords,
Masinissaactslustfully becauseall Numidiansare lustful. The stereotypas usedas a way to
explainthe behaviourof Masinissahe actsin accordancevith the generalcharacteof his gens

It is not clear, however,whetherLivy believedthat lust was a trait embeddedn Numidians
themselve®r aresultof the natureof Numidianculture/society Thankfully, it is not the goal of
thisthesisto answetthatquestionln addition,oneshouldnotoverlookthesignificanceof Sc i pi 0 6 s
admonitionof Masinissaor the notionthatbarbarianganimprovethemselves thatis, be more

Roman- by exposureo goodmoral exemplaln sum,Masinissacanlearnandimprove himself

by imitating the virtuesof Scipio, therebymakinghimselfarguablylessbartarian/Numidiarnand
moreRoman.ThatLivy mighthavehadthis notionof barbariarself-improvemenin mind when

he wrotethis is interestingto note,especiallyconsideringhec o n c eepetitidrsn authorslike
Procopiuscenturiedater®® With the analysisof the stereotype®f treacheryandlust concluded,
anexaminatiorof the sourcesandpotentialinteractionwith Moorsof both PolybiusandLivy can

proceed.

Polybiusis lesscritical of the Moors thanotherhistorians A hostageof Romeanda memberof
theid S c i pdiorncheeeadmpaniedcipio Aemilianuson his campaignsn Africa duringthe
Third PunicWar andpossiblySpainduring the NumantineWar. He hadthe opportunityto meet
King Masinissdn person|ikely while accompanyinécipioto Carthagén 151BCE %6 Heformed
quite a good impressionof Masinissafrom their interaction,and Polybiusheapspraiseon the
Moorishking, citing notonly his political virtuesbut his personabnestoo:
UQUGU YisgegbWs?2ee YDV gos] sUso Ud"
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55 A goodexampleof this would be Pharaghe Herul, who hasbeenexaminedoy Parnell(2017),2-3. SeeProcop.

Wars4.429:xdi 0Y) &€dUieydut U P Bohadd 8 U0 W legysd d VU yasUaH Pegacd
3 ¥ 3 Asg, seeLevene(2010),255260for anexcellenttreatmenof S ¢ i prébokéo§ Masinissan thelarger

contextof L i v gpihienson barbarians.

8 SeePolyb.9.25.47 Wisz UG U3 3.Y20®)g5 b y il )¢9 &fightuwheardamoreaccuratestoryfrom

Ma s i n BeeWatban&(1967),154,who suggestshatthe meetingtook placein 151.
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Massanissaheking of the Numidiansin Africa, oneof the bestandmost
fortunatemenof ourtime, reignedfor oversixty years,enjoyingexcellent
healthandattaininga greatage,for he lived till ninety. He also excelled
all his contemporariesn bodily strength,for whenit was necessaryo
stand,he could standin the sameplacefor a whole day without shifting,
andagain,if he wereseatedhe neverusedto getup. And he could also
continueto ride had by nightanddaywithoutfeelinganythewo r s e €é Bu t
his greatesiand mostgodlike achievementvasthis. While Numidia had
previously beena barrencountry thoughtto be naturally incapableof
producingcrops,hefirst andhealoneprovedthatit wasascapableasany
othercountryof bearingall kindsof crops,by makingfor eachof his sons
aseparatgropertyof 10,000plethrawhich producedall kindsof crops.It
is only properandjust to paythis tributeto his memoryon his death®’

Polybiusdoesnat shirk from applyingworthy characteristicso this Moorishking. It is certainly
difficult to discernwhetherP o | y badmuiratidn stemmedmore from the high esteemthat
Masinissaenjoyedamongthe Romansor from anadmirationfor thek i n gvd |@rtuesasman
andruler. Thelatterseemdo havebeenappreciateanoreby Polybius,especiallygiventhatthere
is little mentionin this passagef the servicesthat he renderedto Rome.Rather,his physical
endurancendhis developmenof his own kingdomarecelebratedThis celebratiorof thevirtues
of a Moorish king is quite uncharacteristiof the vastmajority of our sourcesbeforethe sixth
century,andit istoP o | y loredittabhe could write of a non-GraeceRomanin suchpositive
terms %8 It shouldbenoted,however thatPolybius,metMasinissan personsohehadno needto

regurgitatehe portrayalsof othersources.

67 Polyb.36.16,trans.Paton.
68 Polybius admiredmonarchdike MasinissaandHiero Il who actedbenevolentlyanddefendedheir subjectsSee
Eckstein(1995),274-275.

15



Thoughit is far from certain,thereis little evidenceto suggesthatLivy metMoors personally.
He wasbornin Padwa and spentmostof his life in Italy drafting his monumentahistory. Livy
consultedseveralauthorsfor the HannibalicWar (21-30), including the works of severalRoman
annalistsaswell asPolybius® His corroboratiorof theseaccount$iasbeencriticizedby scholars,
andthereis afairly strongconsensughathis own biasesasa patriotic Romanareapparentn the
Ab Urbe ConditaLibri.”® Forinstancehefamouslywrites of the disasteat Cannaethatno people
otherthanthe Romanscould enduresucha disastrouslefeatandemergevictorious/* Concerning
his depictionof nonRomanslevene(2010)hasidentifiedalist of stereotypeghatareassociated
with specific peoplesthroughoutL i v wdiks suchas arrogantCampaniansboisterousGauls,
fierce Spaniards,and lustful Numidians/? Livy employedthese stereotypesto explain the
behaviourof certainfigures,aswith Masinissaor evento noteexceptionsvherea groupacted
contraryto thebehavioursuggestedy their particularstereotypeForinstance Levene(2010)has
notedL i v yséobgensfallax to denoteanoccasionvhereNumidiansactuallymaintainedaith,
thatis, wherethey did not actin accordancavith their stereotyp€? It is importantto notethis
distinction,thatLivy employedstaeotypedo showbothwhentheywerefulfiled andwhenthey

werebroken.

1.5:Moorsin Silver Age Latin Poetry

TheMoorsareportrayednegativelyby the poetsof the Silver Age of Latin epic,includingLucan
andSilius Italicus. Severalersesighlightthefaithlessandtreacherousatue of the Moors. The
portrayalis quite negative but onemustbearin mind that consideration®f genreandnarrative
constructioncolour the characterizatiomf figuressuchasJubal in Lucanand Syphaxin Silius
Italicus. Moreover,many of the samechamcterizationge-emergen the works of Claudianand

Corippus,aswill beshownin thefollowing chapters.

59 He tendsto rely on Polybiusfor mostof his accountjut notabledeparturesreapparentSeeHoyos,(2015),369
370.

70 SeeMineo (2011),121-123.

Liv. 22.54.

2 evene(2010),216-217.

Liv. 25.41.4;Levene(2010) 218.

16



Beforeanalyzingthe passages questionjt is necessaryo go overtheterminologyemployedoy
theauthorsvhenreferringto Moors.LucanandSilius Italicusmentionavarietyof differentgroups
in theirworks.Lucan,for one,whosepoemcoversthe civil warsof CaesaandPompeyjncludes
not only MoorsandNumidians but NasamonessaramantedylarmaridaeMazacesMassylians,
Autoleans andGaetuliansaswell.”* LucanalsonarratesC a t endosintewith the Psylli, whose
assistancénroughthe harshdeserprovescrucialto hisa r mgudvisal”® Thetribesrecordedoy
Silius matchmany of thosementionedby Lucanandincludethe Autololes,Moors, Numidians,
GaramantiansMassylians NasamoniansGaetulians Machae,and Adrymachida€’® The large
numberof tribeslisted certainly reflectsthe genreof the work, as epic poetsoften exaggerated
detailsfor dramaticeffect. The embellishmenobf the numberandthe variety of the tribespresent
is noexceptionMerrills (2019)hasidentifiedthetoposof the cataloguef tribesasa conventional

literary featureof epic poetrygoingbackto the catalogueof the Latin tribesin Virgil. ’*

L u ¢ aporirayal of the Moorish king Jubal, king of Numidia during Caesas Civil Wars
deservesomeconsiderationHaving sidedwith PompeyagainstCaesar Jubawaskilled in 46
BCE after C a e s watofy it Thapsus’® Before Thapsus,however,Jubaand the Pompeian
governorVarusdefeated largeforce underthe CaesariameneralCurio at the BagradeRiver.”
This victory overthe Caesarianss L u ¢ abac&dsopfor introducingthe villainous characteiof
Jubal into his poem. The victory over the Caesarianss achievedby J u b eoacealmenbf
Numidiancavalry,who successfullyambushCurio andhis menin roughterrain.Lucanemploys
aninterestingnaturalmetaphoiin his descriptionof J u b arsshnamelythat of an Egyptian
mongooseoying with a viper 8 For Lucan, the victory of Jubais dishonourablendrecallsthe
Romanfrustrationwith the underhandethcticsof Hannibal,relying asit did on the assistancef
whathecallsii L i bdyeacne(fraudeshibycag andii P u warfaretaintedwitht r i Pknga

74 Mostarementionedn a catalogueof tribeswho flock to Varuséstandardsgainsthe Caesarea u r iingadien
of Africa: Luc. 4.676686.

S Cf. Hdt. 4.173,Plut. Cat. Min. 56.3who mentionthe samegroup.Plutarchrepeatghetale providedby Lucan,that
of theP s y lability fo suckthe poisonfrom woundsinflicted by serpents.

6 Sil. Ital. 3.265324: Many of lesserknowntribes,suchasthe Macha, andAdrymachidaearelistedin the fourth
bookof Herodotusaswell asPlin. NA5.5.34 5.6.39andPtolemyGeog 4.3 SeeDesange$1962),106-107,169
170.

"7 SeeMerrills (2019),156,who citesVerg. Aen 7.641817.

8 SeeRoller (2003),30-38 for agoodsummaryof Jubal dife andreign.

® CaesBCiv. 2.3842.

801 uc.4.723729.
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bella infecta dolis).®! This interchangeableattribution of Punic deceitto Moorish as well as
Carthaginiarforcesby Romanauthorss unsurprisingasit is oftenassociateavith the Numidian

king Syphaxaswell.®

Thesecondime Jubais mentionedn anydetailis from the perspectiveof Pompeywho consults
with his retinue of senatorsaboutwhich nation he shouldcall uponfor aid: Parthia,Libya, or
Egypt®® By Libya, Lucanmeans] u b kingidomof Numidia, aboutwhich Pompeyholdsgrave
reservationsHeis alsohesitantaboutenlistingthe Egyptiansbecause®f theyoungphara h ags.
He eventuallydecidesn favourof the ParthiansP o m p esysgicsonf the NumidiansandJuba

aretelling:

Hinc ancepslubii terretsollertiaMauri;
NamquememorgenerisCarthaginignpia proles
InminetHesperiaemultusquan pectoreuanoest
Hannibal,obliguomaculatqui sanguineegnum
Et Numidascontingitauos.lam suppliceVaro
Intumuit uiditqueloco Romanasecundo.

Next: deviousJuba'swo-facedcunningalarmsme
trueto his heritage theunmannerlywhelp of Carthage
threatenddesperiathe Moor'sfoolish heartis full of
Hannibal who taintedtheir royal line with impureblood,
infectingNumidia'sdynasty Now Varusis prostrate,
Jubaswellswith prideandseesRomein secondplace®*

Theassociatiorwith Punicdeceitis clearin L u ¢ aporivagalof Jubaasa secondHannibal,with
ambitionsto conquerSpain(Hesperia) Moorish treacheryis understoodn this passagéhrough

its similaritiesto Carthaginiardeceit,somethingthat excitesmoredramaticeffectto the Roman
audienceThe characteof Jubais mademoreterribleanddangerouso Romevia his association

with Hannibalandhis exemplificationof Punictreacheryduring his previousambushof Cur i 0 0 s
army. The languageemployedby Lucan also addsto the hostile portrayalof Juba,with verbs

conveyingpollution (macularg and contamination(contingerg. More than anything else, the

811 uc.4.736737.

82 Seel evine (2010),217-218,who drawsattentionto bothLivyé andP o | y lpdrtnayaléof i P u d & ¢ eSeet 0 .
for instancePolyb.9.11.2.

83 uc. 8.263278.

84 Luc. 8.283288,trans.Joyce.
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phraséi t viasedc u n n fancepssollertia) captureshetreacherousatureof theMoorishking,
in additionto the adjectivedubiusimplying his duplicitousand malleablenatue. Later, Jubais
referredto in passingasfi f a i 1 b b(iafélus luba), anadjectivemuchrepeatedn lateantique
sources®L u ¢ aporfiayalof Jubais in line with the generakharacteristicsf faithlessnesand

treacheryin Polybius,Sallust,and Livy.

Siliusl t a | Furdcadepictsthecharacteof Syphaxand,indeed,of Moorsgenerallyin thesame
light. He addsa descriptionof Numidiaandits wily inhabitantan asectiondescribingHa nni b a |
appointmento commandf the Carthaginiarforces® Thevariouspeoplesof Ca r t hdarga: 6 s
eachhail Hannibalin turn asthe newleaderof their armiesfollowing the deathof his brotherin-

law HasdrubaltheFair).N u mi dgeogréaphys describedn positivelanguagerichiniunt i | |
f i e (cahpiéqualentesandi f e f @& ir Imé (agmi girsgoed, N u mi dcropyéelsls aresaid

to outdothoseof Egyptand Sicily. Silius goeson to describeNumidia asthe mother(altrix) of
wars(belli) andwar-like men(bellatoresuires). ThesepositiveportrayalsdonotoutweighSi | i u s 0
following line however,which alludesto the hit-andrun type of warfarefavouredby mounted
Numidian warriors: nec fidens [tellus] nudo sine fraudibus ensi. This passageexcellently
distinguisheswhat the Romansperceivedas honourableversusdishonourablewarfare. Silius
describesthe difference betweenthe Romanmethodof At r u & the ages w o randahe
Numidian method,which nevertrustsin the sword without deceitsand treachery(fraudes.?’
Lucanemploysasimilarphraseo placeJ u b \actory overCurioin thesamecategorywherethe
k i nardysf mostly Moorish horsereliedonfi L i bdyeacne(fraudeshibycad to defeatthe
RomansVictoriesthatcanonly be securedhroughdeceitis acommonthemein the portrayalof

NumidiansandothernonrRomanspothin Romanepicandproseworks.

SinceS i | setlirgyié thethatof the SecondPunicWar, it shouldbe no surprisethatheincludes
Masinissaand Syphaxas major characteran the Punca. It should also be no surprisethat
Ma s i n postrayalié positiveandS y p h & me@ativegiventhef o r moegcisiprgo ally with
the Romansand the | a t ttoefighh againstthem. Thereis one interesting caseregarding

85 uc. 8.443.
86 Sijl. Ital. Pun 1.182270.
87 pare Ital. Pun 1.211219.
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Ma s i n postraya, 8pecificallywhenSilius hasthe Numidianking receivea divine portentin
adreamtelling him thathis kingdomwill belargerif heshouldally himselfto Rome®8 Masinissa

agreego S c i pcalldod aalliance,andhe switchessidesfrom Carthagego Rome.Ma si ni ss a0 s
responseés indicativeof the RomanattitudesowardsMoorsthathavebeenhighlightedsofar:

€ n enosautuanasubegitincertaementislevitas et mobile pectus,aut
speset laeti sectamurpraemiaMartis; perfidiam fugio et periuramab
originegentem.

It wasnoidle ficklenessof my uncertairmind or my changeabldeartthat
forcedmeto cometo you. | dont seeka successfubattles hopeor prize.
| flee from treacheryandthosepeoplewho havealwaysbeenunfaithful 8

Thislineis significantin two keyaspectskFirstly, Ma s i n desi@offidesmp i ¢ k | (uitass s 0
uang andof possessingothanfi u n ¢ enri tné&iémincerta) andafi ¢ h a n ¢ e a(pdctas
mobilis) are additional proofs of the stereotypethat Moors are intrinsically dubious and
treacherousThe vocabularyis explicitly negative;we have alreadyseenthe adjectiveuanus
appliedto Syphaxby Livy in additionto mutabiliswhichis synonymousvith S i | useosmibilis
in this context® SecondlyMasin s saas@rancthathewill ii f It € @ a cahd&eepfadh with
Rome illustratesRomanexpectationof Moors, that they will be disloyal. After defining the
st er e attripuregMasinissadeniesthat he himself is treacherousand untrustworthyand
appliesthatstereotypeo the Carthaginiangnstead He thenassurescipiothathewill notbehave
like his NumidiancounterparSyphax;hewill keepfaith with Romeandflee treacheryperfidia)
andthosewho practiceit; in anotherwords,hewill do whatScipioandS i | Ramanaudience
do not expectof Moors: hewill maintainhis alliancewith Rome.Like Livy, Silius alsoemploys
stereotypedo explain exceptionsto the rule that a genswill behavein accordancewith its
stereotypeAn assessmertf the sourcesof both LucanandSilius is now necessaryo ascertain

theirknowledgeof the Moors.

Thereis little to suggesthatLucanhadanypersonakxperienceof Moors. As for theinformation
on Moorishkingdomsin the Pharsalia Lucanclearly exaggeratethe sizeof Jubal &isgdom,

88 Sjl. Ital. 16.115134.
89 Sil. Ital. 16.146148,trans.Augoustakis.
%0 Seepg. above.
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encompassintgrritoriesneverunderhis controlandpeoplesvho wereneverreally his subjects’*
Mauretaniavas,atthetime of C u r icampaignn Africa, anindependenkingdomruledby the
kings Bocchusand Bogud, and it is clear that Juba only possessedNumidia, which was
provincializedoy Romenotlong afterhis defeat® It is possiblethatLucanconfusedhekingdom
of hisnearcontemporaryluball whichdid encompasMauretaniavith thatof hisfatherJubal 6 s
of which only Numidiawasa part. Pichon(1912) also emphasizeshe muddleddescriptionsof
Numidiangeographyin Book 9 dascountof C a t marchthroughAfrica, assertinghat Lucan
must have drawn his information eitherfrom a i p o odocunyented r e adr frosnéis own
conjecture®® Although someof his descriptionsof the African landscapeare quite vivid and
characteristiof the kind of knowledgethat only a local or eyewitnesswould possss,thereis
little evidenceo suggesthatLucanconsultedvith anylocalinhabitantgersonallyandit is likely
thathisinformationwasdrawnexclusivelyfrom literary material®* Thenegativeportrayalof Juba
| canperhapse attributedto L u ¢ ar@li@neseon Livy for mostof his historicalinformationon
the CaesariarCivil War. ForexampleL i v ge@asiveportrayalof Syphaxmay haveinfluenced

L u ¢ adepicsonof Jubal.®®

It is unlikely thatSilius Italicus(c. 26-102CE) encounteredloorseither,andhecertainlywasnot
aneyewitnesgo the eventshedescribedBornlong afterthe SecondPunicWar, hisp o e méirs
sourcewas the third decade(Books 21-30) of Livy.%® Therefore,his portrayalsof Syphaxand
Masinissaandthe Moorishtribeswere likely basednlL i v ghaéracterization#ppian,Plutarch,
andothershavebeenofferedasalternativesput Livy remainsthe primaryintertextualinfluence.
Numerousdeparturesrom L i v gcéoantindicatethathe may haveconsultedothersourcedor

thewar, includingthe annalistValeriusAntias andValeriusMaximus.His departuresrom Livy

911 uc. 4.666686.

92 Pichon(1912),35-36.

93 SeePichon(1912),36-38: Elle n'enrestepasmoinsd'uneinexactituderemarquableet il faut, ou bienquelLucain

ait eusouslesyeuxun traité trés mal documeng a cetégard,ou qu'il I'ait lui-mémeinterprété d'unemanire
singulierementfautive

94 SeePichon(1912),42, who summarizes u ¢ apoténtialsourcedor his sectionson Africa: fi éun manuelde
géographieassezpeuexact;0 pourladescriptionun ouvragedansle genredesltinéraires,soitgrecsoitlatin, soit
enprosesoitenvers;d pourl'épisodedesserpentsle ou plutét lespoemesde Macer,euxmémesdérivésde
Nicandre ,maisnonsansde notablesadditionso The episodeof the serpentg€oncerngheP s y Irdsduedf€at o0 6 s
menfrom poisonouserpentsCf. Asso(2011),225238,who notesthatLucansoughtto depictAfrica itselfasii t h e
o t hie oppositionto Rome.Curio wasdefeatedy Africa itself ratherthanJuba.

% Pichon(1912),251-252, Fucecchi(2011),241,n. 24.

9 Augoustakig2010),10-16.
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in his portrayalof Moorswould makeaninterestingstudy,thoughhis characterizationsf Syphax
andMasinissado notdivergefrom L i v ylemainepisodesn the Punical6andl17 involving

Sy p h ehangesf allegiancdollow L i v gcéoantclosely.

1.6:S a | | Rorrayélas Jugurthaandthe Treacheryof the Moors

S al | depidtignsef Jugurthamerits examinationin its positive and negativeaspectsHe is
depictedn very positiveterms,especiallyin the beginningwhile later Sallustshifts his depiction
from positiveto negativeastheking becomesnoretyrannical.ln thisinstancecharacteportrayal
wasgovernedmoreby the overallthemeof the Bellumlugurthinumratherthanon the opinion of
the author,context,or otherfactors.Jugurthaentersthe stageasthe Romanally parexcellence.
Transferredo the commandof Scipio Aemilianus he participatedn the NumantineWar (143
133BCE),theRomanr e p u kxdnilict vitls several Iberiantribes.Jugurthaexcelledin uirtus
andwascommendedby Scipiofor his braveryandmartial skill.®” The descriptionof Jugurthaas
aRomanally couldbeworthy of anybraveRoman.ForS a | | thesneobRomanmoraldecline,
the juxtapositionof J u g u r exdmaldrycharacterwith contemporaryRomanyouths whose
morals were becomingincreasingly problematicillustrated the steep,acceleratingdecline of
Romanuirtus. Strong in character(ualidus in ingenig, he excelledin physical and martial
exerciseHe wasalsoproficientin hurling thejavelinandriding on horsebackthe skills for which

theNumidiancavalryof North Africa werewell-known.

Onecanalmostglimpsea new Masinissain Jurgurthaandit is no coincidencethatthek i n g 0 s
memorywasinvokedsooften.Ma s i n repusato@oemediargenotjustfor theNumidianroyal
family but for the Romanelite aswell. The king had performedf rany illustrious deedsof a
military n a t (muléaetpraeclararei militaris facinora) andhadmaintainecalongalliancewith
Rome that garneredboth respectand trust (igitur amicitia Masinissaebona atque honesta
permansi}.®® Scipio Aemilianus anticipatesgreat things for the young Jugurthain a letter to

Micipsa,claimingthatJugurthds worthy of his grandfatheMasinissgenhabesuirum dignumte

% ForMi c i plstagaisstiugurthaseeSall.lug. 6-7. ForageneralkreatmenbfJ u g u rchahaetdiseeEarl
(1961),61-65. SeealsoClaasserf1993)283-284for S a | | usenfiti®® n o & & e atrgpein his depictionof
Jugurtha.

% 3all. lug. 5.4-5.
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atque auo suo Masinissa.®® The noblemanAdherbalinvokesMa s i n imensogy efore the
SenateandGulussaanothememberof the Numidianroyal family, remindsthe Senatehatheis
anancestoof the greatking.1%° The positiveliterary representationf Masinissan Sallustaligns
with thosefound in Polybiusand Livy. Sallust, however,usesMasinissaas a model for the
exemplaryRomanally, someonewho embodiedthe expectationghat many Romanshad for
Jugurthal®*J u g u rfaillreatd live up to the expectationsf his mighty ancestoreflectsan
elementof tragedyin S a | | histoty.d et sucha virtuousNumidiancould forsakethe alliance
with Romeandbecomeanenemywasthe ultimatedisappointmentwith the outbreakof conflict,
J u g u ruirtds aodosg furthersthe Romanstateasit hadin the NumantineéWar; now, it serves

his own ambitio 192

Thetransitionfrom nobleally to dangerougnemyis aninterestingone.Theswitchfrom apositive
to anegativedepictionfollows theoverallthemeof thework, whichexaminefhiowalack of morals
amongthe Romannobility allowed Jugurthato prolong his war againstthe state.The themeof
metushostilis (fear of the enemy)is apparenthroughoutthe work. The hostisin questionwas
CarthageandSallustargueghatafterthe Third PunicWar, RomanmoralsslackenedWithoutthe
fear of Carthagethe Romanaristocracydescendeéhto debaucherandluxury % This servesas
thebackdropfor the Bellumlugurthinum andis the mainreasorwhy Jugurthavasableto ensure
thesupportof manyRomannobleswith bribes.ExactlyhowJ u g u rposhivedegictionfits into
this pictureis anotherquestion.

Jugurthaembodiesall the qualitiesof theideal Romanstatesmenyonic givenhis statusasa non
Romanking. Sallustdoesthis intentionallyto illustrate how low Romanmoralshad descended
andconsequentlyrow long andwith whatdevastatiora barbariarking actingwith all the virtues
of atalentedRomancommandercould wagewar on RomeunchallengedThis is not to saythat
all Romanscomeout badlyin thework: Metullus, Marius,and Sullaeachhavetheir momentsn

the spotlight,actingwith virtue andcunning.Jugurthahowever actswith uirtus throughmostof

% sall. lug. 9.2.

100 3all. lug. 24.10,35.2.

101 Balmacedd42017),136-142.

102 Earl (1961),64-65.

103 3all. Hist. fr. 12. Earl (1961),47-49.
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the work, exhortinghis mento braveryin battle and cunningly organizingthe military conflict
againstRome.lt is only towardsthe endof the war that Jugurthabeginsto takeon thetraits of a
tyrant, including paranoiaand executionof closeassociate$® S a | | wssdf dugurthaas a
reflectionof theidealRomanconveysheextentto which atalentedandvirtuousbarbariarenemy

couldchallengehe statewhenRomanmorality haslapsed.

Sal | degidtiagnsf Moors/Numidianggenerdly aretypical. Fickleness)ack of courageand
treacheryareattributedto themthroughoutthe work. Thesestereotypesresometimesisedasa
narrativetool to explain behaviourand background.For instance following a battle with the
Romans,Jugurtta 6Numidiansflee the field, all exceptthe royal cavalry, becauseunlike the
Romansfi t lsinat consideredh disgracefor the military. Suchis theirc u s t & Timis Botion

of the Numidiansvaluingtheir lives morethantheir honouris repeatedasa way to explainwhy

so few enemysoldierswere captured:fi i nearly all their battlesthe Numidianssavetheir feet
soonerthantheirw e a p d°%iThelogalty of the peopleof Siccais anothercase Sallustclaims

that the city would have certanly switched sides, from Rome to Jugurtha,becauseof the

Nu mi d inlerestidf i ¢ k I(neohiliéas, $ai Marius not arrived on the scene!?’ Likewise,

thetown of Vagawhich containeda Romangarrisonwaslikely to switchsides theallegedreason

was the Nu mi d ifid ri scdhlae a(mgeeiumanobilis). 1 Ma r i sack 6f the Capsa,
somethingwhich Sallust believeswas contra ius belli, was attributedto the ficklenessand
faithlessnessf the inhabitantsgenushominummobileinfidum).1%® Sometimeghesestereotypes
addcontextto a geographicatligressionTwo passagesynedescribingthehardinesof Af r i ca 6 s
populationandtheotherillustratingthelawlessnessf thenomadicGaetuli,formapartofSal | ust 6 s

digression®n Africa, andthus,arenot usedto explainbehaviourt®

104 SeeEarl (1961),60-81; Rosenblitt(2022),136-145 Balmacedq2017),136-137. SeealsoPaul(1984)1 8 6 6 s
analysisof Sall. lug. 72.2for J u g u rlapdeiatdtganny.

105 3all. lug. 54.4:1d eagratiaeueniebatiuodpraeteregiosequitesnemoomniumNumidaex fugaregemsequitur;
guoquoiuqueanimusfert, eodiscedunnequeid flagitium militiae ducitur: ita semoreshabent.Trans.Batstone.
106 3all. lug. 74.3:Romanisignorumet armorum[et] aliquantonumero hostiumpaucorunpotiti; namferme
Numidasin omnibusproeliis magispedesqjuamarmatutatasunt.

107 3all. lug. 56.6:Ac ni Mariussignainferre atqueeuadereppidoproperauisseprofectocunctiautmagnapars
Siccensiunfidem mutauissenttantamobilitate seseNumidaegerunt.

108 3all. lug. 66.2:Namuolgus,uti plerumquesoletet maxumeNumidarum,ingeniomobili, seditiosumatque
discordiosunerat,cupidumnouarumrerum,quieti et otio aduorsum.

109 3all. lug. 91.7:1d facinuscontraius belli nonauaritianequescelereconsulisadmissumsedquialocuslugurthae
opportunusnobisaditudifficilis, genushominummobileinfidum, antenequebeneficionequemetucoercitum.
10sall. lug. 18.1-2, 5-6.

24



1.7:T a c i Porntrag/alof Tacfarinas

Tacitusdevotesafew sectionsof his work to the 1stcenturyCE revolt of Tacfarinasa Numidian
chieftainof the MusulamiiandformerRomanauxiliary who led arebellionduringthereignof the
emperorTiberius. The accountis containedin Books 2-4 of the Annals*!! Overall, T a ¢ i

depictionof Tacfarinashimself andthe participans of the revolt is straightforward lacking the
negativestereotypeshat are containedin the works of SallustandLivy. Indeed,scholarshave
comparedheaccountof T a ¢ f a nevoltt@Asndmi a acuoosiniof therevolt of Firmus,andit

seemao coincidencahatbothauthordack stereotype their portrayalsof MoorsandMoorish

chieftains!!?

Onecandetecta certainadmirationfor Tacfarinasin T a c¢ i wvriting. @ he sophisticatiorwith

which Tacfarinasorganizechis forcesandthe skill with which he foughtthe Romansarepraised
intheAnnals T a ¢ f a tadticsamdoi@anizatiorarepresentegblainly: Tacfarinusorganizecis

menin the mannerof anarmy (moremilitiae), eventuallyselectingfi ¢ h onsare decti uiri) and
equippingthem with Romanarms and armour (armati in modumRomanum*® Thesechosen
troopswereto beinstructedin Romanmethodsof warfare,learningboth Romandisciplineand
formal battlecommandgsuescerealisciplinaetimperiis).}* Havingorganizedhis bodyof Moors
armedanddisciplinedin the Romanfashion,he mustereda light force (leui) underthe Moorish

leaderMazippato terrorizethe countryside(circumferreet caedeset terrorem).1® The depiction
of Tacfarinasasa shrewdmilitary commandeemployingthe tacticsof his enemiesagainsthem
is astriking contrasto the depictionsof Moorishleadersn LucanandSilius Italicusfor instance,

wheretheir relianceon guile, treacheryandhit-andrun tacticsis utterly condemnd.**®

11Tac.Ann 2.52;3.20:21,32,73-74;4.13,23-26. SeeVanacker(2015),336-337 for otherprimary materialon the
rebellion.A brief summaryof therebellionis alsoprovidedby Cherry(2020),1047%-1048andRaven(1993),59-61.
112 Ammianusseemdo havebasechis accounbof FirmusontheS a | | Bebuml@gurthinumandT a c¢ i accounto
of TacfarinasForT a c i imitateroof Sallust,seeSyme(1958),353.

13Tac.Ann 2.52.12.

14Tac.Ann 2.52.2.

115Tac.Ann 2.52.2.Theseeui wereprobablythe light-armedskirmishercavalryfor which Moorisharmieswere

us

(@}

renownedTheking of the Garamantes alsosaidto havesentlight-troops(copiaeleueg toaugmenfT ac f ar i nas 6

forces(Tac.Ann 4.23.2).Mazippais calleddux Maurorum thatis, aleaderof Moorsdrawnfrom thewestern
kingdomof Mauretania moderndayMorocco.

116 | yc. 4.723729:Sil. Ital. 1.211-219.
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This methodof mixed warfare,of employingan infantry core equippedin the Romanmanner
alongsidelight skirmishercavalry ultimately failed whenT a ¢ f a forceiwassléieatedoy the
proconsul,Furius Camillus!’ From then on, Tadarinas relied, as had many other Moorish
leaderspn guerrillatactics.Tacitusmight havetakenthis opportunityof a shift in strategyfrom
open areabattlesto traditional hit-andrun tactics to highlight stereotypeson the deceit or
fickleness of Tacfarinas and his Moorish forces. However, the depictions of the guerrilla
campaignsof Tacfarinasdo not contain overtly critical languageand lack the vitriolic tone
characteristiof otherdepictions.The ambusheginsidiae employedby Tacfarinasagainstthe
Romansare not describedin a wholly negative manner,but ratherin straightforward,non
judgmentalstyle. In fact, Tacitus doesnot shirk from writing that it is the Romanswho are

compelledo shift their own strategyandemploythe guerrillamethodsf Tacfarinasagainstim:

Mox aduersunartesTacfarinatishauddissimili modobelligeratumNam
quia ille robore exercitus impar, furandi melior, plures per globos
incursareeluderetquetinsidiassimult e mpt ar et é

Soon tacticswereemployedagainstTacfarinaghatwerenot dissimilarto
hisown.SinceT a ¢ f aarmywaswmnéquain strengtrandmoresuitable
for raiding,he attackedandevadedcapturewith severalgroups,andatthe
sametime attemptecambushes®

Here,thereis noapparehnegativeconnotationlt is notstatedthatMoorsasapeoplerely onsuch
tacticsasarulein warfarenoris thereanyadditionalemphasishattreacheryandguile asinherent

traitsof Moorishrulersandpeople!® Thetacticsarepresentd plainly andwithout judgement.

A brief analysisof T a c¢ i descriptionof Tacfarinasis necessaryo comprehendhea ut hor 6 s
literary sobriety.He introduceghelatterasfollows:

17Tac.Ann 2.52.35.

118Tac.Ann.3.73.374.1.

119 Althoughit shouldbe notedthat Tacitusis somewhaguilty of paintingthe Garamantei broadstrokesin the
Histories nampopulusOeensisnultitudineinferior Garamantagxciueratgentemindomitametinter accolas
latrociniisf e ¢ u n d atime pefogiebf @ea,smallerin number rousedthe Garamanteto war, anungovernable
people skillful atbanditryamongtheirne g h b oTac: Hsst. 4050.

26



is nationeNumida, in castrisRomanisauxiliaria stipendiameritus,mox
desertor, uagos primum et latrociniis suetos ad praedamet raptus
congregarealeinmoremilitiae peruexillaetturmascomponerepostremo
noninconditaeturbae sedMusulamiorumdux haberi.

This manfrom the Numidiannation- havingdonemilitary serviceasan
auxiliary in the Romancamp,but latera deserter at first formeda troop
of rovers, accustomedio banditry, for plunder and seizure;then he
arrangedhemby detachmentand squadronsn military fashion;finally
hewasrecognizeds beingleademot of anunorganizectrowd but of the
Musulamiil2°

This descriptionis alsovery straightforward.Tacfarinasis depictedin quite plain languageasa
formerauxiliaryin theRomanarmy,who, havingdesertediormedatroopof banditsandwaslater
elevatedto becomeleader(dux) of the Musulamiil?! Associationswith treacheryare wholly
absentfrom this context, and the information is presentedneutrally and without relianceon
stereotypes.

TheMoorsthemselvesredepictedn languagendicativeof admirationaswell ascriticism. The
Musulamiiaresaidto be a gensualida with a generallack of sophisticateatulture:solitudinibus
Africaepropinqua,nullo etiamtumurbiumcultu/ i b o r dtleefringasgf Africa andlackingan
urbanecu t ul# Ehe @inithii who join Tacfarinaslater are a natio haud spernandawhich is
probablyindicativeof at r i direngtlsn numbersandcapabilitiesin warfare'?3 Tacitusgoeson
to describethe Moors in generalas a hostisuagus the adjectiveuagus having two meanings:
A r o a nor finugnoc e Batheranslati@ansareacceptablén the caseof the Moorsgenerally By
the former translation, Tacitus may have been suggestingthat these Moors were nomads,
A r o a nwithogt @fixed abode.Thetrait of fiif ¢ k | eonfieusnscoe r however,is gquadly
plausiblegiven the precedenceaetby earlier authorsof attributing disloyalty and mutability to
Moors.Overall, T a ¢ i depicBodsarefairly judicious,indicativeof a lack of seriouscriticisms

againstMoorsor of a needto emphasislRomanmoral superiorityto anaudience.

120 Tac.Ann 2.52.1 trans.Woodman.

121 seeDesange$1962),117-121for alist of primary sourcesvhich mentionthe Musulamii.
22Tac.Ann 2.52.2.

123Tac.Ann 2.52.3.
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Like manyof theauthorsexaminedsofar, Tacitusrelieson secondarynaterialfor accountof the
revolt. He mentionsseveralindividual authorsin the Annals andscholarshavealsoidentifiedthe
actasenatusthatis the official minutesthe senateasanothersource.That Tacitusconsultedhe
actasenatusmay explainboth the brevity andstraightforwardproseof ther e v adépictiprs-24
Furthermore thereis no evidenceto sugges that Tacitus met Moors or visited North Africa
personally andit is likely thatmostof his knowledgeof both Moors andtherevolt of Tacfarinas

wasdrawnfrom secondarynaterial'?

1.8: Conclusion

FromHerodotugdfifth centuryBCE)to Tacitus(first centuryCE), depictionsof Moorscanbesaid
to havethe following themes:polygamyand promiscuity were perceivedas a part of Moorish
customs.Thesedescriptiors, however,could rangefrom neutralto negativeand judgmental.
Strabo, Pliny, and Herodotuswere quite neutral in the languageemployedto describethese
customswhile Sallustemployslanguageandicativeof criticism. Moreover,the mannernn which

the Moors treatedtheir wives could be associatedvith the secondfacet of thesedepictions,
treacheryasMoorscouldbesaidto beasfaithlessto theirwivesastheywerein alliances Sallust,
again,is paricularly keenon this associationasis Livy. Polybiuswassomewhammore prudent,
though the stereotypeof treacherydoes appearin one passagefrom the perspectiveof a
Carthaginiargeneral LucanandSilius Italicus depictJubaand Syphaxrespectivelyas villains in

theirworks, no surprisegiventhe genreof epic poetryandits needto createa compellingstory.

Thecontextof theshifting alliancesmustbe emphasizedh thesedepictionsthegreatesexample
of which being that of Syphaxin the Secom Punic War, thoughthe casesof Jugurthaand
Tacfarinasshouldnot be discounted Sallustand Tacitusare quite neutralin their depictionsof
their Moorishantagonistg¢JugurthaandTacfarinas) Thereforejt canbeconcludedhatgenreand
narrative construction sometimeshave more influence on depictionsof individual Moors than
inherentprejudiceor a pro-imperialist agenda.This is not completelydefinitive, however,as

SallustandTacitus,bothwriters of prosehistories vary slightly in their portrayalsof Moors,and

124 potter(2012),128-129.
125 Foragooddiscussiorof T a ¢ i sbunces§eePotter(2012),125-140.
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thesamecanbesaidof Livy andPolybius.However,the similarity in depictionsis quitetelling,
especiallyin theassociationsf treacheryandpromiscuityaswell asthe similarity in vocabulary,

andthis continueswith only subtlechangesnto the periodof Late Antiquity.
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Chapter2: Portrayalof Moorsduring Late Antiquity

2.1: Introduction

This chapterconcernghe portrayalof Moorsfrom 300-500 CE.ThepanegyrisiClaudan andthe
prosehistorianAmmianusMarcellinusare our greatessourcedor depictionsof Moors until the
sixth century,which thefollowing chaptemwill examine As with thefirst chapterthesectionsare
divided accordingto themeand author ratherthan generalchronology,with specific Moorish
figuresbeingexaminedafteranexaminatiorof the peopleasawhole. The purposeof this chapter
will be to tracethe themesof the portrayalexaminedin the first chapterand, in particular,to
identify any possibleintertextualrelationshipsThe themesof treacheryand polygamyshowup
onceagain,thoughsometimesiuancedgiventhe changen the relationshipbetweenVioors and
Romangn lateantiqgueNorth Africa. Eachsectionwill supporttheoverallargumenthatavariety
of factorsinfluencedancientliterary depictionsof Moors, including political context,narrative,
andgenre.Secondly eachauthois depictionswill be evaluatedor accuracyfor comparisorwith

earlierandlaterauthors.

2.2:Moorsin Ammianus

AmmianusMarcellinusdescribeghe Moors in more detail than Claudian,which is no surprise
given the differencein genre.The information containedin prosehistoriansis generallymore
impartial than in epic poetry or works encomium/invective Where Ammianus does mention
Moorish peoplesmostlyin thefifth chapterof his twenty-ninth book, he often providesspecific
tribal names.The lubaleni and Isaflensesjn additionto the lesalensesAustoriani, Musones,
Mazices Masinissense§,yndensesBaiurae CantaurianiAvastomatesCafavesandBavaresre
all mentionedn Book 28 or 2912 Ammianusalsonotestheir rolesassymmachoin the Roman

army:?’

126 |ubaleniat 29.5.33;Isaflensest 29.5..4041,43,46,51,and53; lesanlenseat 29.5.44,51; Austorianiat 28.6.2,
13;Musonesat29.5.27;Mazicesat29.5.17,21, 25, and26; the Masinissenseandthe Tyndensest 29.5.11;the
Baiurae CantaurianiAvastomatesCafavesandBavaresareonly mentionedn 29.5.33 Both the Tyndensesnd
the Masinissenseappeaiat29.5.11 It is interestingto notethat Ammianusis the only sourcefor mostof these
tribes.SeeDesange$1962).

127 Notethatthe term symmachoivould be anachronisti¢o usein A mmi a petical duringwhich theterm
foederatiseemdo havebeenused.SeeElton (1996),91-92.
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Qu i é pieras Cretione comite quid ageretur edocto, reliquisque
rectoribus, lecto undique milite fortiore, translatisque ab utraque
Mauritaniadiscursatoribugxpeditis,Aquitaniaeet Italiae obiectalitora
tuebaturartissime.

é [ Ga u d enfotmedCsuntCretioandtheothercommanderby letter

what was to be done,assembledhe bravestsoldiersfrom every hand,

brought over light-armed skirmishers from both the Mauritanian

provinces,and closely guardedthe shoreslying oppositeAquitaniaand

Italy.128
The generaldescriptionof Moorish groupsgiven by Ammianusdeservessomeanalysis.His
depictionof Moorish hit-andrun warfareis whatonemight expectfrom any otherancientauthor
of proseor poetry.In the vein of HerodotusandS a | | ethmdg@apghyAmmianuscharacterizes

the Austorianiasfollows:

Austorianihis conterminipartibusbarbari,in discursusempeexpediti
ueloces,uiuerequeassuetirapinis et caedibus,paulisperpacati, ad
genuinodurbinesreuolutis u n't €

The Austoriani,who are neighbourgto thoseregions,are barbarians,

alwaysreadyfor suddenraids and accustomedo live by murderand

robbery. Thesewere subduedfor a time, but then returnedto their

naturalt ur bul® nceé
Thesefi mosavage a i dsaeuissimgrassatore} the Austoriani,proceedo plunderthe poor
villagessurroundinghe city of LeptisMagnari | ibikdgof p r e(yapgacesalites).** Ammianus
saysof the Mazicesthattheyareafi w a r dndcé&pablep e o pHelecosumgenusetdurum), an
enemyfi p u g n a effectivein thehurlingof mi s s {é Ih ® s Ppugnmacenetimpetrabilem
iactu telorunm).** Not only is the enemycapableat skirmishingbut also at ambush Theodosius
the Elder, having arrived in North Africa and having discoveredthat his soldiers were

unaccustometb the heatof the southerrprovince,puzzledoverhow to defeatthis newMoorish

128 Amm. Marc. 21.7.4 trans.Rolfe.

129 Amm. Marc. 28.6.2 trans.Rolfe. For the Austoriani,seeDesange$1962),82.
130 Amm. Marc. 28.6.15;28.6.13 trans.Rolfe.

131 Amm. Marc. 29.5.26:29.5.32.
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enemy,who is describecasspeedyandswift, literally afi r u n a (discurdatd).**’Like Si | i us o
claimthatMoorswill neverfi t rirutisebareswordwithoutdec e ithe Maors of Firmusprefer

to trust(confiderg in ahiddenambush(insidaeclandestinagratherthaninthei st ead éfast ne s
b at t(dtabilitas proeliorum).r** The natureof the terrain favouredambushessomethingthat
Theodosiusvasall too awae of whenconfrontedwith thefi h e i of thethills, very suitablefor

a mb u sublidnia collium ad insidiandumaptissimainto which the lubalenahid after a brief
conflict.!** Additionally, theMoorsthemselvesasonemightexpectarecharacterizeaswild and

of uncertainloyalties.The lesalenseareagensfera, nodoubtA mmi a way ef indicatingthat
thesepeoplewerefrontier nomadsor seminomads:® In the narrativeof raidsandcountefraids

that colour the pagesof A mmi a macaurdtof the hunt for Firmus, thesesamepeople,the
lesalensesare subduedas a precautionby Theodosiuson accountof their dubious loyalty
(ambiguafides.*®® In his evaluationof V a | e n t reigniasemp®®r Ammianussummarizes
therevolt of Firmus,employingthe stereotypeof dubiousloyalty to explainthe easewith which

Firmusattachedhemto his cause:

Africam deindemalo repentinoperculsamgdiscriminibusmagnisexemit,
cum uoracis militarium fastus ferre nequiens Firmus, ad omnes
dissensionunmotusperflabiles gentedMauricasconcitasset.

Next, he savedAfrica from greatdangerswhenthat countrywasin the
throesof anunexpectedlisasterfor Firmuswasunableto endurehegreed
andarrogancef themilitary officials andhadarousedhe Moorishtribes,
whoseardourcanalwayseasilybefannedto anyplanof dissensiort?’

132 However,amoreaccurateenditionwouldbefl s k i r nBeeBbeét (2013),187 who contextualizeshe phrase
by connectingt with apassag®ef Caesain which theclearmeaningof discurrerewouldbefi tsok i r mi s h. 0
133 Amm. Marc. 29.5.7.Sil. Ital. 1.219.Boeft (2013),164: thethemeof steadfasRomantroopswho dominatehand
to-handconflictsvs the barbariansvho rely on stealthandflight is acommonone,asthesecommentatortave
noted. Ammianusalsocallsthe Isauriansa hostisdiscursator which asnotedabovecanbetranslatedn a military
contextasafi s ki r mi sher 0.

134 Amm. Marc. 29.5.44.

135 Amm. Marc. 29.5.44 Seealso,Kulikowski (2019),64-67 for anexcellentsummaryof F i r mevaltandthe
natureof politics andsocietyon the fourth centuryNorth African frontier; BrettandFentres¢1997),70-76 provide
somegoodbackgrounbnF i r mewalt&ndtherise of local notablesandtheir placein RomanNorth Africa as
well.

136 Amm. Marc. 29.5.50.SeeBoeft (2013),212213: the sameexpressioris employedby Livy for arebel,Altinius,
andby Tacitusfor the Britons(Liv. 24.45.12andTac.Ann 14.38.2) It mustberememberethatMoorswerenot
theonly peopledescribedn thisway.

137 Amm. Marc. 30.7.10 trans.Rolfe.
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Thereis a sensefrom R o | ftran8laionthat by gentesAmmianusis speakingof thosesemt
nomadicMoorish tribeswhom middlemenlike Firmus soughtto appease&ndincorporateinto
R o memilimry. By implication, Ammianuswould be voicing his disapprovabf thoseMoorish
tribesliving furtherawayfrom thecitiesthana disapprovabf Moorswho arecloserto Romansn
customsand culture. This seemsaccurategiven his impartial depictionof Firmus,a Romanized

Moor, whowill beanalyzedn Section2.5.

2.3:Moorsin Claudian

Cl| a u ddepictiosof Moors containtwo elementsof Moorish portrayal highlightedin the
previouschaptertreacheryandpolygamy.This is hardly surprisinggiven the agendeof the text
toinvalidateGi | debdllisnbothby identifying Gildo himselfasa barbariarandby portraying
the particularbarbariandie wasassociatedavith asvery badonesindeed.C | a u ddefanmatios
of Moorsin generaunderminess i | dRon@asnesandhighlightshis Moorishness/lbdarity. To
accomplishthis, Claudiandrew on two very commonperceptionf the peoplesinhabitingthe
fringesof North Africa. Treacherywasa commonaccusatiortevelledagainstmanydifferentnon
Romans including Moors!*® Thesetwo traits allowed Claudan to explainGi | dactinsand
behaviourin the invective.Claudianmakesthe behaviourandactionsof Gildo mirror thatof the
stereotypicaMoor: heis treacheroudecausdie hasbetrayedhe emperorHonoriusby severing
North Africa from Rome and the WesternEmpire, and he is promiscuous- not necessarily
polygamous becauséne hassleptwith the mostbeautifulwivesof the courtafterexecutingtheir
husbands.

It is no surprisethat certainwords and phrasesexaminedin the previouschapterare usedonce
againto emphasize particularnegativerait. It is clearfrom the previouschaptethatMoorswere
known for their deceitand duplicitous nature,strengthemg the notion that Moors were very
unreliableallies for the Romans Claudianassociateshis stereotypewith Moors quite clearly in

his invective. The dead emperorTheodosiuswarns his son Arcadiusof A Mas sgdyktcahnt so

138 Seethe descriptionof the Hunsin Amm. Marc. 31.2.11:In trucesthey arefaithlessandunreliable strongly
inclinedto swayto themotionof everybreezeof newhopethatpresentstself andsacrificingevery feelingto the
madimpulseof themoment.Like unreasonindpeaststheyareutterly ignorantof the differencebetweerright and
wrong;theyaredeceitfulandambiguousn speechnpeverboundby anyreverencédor religion or superstition.
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(Massylaefraudeg and of their fiwo-tonguedt r e a c (billgugsdnsidias.*® The i ma d
progenyof J u b(prageniesvesanalubag matcheghe vitriol of L i v ghéaracterizatiorof the
Numidiansas a gensfallax, while the referenceto Jubais comparableto L u c aattrdbstive
monikerinfidusluba.'*? Claudianassociatethe faithlessnesandwildnessof Jubawith Gildo.

A curiousverseconcerningadiscolorinfansdeservesometreatmentAfrica, the mouthpieceof

C | a u dinitial digparagementsf Gildo, pitiesthewomenof Carthagevho enduregheadvances

of Gildo beforebeingthrown to his Moorish followers for further disgracesMauris clarissima
guaequdastiditadatur/ Eachnoblewomeris givenoverto theMoors havingbeenscornedby

Gi | d*%Then.Si d onoit & kSidaniaematres arecompelledto endurea barbariarunion
(subireconubiabarbara).}*2 The resultof this union betweera RomanCarthaginiarmotherand
Moorish fatheris somethingthat horrifies Africa: a discolor infansthat terrifies its own cradle
(exterrerecunaula).*® Mathisen(2009)viewsthis asoneof themostfamousinstance®ffi s o c i a |
disapprovabf Romanbarbariamma r r i mogngthat Gaudiandodgesa slight againstRoman
womenby sayingthat the noblewomenare not necessariljRomanbut i Ty r (Sioniae.!**
Moreover thatStilicho, himselfhalf~-Romanandhalf-Vandal,wasnotberatedor this exemplifies

the phenomenomf selectiveprejudiceamongRomanauthors;in otherwords,St i | isupgom 6 s
for, andloyalty towards HonoriusandtheWesterrEmpre exemptedim from criticismregarding

his heritaget*® The contextof this passagehowever,showsthatthesewomenhadMoors forced
upon them as husbandsMoreover, since one of thet e xpurasess to discredit Gildo by
emphasizinghis Moorishnessby highlighting the barbarousnes®f Moors generally, it is
unsurprisingthat mixed unionswith Moors and Romansare condemnedaswell. That this may

well beanallusionto Gildo himselfis notunlikely.

Treacheryin battleis anothefacetof C| a u dovesatpdrgayalof Moors. TheMoorishmastery

of thejavelin, specificallyof thejavelin hurledfrom horsebaclprior to beatinga hastyretreatwas

139 Claud.Gild. 1.2845.

140 Claud.Gild. 1.332;Liv. 25.41.4;Luc. 8.443.

141 Claud.Gild. 1.189190.For the useof Africa, Roma,andotherpersonificationsn C| a u dpoeiryse@eRoberts
(2001),533565.

142 Claud.Gild. 1.190191.

143Claud.Gild. 1.193.

144 Mathisen(2009),147.

145 Moralee(2008),67-69.
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well-knownin antiquity. Romanauthorsoften jumpedat the opportunityto beratethe Moorsfor
fighting in this unmanly,unrRomanfashion.As the emperorHonoriusbolstersthe confidenceof
the Romanarmy, he commencesis speechwith a basicdescriptionof this infamoustactic: in
solislongefiduciatelis/ fi t hpettpeirfaith in missilesalonehurledatad i s t #4%He notesthe
generalack of disciplineamongtheirforces:nonulla fides,nonagminisorddo/ i t hignoleyalty
amongthem,nor any orderof b a t t*ITken, lBonoriusassuresis troopsthat oncethe enemy
havefired their javelins,theywill nolongerbe a dangerHe encouragethemthatthe Moorsare
lightly-armedtroops(armaoneri) andthat hastyretreatin warfareis their only protection(fuga
praesidig.*® ClaudiancharacterizeMoorishbattletacticsascowardlyin the samemannerashis
predecessor§.orinstancethereis somesimilarityin C | a u ddesariptirto thatof Siliuswhen
he describesNumidiansasunableto trustfi i tme bareswordwithoutd e ¢ &*YThendtionthat
Moors would not fight in a handto-handstruggle,the traditional Romanway, exceptwith the
advantagef sometreachery(dolusg is strikingly similarto C | a u dcordentidrshattheir only
refugeliesin retreat.Thoughtreactery andambusharenot overtly mentionedby Claudianin his
descriptionof Moorish battletactics,it is implied thatthey would preferto run from the enemy
thanfight on equaltermswith theRomans.

It is worth reexamininga passagen which ClaudiandescribesGi | daong,asit is the best
exampleof his generalack of knowledgeon Moorsandof his relianceon commonstereotypical
portrayals.The first telling instanceof C |1 a u dignaranéebes in his physicaldescriptionof

them.Moorsaredepictedin thetypical way, asonemightimaginethemin thetextsof Polybius

andLivy, namelyaslight cavalrycarryingno weaponotherthanthejavelin:

noncontraclipeistectosgladiisquemicantes
ibitis: in solislongefiduciatelis.
exarmatu®rit, cummissiletorserit,hostis.
dextramouetiaculum,praetentapallialaeua;
ceteranudusequessonipedgnarushabenae;
uirgaregit.

148 Claud.Gild. 1.436.1 haveincludeda few wordsthat Claudianimpliesin this translation.

147 Claud.Gild. 1. 440.The approximateneaningof fidesis difficult to translaten thiscontext.| chosefi | oy al t y o
giventhe precedenbf Romanauthorsto emphasizéheM o o askdf fidesin the contextof alliances.This goes
againstthetranslationgivenby Platnauewhotranslatedidesasii o b e d iinghe loebeédition.

148 Claud.Gild. 1.441.

19 5il, Ital. 1.2109.
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You shall not opposemen armedwith shieldsor shining blades.These

savageputtheirtrustin javelinshurledfrom afar.Oncehehasdischarged

his missilethe enemywill be disarmedWith this right handhe hurls his

spearwith hisleft heholdshis cloakbeforehim; no otherarmourhasthe

horsemanHis steecknowsnottherein; awhip controlsit.*>°
This depictionis oneof poeticlicenseratherthanhistoricalauthenticity,andit mustbe assumed
thatthe Moorish warriorsin the army of Gildo werevariegatedn appearance;ontraryto what
Claudianwould haveus think. The simplicity of C | a u dinfamatosis alsorevealedin the
first encomiumof Stilicho. Here, Claudianaddsanotherelementcharacteristiof stereotypical
portrayals,as Gildo gathersMoors from everycornerof North Africa to his cause.The famous
catalogueof Moorish tribes reappearsand maintainsthe tradition of listing various nationsin
sequencea tradition establishedy Virgil andlaterimitatedby Silius andLucan. The presence
of NasamoniansGaramantiansand Autololians is formulaic, once againa product of poetic

embellishmentatherthanauthenticeyewitnessknowledget®?

sterniturignauusNasamonnecspiculasupplex
lam torquetGaramasrepetuntdesertdugaces
Autololes;pauidusproiecitmissileMazax.
cornipedenMaurusneququambhortaturanhelum;

ThecowardlyNasamoniatroopsarescatteredthe Garamantiamurls not
hisspeardbutbegsfrom mercy theswift-footedAutololesfly tothedesert,
theterrorstrickenMazacianflings awayhis arms,in vain the Moor urges
on his flagging steed:>?
It is difficult to characterizehis descriptionas anythingotherthana literary constructionof a
stereotypicaMoorish warrior. Indeed,Cameron(1970) hasobservedhat as comesAfricae and
magistermilitum per Africam, Gildo would havebeenable to call upon a significant force of
Romaninfantry andcavalrystationedn the province!®® This is notto saythathewould not have
recruited auxiliaries from the indigenousMoors, as was probably the case;but, the image

constructedy Claudianis thatof awholly barbariararmycommandedby a debauchedtbarbarian

150 Claud.Gild. 1.435440,trans.Platnauer.

51 seeMerrills (2019),155-156 citing Modéran(2003),51.
152 Claud.Stil. 1.354357.

153 Cameron(1970),117.
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leader> C | a u dpropagailistic portrayalof Moorscleverly presentshe war againsiGildo as
a war againstthe barbari ratherthan a civil dispute,the causeof which wasa modusvivendi
betweenGildo and Eutropiusresultingin the ceding of Africa to the EasternEmpire®® The
stereotypicalMoorish warrior-portrayalservedto transforma war of RomansagainstRomango

oneof Romansagainstarbarians?>®

The lack of affection that Moors hold for their family becauseof polygamousmarriageis

referencedn a mannerstrikingly similar to Sallust. TheemperorH o n o rspeackadhetroops
beforetheir voyageto challengeGildo servesasthe settingonceagain.Thelevel of commitment
thatMoorsshowto theirwivesandfamiliesis meanto encouragéghe Romansfor theMoorshave
countlesswives (conubiamille) and lack family ties (generisnexus, fathering an inordinate
numberof children. The resultis thatthesechildrenlackthefi p | e af g a s(@gdoracuraé

expectedf their fathersbecausehevery numberof childrencausegheir fatherly duty (pietag to

weaken (languerd.*®” This is nearly identicalto S a | | descripbi® of Moorish marriage
customs Sallustclaimsthatwealth (opeg wasthe only limitation on the numberof wivesthata

Moor couldhave.Aff ectionandattentioncould not be parceledout evenlyhowever,aseachwife

wastreatedasequallyworthlesguilis) dueto theirlargenumbert>® Claudianappliesthis lack of

attentionto theparentchild relationshipwherethechildrenof theMoorishfatheraresomanythat
his fatherly duty (pietag fails. It is interestingto notethe existenceof anintertextualrelationship
betweerS a | | fiisscenbusyBCE portrayalandC | a u dfifthacenbusyCE depiction®®

2.4:Gildo in Claudian

C| a u dDed®alld Gildonico portraysthe fifth century CE MoorishRomanrebel Gildo asa
debauchedljcentious,sexuallypromiscuousandgreedyvillain; it is, without a doubt,the most
negativedepictionof aMoorishfigurein antiquity. Thegeneralvocabularyin C | a u dinvectved

154 Seetheimageof Gildo presentedit 1.4444500f the duxumbratusrosis

155 Cameron(1970),93-107.

156 SeeCameron(1970),117-119who citesClaud.Stil. 1.84-95, wherethe battlewith Gildo is comparedo thewars
with Jugurthaand Syphax.

57 Claud.Gild. 1.441443.

158 3all. lug. 80.

159 SeeHeathen(2005),16-17 for theimportanceof Sallustto the elite curriculum.
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demonstratethis clearly. A multitudeof wordsandphrasessomeof which havebeenemployed
in thedepictionsexaminedn thefirst chapterserveC | a u dpurposedf slanderingandverbally
defacingthisdangerousebel.Changeablen natureandficklein characterGildo spendsisnights
harassinghe wives of the local notablesandexecutingdissenterd®® DespiteGi | dacdpation
of the eminentpositionof magisterutriusquemilitum per Africam, theimagecreateds thatof a
whimsical,barbarougyrant,completelyenslavedy his passionsTheportrayalleavedittle room
to pictureGildo asthe steadfassupporterof Romethathe was,for example duringtherevolt of
his brotherFirmus®! With Zammac Dius, andMascezekiding with Firmus,Gildo wasthe only
sonof FlaviusNubelto remainloyal to Valentinian,providingsupporton severabccasiongo the
elderTheodosiusC | a u dGildohdwever s no betterthantheworstbarbariartyrant,thevery

antithesisof Romanpalitical order16?

C | a u dvbcahularglepictsGildo asatyrant.In theinvective, heis aliteral monstei(monstrum
girded with vices (uitiis cinctug.'®® The vocabularyemployedby Claudianmatcheshat of the
authorsexaminedn thepreviouschapterconveyingthesameraitsasthoseemployedor Syphax,
Juba, and other Moors generally. For instance,Gi | daydity is as dubious as his overall
characterGi | dlatasteranimug is two-faced(ancep$ in Claudianjust asJ u b eudning
(sollertia) is two-faced(ancep$ in Lucani®*He is fickle (leuis) by nature(ingenid in the same
way that Sy p h darliagannature (ingeniun) is unreliable (mutabili§ and untrustworthy
(uanu3.'%® The emphasion trust (fideg itself is alsoapparentGi | drostwaversand flows
(fluitare) asariver mightflow from onesideto the other®® ThevaluethatRomanauthorsplaced
on fideswasvery high, asexemplifiedin this watermetaphoimf Claudian.The violation of fides
betrayedhe Romansenseof the honourabe ally. Jubais describedy Lucanasinfidusluba and
the noun perfidia is also associatedvith the Moors by Silius Italicus®’ It is quite clear that

Claudian soughtto emphasizethe long-standingtraits of faithlessnessand treacheryin his

80Ware(2012)120interpretsGi | dnpdlsestowardsfulfilling all his desiresasa manifestatiorof furor which
servesasthe oppositeof concordia In otherwords,Gildo hasdisruptedthe concordiaof the empiremanifestedn
theallianceof thetwo brothers ArcadiusandHonorius.

181 Amm. Marc. 29.5.6.

2ForC | a u ddismrtionaf Gi | doontersupport,seeCameron(1970),107-109.

163 Claud.Gild. 1.257;1.162163.

164 Claud.Gild. 1.281;Luc. 8.283.

165 Claud.Gild. 1.262;Liv. 29.23.7.

166 Claud.Gild. 1.247.

1671 uc. 8.443;Sil. Ital. 16.146148,

38



invective against Gildo, employingvery similar andin somecasesdentical vocabularyto his
predecessord.he continuity of the pro-Romanemphasin trustandfaith regardingMoors will
carryforwardinto the sixth centurywork of the epic poetCorippus,whois discussedn the third

chapter.

Claudianalsorevivedanotheldong-standingstereotypessociateavith Moors, thatof lustfulness
and debaucheryAmong the many colourful titles appliedto Gildo, i v i o bfaheonwe d 0
(uirginibusraptor) andil f acorfuper of the marriageb e dtlalamisobscaenusdulten bring
to mind aninsatiabldust.® By night he ravageshe bedsof marriedwomenafter he hasfleeced
thefinancesof their husbanddy day®°Gi | pretéxss(crimenfalsun) for executinghis rivals
permit his beddingof their beautifulwives!’® Thedriving forceis libido meaningust or passion
thisis similar to the cupiditasdriving Syphaxto abandorthealliancewith Romefor the beautiful
Sophonisbd’! Justasthe Numidiansaregivenoverto lust (effusiin ueneren), wine increaseshe
lust (uenu$ of Gildo ashe arriveson the battlefield sick with diseasegmorbi) from his sexual
debaucheriegstupri).1”2 The bugle rousesGildo staggeringfrom drunkenmss(titubansLyaeq
andanincestuousslumber(somniincest).1’3 The personads thatof a drink-soddensexobsessed
tyrant,whowill stopatnothingto fuel hisdesireso bedthewivesof hiscourt.In severainstances
thevocabulay mirrorsthatof Livy in hisaccount®f Syphaxandthe Numidians.In thevividness
of its descriptionand the sheernegativity of its portrayal, C| a u d inveativ@é sevives the
stereotypeof thefi | u sMofounhich canbe saidto reachits apexin this text. Claudianis a
masterof propagandaandit is difficult to imaginea harshedepictionof a singleMoorishfigure

elsewhere.

Thereis onesmallexceptiontoC | a u dnegativailepictionof Moors:theportrayalof Mascezel.
Anothersonof Flavius Nubel, he followed his brotherFirmusinto war againstValentinian.He

appeargso havebeensparedseverepunishmentfterF i r ndefesatindresurfacesaterwhenhis

168 Claud.Gild. 1.166.

169 Claud.Gild. 1.167%168.

10 Claud.Gild. 1.169170.

71 Liv. 29.23.5.

172 Claud.Gild. 1.180;1.446.Liv. 29.23.5.

173 Claud.Gild. 1.447.Theorigin of the chargeof incestis difficult to ascertairin the contextof Gildo, asthereis no
evidencefor this claim elsewhereThe LyaeuscausingGildo to staggel(titubare) is anepithetof Dionysusmeaning
thehl oosener . 0O

39



otherbrotherGildo hashistwo sonsnurderedSeekingsheltewith Stilichoin Italy, hewaschosen
to headthe expeditionaryforceto reclaimAfrica for Honorius,successfullydefeatinghis brother
in the springof 398. He waslater murderedgitherat the handsof a jealousStilicho asZosimus
would haveusbelieve,or asOrosiusattestsin responseo his violation of thesanctuaryf agroup
of refugeedn Africa.!’* Claudianhaslittle to sayaboutMascezels Stilicho andHonoriustake
the centrestageasthe true victors, but whatis saidremindsus that contextplayeda key role in
Moorishdepiction:Mascezels describedy Stilicho (Claudian)asunlike his brotherin character
(nonet moribusisden) who, havingi f | (fugdire) thefi d e t et iarjmasudadira) of his
brother,seeksrefugeat the court of Honorius!” As a supporterof his patronStilicho, Claudian
hada vestedinterestin highlightingtherole of hisp a t r aflies@mongwhom wasMascezel.
This depictionis the only instancejn all of Claudian,in which a Moor is depictedin a positive
light, the main reasonbeinghis allegianceto the benefactoof the author.A different picture of
Mascezelwould havesurelyemergechad Claudianpennecahis after his murder.The contextof
Ma s ¢ e sumportfoisStilicho andHonoriusagainsthis brotherGildo, howeer, ensuredhathe

would be portrayedrelativelywell in courtpoetryof Claudian.

Thereis no evidencethat Claudianmet Moors during his lifetime or that he travelledto North
Africa.’® In addition, the genrein which he wasworking did not placeemptasison autopsyor
otherformsof verification. Rather theintentionof his encomiuménvectiveswaseitherto praise
or defamean individual or a group of individuals!’’ This is the prime reasonfor the scathing
portrayalof Gildo, whoserole as a suppoter of the campaignof the elder Theodosiusagainst
Firmusis completelyignored.Thisis alsothereasorfor theinclusionof negativegeneralizations
regardingMoors, namelythatthey arefaithless,lustful, andcowardly.C | a u dabjactivév&as
to defane the characterandreputationof Gildo by depictinghim asa villain, andto this end,he
familiarizesthe audiencewith Moorishtraitsandthenattacheshemto Gildo, depictingthe latter
asbothadebaucheandalowly barbariartyrant. Giventheseobectives,it shouldbeno surprise
that C| a u d depiatigh 8f Moors and Moorish individuals is the most scathing portrayal

examinedn thisthesis.

17470s.5.11.0ros 7.36.13.Modéran(2010),iiMascezel Bncyclogdie berbere.

175 Claud.Gild. 1.389391.

176 Cameron(1970),1-7, 19-29. Claudianwas,however probablywell-travelledin the easterrempire.
177 Cameron(1970),36-37.
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2.5:Firmusin Ammianus

A mmi a mparteayal of Firmus is straightforward The image of the morally corrupt and
debauchedebel/barbariateadercontainedin the invectivesof Claudianis wholly absentfrom
theResGestaewhich presents soberaccountof therebellionweighingin little onthecharacter
andmorality of Firmushimself!’®Indeed,Drijvers (2007) haspointedto the veiled criticism of
theelderTheodosiusindthe implicit praiseof Firmuswhich underliethe narrative!’® This means
thatA mmi a aceasrdis far more nuancedhanthe oversimplifieddichotomyof Romanvs.
barbarianTherearetwo mainreasongor the soberdepictionof Firmusfoundin Ammianus:(1)
the genreof classicizinghistory,and(2) a new political and cultural contextof Moorish-Roman
relations.Thegenreof classicizinghistoryin whichA mmi a warksvascomposecencouraged
amoresoberdepictionof individuals,evenif theywereenemieof Rome,thandid othergenres.
Moreover, classicizingh i s t oconcgrowsth the causesof eventsencourageddmmianusto
identify thetrue causeof therevolt, namelythe corruptionof the courtofficial, Romanusandhis
hostility towardsFirmus*® The different contextthat Ammianuswas describingmustalso be
emphasizedRomanNorth Africa had changedn the threehundredyearssincethe historiesof
Livy, Sallust,and Tacitus. Identities were more nuancedwith figures like Firmus and Gildo
assumingolesof local middlemen intermediariedbetweerthe settledinhabitantsandthe fringe
elements.Many local dynastswere also Christian and had adoptedRomannames titles, and
mores!® Ammianuswas,therefore depictingMoorswhoseidentitieshadadaptedo centuriesof
interactionwith Rome.Thereforethe genreof classicizinghistoryandthe newidentitiesthathad
emergedn RomanNorth Africa werethe two mostimportantfactorsin the impartial depiction

thatAmmianusgivesFirmus

18 Theclearrole of genrein this differencecannotoe understated.

179 Drijvers (2007),151-154. Drijvers drawsattention,in particular,to thefollowing quotationof Ammianus
(30.7.10) which onemightinterpretasimplicit praisefor Firmus:cumuoracismilitarium fastusferre nequiens
Firmus,adomnesdissensionunmotusperflabilesgentesMauricasconcitassétfifor Firmuswasunableto endure
thegreedandarrogancef themilitary officials andhadarousedhe Moorishtribes,whoseardourcanalwayseasily
befannedto anyplanofd i s s e firans.Rolieh

180 SeeMarincola(1997),158-174for theclassicah i s t oobjéctvetdbsimpartial.

Bl Thiswill beexpandedn further, butfor a summaryof thechangen Moorishidentity, seeBrett andFertress
(1997),70-79.
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Ammianuschosedescriptorsor Firmuswhich do not emphasizéhis Moorish identity, andthe
languageemployeddemonstratethe impartiality that classicizinghistory encouragedPerduellis
(nationalenemy)is employedalongsiderebellis(rebel)andlatro funereugdangeroudrigand):8?
Onealsofinds two similar descriptorsn turbator otii (disturberof leisure)andtemeratorquietis
(disturber of the peace)'®® The common feature of all of thesedescriptorsis their lack of
associationwith Moorish stereotypesof lust or treachery,which the authordid not consider
appropriate.This might be for two reasons:Ammianus may have beendrawing on similar
descriptorsemployedby Tacitusfor Tacfarinas:desertor(deserter)praedo(robber),and latro
(bandit)*¥* Contrarily, A mmi a saursedor the revolt may offer an explanation.Matthews
(1989) attributesA mmi a soursefo a military dossierpresentedo Valentinianby the elder
Theodosiuswhich may explain the formal, straightforwardnatureof the languageand of this
sectionof the history asa whole 1# Eitherway, the lack of specificstereotypen the descriptors
speakgo the sobrietyof thegenrein which Ammianuscomposedhis historyaswell asperhapgo
the relativeimpartiality of the historianhimselfregardingF i r nmrevsltéSuchdescriptorghat
Claudianemployedn thedepictionof Gildo mighthaveproven distastefuto A mmi a audienée

or Ammianushimself.

A mmi a depistiGnof Firmusis telling becauséAmmianusexplainsF i r nsideoBthe story.
The origins of the revolt aresetforth plainly, andit is clearthata corruptcomesAfricae named
Romanuswas at the heart of the revolt. F i r nfatteGFlavius Nubel died leaving a large
inheritanceoverwhich hissonsfoughtfor thel i oshabeZammac/Salmaceaprotherof Firmus
andafi f a v oaf Ramanegwaskilled by Firmusin this dispute.Throughhis connectionsat
the courtof Valentinian,Romanusensuredhat Firmuswould be dealtwith harshlyandthat his
appealdo Valentinianwould be deferredor misrepresentetf® Frustratedby the machinationof

Romanus,Firmus perceivedthat his only option was rebellion. It is difficult to overlook

182 Amm. Marc. 29.5.36 52,55;29.5.20;29.5.46.SeeChauvot(1998),119-121.

183 Amm. Marc. 29.5.45;29.5.43.

184Tac.Ann 2.52.2;3.73.2.

185 Matthews(1989),381-382.

186 Amm. Marc. 29.5.23. Z0s.4.16.13 mentionsthegreed( *~ & U @) of Bamariisasafactorin F i r nuprisirig
andattributesthe rebellionto dissatisfactiorof theLibyans( s a b §hisdontextualizesherevoltevenfurther,as
therebellionappeardo bethe culminationof discontentat corruptionin the province.Seealso,Drijvers (2007)134
139;BrettandFentres$1997),72-75; Kulikowski (2019)66-67; von Rummel(2010)582-583; andElton (2018),
110112.
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A mmi a digplsa8uratthecorruptionof Romanusn additionto theoverallimpressiorthatthe
entiredebaclecould havebeenavoided.One can sensehis displeasuravhen Ammianusclaims
that Firmusii ¢ o ndt hetarthe greedand arroganceof the military o f f i &/iHawewhthe
classicalh i s t oacoriceantoddspict the causesof eventsimpartially is, doubtlessthe main
reasorfor its inclusion.

The changedcontextof fourth centuryCE North Africa playedarolein A mmi a depistionof
Firmusaswell. Many Moorish local dynastshad convertedto Christianity, takenup important
positionsin the late Romanmilitary hierarchy,and actedas middlemenbetweenthe settled
populationsandthe outlying tribes. Epigraphicevidenceindicatesthat Flavius Nubel, the father
of FirmusandGildo, wasoncea commandenf the Equites Armigeri luniores while his father,
Saturninuswasa comesandvir perfectissimus® Nubel also erecteda churchdedicatedo the
True Cross,andthe churchitself wassaidto containa fragmentof it.8® Zammac/Salmacethe
brothermurderedby Firmusandfriend of the corruptcomesRomanuswasthe builderandowner
of thefundusPetrensiswhich Ammianuscalls Petraandwhich hedescribessbeingbuiltii | ia k e
c i tiy mddumurbis. An inscription on the property, describedas the Praedium Salmacis/
A E s bfstaed maartiewdatesdis role asanintermediaryfigure on the African frontier:

With prudenceheestablishea strongholdof eternalpeaceandwith faith

heguardseverywherghe RomanStatemakingstrongthemountainby the

river with fortifications, andthis strongholdhe calls by the nameof Petra.

At lastthetribesof theregion,eageito putdownwar, havejoinedasyour

allies Sammacsothatstrengthunitedwith faith in all dutiesshallalways

bejoinedto R 0 mu Itriunsphst®®
This quotationleavedittle doubtthatthe houseof Nubelexercisedyreatauthorityin Mauretania
CaesariensidMore importantly,it articulateshe changeccircumstancesf fourth centuryNorth
Africa. Moors had now becomeimportantpolitical and military stakeholdersn the late Roman
world. They imitated the Romanaristocracyby patronizingthe artsand Christianity,aswell as

takingup prominentpositionsin thecivilian/military hierarchy.

187 Amm. Marc. 30.7.10 trans.Rolfe.

188 Blackhurst(2004),64-65. Ammianus(29.5.1)calls Nubel, regulusper nationesMauricaspotentissimus
189 Blackhurst(2004),65.

190159351, trans.Brett andFentresswhich canbefoundin BrettandFentres§1997),72.
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This changein contextis reflectedin A mmi a wlapistidon of the revolt, where Firmus was
supportedy theRomanarmyandtheurbanpopulation Unlike Claudian Ammianusdoesnotshy
awayfrom depictingthis plainly to his audience Ammianusmentionsthat both the Constantian
infantry (peditum Constantanorur) and the cavalry of the fourth cohort of archers(equites
quartaesagittariorumcohortig supportedrirmus®! In addition,notablecitizensfrom the North
African city of CaesareayneEvasiusvhomAmmianuscallspotensmunicepsand anothemamed
Florus,appeato goneoverto therebel%? Apartfrom thestrongevidencehatthefamily of Nubel

was Christian,thereis evidencein Ammianusthat Firmuswashimselfa Christian:he recounts

F i r ndelsgétionsentto the elder Theodosiusuponthel a t tareval insAfrica to reachan
accord adelegatiormadeup of Christianpriests(Christianiritus antistited.1%3 Finally, in theheat

of abattle,Firmussuccessfullyconvincecelement®f T h e 0 d armytaeghérdefector retreat,

which is further evidenceof the supporthe receivedfrom the Romanmilitary.** Ammi anu s 6
decisionto presentherevoltimpartially by includingthe detailsof F i r nsuppodtamongboth
civilians andsoldierscontrastsstronglywith C| a u daccaumtf&i | dewadt,&n whichthere

is little indicationthatGildo receivedanybackingfrom thelocalRomansoldiersor thelocal cities,
somethinghat Camerorhasarguedwaslikely. The two greatesfactorscontributingto Fi r mu s 6
depictionarethe genreof classicizinghistory, which emphasizedmpartiality, and the changed
contextof the Moors by the fourth century,who wereinfluencedby Romanmoresandasaresult

adopteca morenuancedole in thesociopolitical life of the African provinces.

It is not difficult to imagine Ammianusmeetingindividuals of Moorish backgroundduring his
lifetime. Theempirewasfar largerand moreinterconnectethanthe empireof Augustusandso,
onecanpositsuchmeetingsgperhapduring his military service which broughthim to Gauland
theEast,or perhapsiuringhistimein hisnativeAntioch, or evenwhile hewascomposingheRes
Gestaein Rome!® Membersof N u b efamilysattaining such prestigiouspositionsas Comes
Africae or indeedthe relationshipthat Gildo sharedwith the courtin Constantinopleemindus

that some Moors in this period enjoyed connectionsin high places!®® As for his sourceof

191 Amm. Marc. 29.5.20.

192 Amm. Marc.29.5.43.

193 Amm. Marc.29.5.15.

194 Amm. Marc. 29.5.49.

195 Matthews(1989),17-32; Treadgold(2010),51-68.

¥ ForGi | detafiosshipto thecourtin ConstantinopleseeBlackhurst(2004),65-70.
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informationon therevolt of Firmus,Matthews(1989)hasconvincinglyshownthathe derivedhis
informationfrom an official documentpossiblyaccessedluring his time in Rome.This would
explain,in part,thestraightforwardandreportlike mannerin whichthis sectionof the historywas
composed|acking the digressionson characterand moralsthat onefinds in his otherbooks!®’
Nothingis knownof his sourcedor possibleinformationon Moorsgenerally which hemayhave
includedin his lost book on the geographyof Africa.'%® It seemsAmmianusmay havebeen
somewhatambivalenttowardsMoors generally,as is evincedby his assertionthat the gentes
Mauricae are alwaysinclined towardsdissensionHowever, it should be emphasizedhat he
depictedherevoltof Firmuswith animpartiality thatis admirableanduniqueamonghehistorians

examinedhusfar.

2.6:Conclusion

It hasbeenshownthatdepictionsof Moorsin thefourth centuryhadadaptedin certainrespects,
to reflectthe changedcontextof fourth centuryNorth Africa. Ammianusoffereda morenuanced
picture of the Moor, Firmus,that encapsulatethe supporthe receivedamongthe local military
andcivilian elementsHowever this trendonly appliesto classicizinghistory,asgenrecontinued
to play a key role in portrayalsof Moors. Claudian,whosegenreof the invective (y f 2) evaks
intendedo depicta subjecthe mostnegativdight possible portrayedGildo asabarbariartyrant,
resurrectingstereotypesissociateavith Moorsthatwereemployedby Livy andSallustcenturies
earlier.Theportrayalsof Moorsin generabf thesetwo historiansaresimilar to thoseof their two
primary figures (i.e., Firmusand Gildo). Although Ammianusrepeatshe stereotypeof dubious
loyalty, he doesnot depictit asnegativelyasClaudian whoseportrayalsarefar harsheandrely
onlong establishedtereotypeshatMoorsfatherinordinatenumbersof children andarecowards
in battle.lt can,thereforepeconcludedhatcontextandgenreremainedkey componentsiffecting
theway Moorswereportrayedn thefourth century.

197 Matthews(1989),381-382. Ammianusappearso haverelied on othersourcedor partsof his work, particularly
the lostbooks.SeeKelly (2008),222-224,253-255.
198 Ammianusmentionsthis work at29.5.18.
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Chapter3: Portrayalof Moorsduringthe Sixth Century

3.1:Introduction:J u s t i ImvasimnoféAiica andMoorishldentity in the Sixth Century

Justina n éosquesbf VandalAfrica broughtthe EastRomansnto closecontactwith the Moors,
mainly thosegroupsexistingwithin of the provincesof Tripolitania, Numidia, and Byzacium?!®°

It seemdikely thatJ u s t | assessmedtftheinvasionfailed to accountfor theseMoorswhen

North Africa would be recaptured®® Moreover,the officers andsoldiershadlittle experienceof

North Africa or Moors generally,manyliving and operatingfor the majority of their lives and

careersn the provincesof the EasterrEmpire2°! Relationsappeato havebeenfriendly initially,

with Belisariusinvestingseveralmagnateswvith their insigniaof office in 533, the symbolsof
authoritylong bestowediponMoorishchiefsby Romanemperorg®? Relationssouredn 534-535

with two revoltsagainsthe new Romanauthority,andRomanfortunesdeterioratedurtherwhen

muchof the army of occupatiormutiniedundertheir leader,Stotzas promptinga swift returnby

Belisariusto reestablishorder. The reasondor theseinitial revoltsarefairly clear:Be | i sar i us ¢
investmenbf the Moorish chiefsimplied, for the Moors, an understandinghatthe territory they
occupiedwithin Romanprovincialjurisdictionswassecureandthattheywould not beforcedout.

J u st ilaw oaApdl 43th, 534, changedthis, and an aggressivepolicy of dispersingthese

i Mo oof teei n t e was pursued®® Solomonand Germanuspoth of whom combinedthe

offices of magistermilitum and praetorianprefectfor North Africa at different times, fought

againstthe Moors of laudasand the mutineersof Stotzas.A more tolerantpolicy towardsthe

Moors of theinterior broughtpeacefor atime, anda string of forts wasconstructedy Solomon

199 SeeModéran(2003),315416,onlesMauresdel 0 i n twihosdeadarsaandpowerbasesvereasfollows: Antalas
andthe Frexesn Byzacium,probablynorthhwestof CapsaCusina far southwestof Byzacium;laudasin thesouth
easternAures mountain,Numidia, ruling peopleswho werelikely ruled previouslyby Masties,dux and later self
proclaimedmperator. For moreon Mastiesandthedevelopmenof hiskingdom,seeMerrills andMiles (2010),127-
128;seealso,Conant(2012),293-294,von Rummel(2010),584,andMerrills (2015),274278; Williams (2015),163
172.

200 Modéran(2003),573-584. Justinianlikely directedhis attentiontowardsthe Vandalsat the expensef the Moors,
whoseaccumulatiorof treasurdrom the formerWesternEmpireandwhosepersecutiorof CatholicChristianswere
reportedto him by severaindividualsat court,someof themexiled North Africans.

201 Modéran(2003),583-584.

202priortoB e | i saarival, they/d@ndalshadcarriedoutthis ceremoniafunctionof bestowinghe symbolsof office
on MoorishchieftainsasdefactoemperorsSeeMerrills andMiles (2010),71-2, who analyzedrocop Wars3.25.3
6, seeingthis as a mutually beneficialagreemenof legitimating authority, wherebythe Vandalsmaintainedthe
appearancandfunction of westernRomanemperordn all but nameandMoorish rulersattainedauthorityfrom an
fi i mp esourcan CarthageSeetheaforementionegpassagérom Procopiug3.25.36)forB e | i simvesiitures 6
203 Modéran(2003),587-593; Conant(2012),254.
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to reestablisiRomancontrol of thearea?** War resumedn 544, whenboth SolomonandSergius
promptedhostilities with a seriesof executionscausingone of the aggrievedparties,Antalas,
chief of the Frexes o ally with the nomadicllaguas,andinvadeByzacium?® This waslikely a
renewal of Romanaggressionpoth to regain territory in Tripolitania where Sergiuswas in

commandandto bring to submissiorAntalasand his Frexesin the interior of Byzacium.This

secondconflict lasteduntil 548,whenJohnTroglita defeatedhe coalitionof llaguas,Frexesand
othersatthe Fieldsof Cato2%®

SeveralMoorish chieftainsof the sixth centuryare known by name,and there are three main
figuresof Mo d ® r Maarésdel 6 i n t I&dais Antalas,andCusinaor Koutzinasin Greek?°’
Eachwasbothally andenemyto the Romansat differenttimes.laudaswasfairly consistentn his
hostility to the new Constantinopolitamegimein Carthageandfoughtagainsthe Romansrom
his basan the Auresmountainaupto atleast547,whenCorippussaysthatheandhis Moorswere
with JohnT r o g larmyaaadiies?°® Little is knownof him thereafter Antalaswasanally of the
Romanduringtheinitial revoltsof 534-535.1n 544, Solomonexecutedis brotherGuarzila,one
of theprimarycausesor thegreatwar of 544-548 duringwhich, aswassaid,Antalasfoughtwith
his Frexesin concertwith the nomadicllaguasin Byzacium.Nothingis known of him after his
submissiorto JohnTroglita following the Fieldsof Cato?°® Cusinafoughtaganstthe Romansn
thewarsof 534535, thereaftersubmittingandfighting againstA n t adodait®dfrom 544-548.
Thechronicleof JohnMalalasinterestinglyciteshim asa centralcausdor anothemMoorishrevolt
in 563led by his sonswhenthegovernorof Africa, JohnRoganthinushadCusinaassassinated?

Commonto all of thesefiguresis their statusasMauresdel 6 i n t tlatisiagMoarswholived

andoperatedvithin Romanprovincialjurisdiction,albeiton the edgeof the provincialboundaries

204 Modéran(2003),595-604.

205 Modéran(2003),604-606; Conant(2012),298; von Rummel(2010),577.

206 Procop.Wars4.28.4550,8.17.2022; Cor. loh. books7-8.

207 Seethe eighthchapterof Modéran(2003),which s cited oftenin this introductorysection.

208 Cor. loh. 7.277278: auxiliumque dedit rebusfamulatuslaudas,cum nato comitesbis senismilibus armans.
Modéran(2003),350-352.

209 Modéran(2003),324-334.

210 Modéran(2003),334-338,346-350;Conant(2012),279-280.Malal. 18.495496,trans Jeffreysetal.: In thatmonth
partsof Africa werecapturedoy the Moors. Koutzines,the exarchof this tribe, wasusedto receivinga quantity of

gold from the Romangthrougheachsuccessivgovernor,sincehe wasthe ruler of the tribe of Moors. WhenJohn,
nicknamedRogathinoscameout andgavehim nothing, breakingthe former custom,andon the contrary,had him

assassinate{ o u t zsonwreveltédtoavengdheirf a t Iblead.Atgckingdistrictsin Africa, theycapturedsome
placeskillingandp |l under i ng. o
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andmainly in NumidiaandByzacium.Theypossessed dual statusasRomancitizensaswell as
Moorish chieftains,and functioned within Vandal/Romanpower structures When Belisarius
arrivedin 534, it is possiblethat Antalas,Cusina,and laudaswereall part of the delegationof
chieftainsrequestingthe insignia of office from the emperor?!! Cusinais even describedas
magisterby Corippusafurtherindicationof his statusasa Moor operatingwithin Romanpolitical

structuresasFirmusandGildo had?*?

It is instructiveto examinethe identity of the Moorsin this period,particularlythe Moors of the
interior representetby the figuresabove.Not only did thesechiefswork towardsachievinghigh
statusas Romanallies with specificallyRomantitles, aswas said above,but they also probably
possesseRomancitizenship?!® The questionof thereligion of theseMoorsis aninterestingone.
Modéran(2003) hasarguedquite convincingly that Antalas,Cusina,and laudaswere,on some
level, Christians andthatthe samecanbesaidfor manyof theirfollowers?*C o r i fhesitaiscé
to lump thesefiguresin with the seeminglypaganmomadsn his descriptionss oneindicationof
their statusaspotentialChristians,to say nothingof their desireto work within Romanpolitical
systemg?!® This alsoprobablymadethemmoreagreeablgo the Romansasallies. It will alsobe
worth examiningthe independentulers of the Aurés Mountainswhosepossessiondylodéran
(2003)arguesjaudascameto inherit andeventuallyconsolidaténto onepolity by the 530526 In
addition,thoseruling further west, like the Masunawill alsoserveto instructthe readeron the
continuedevolutionof Moorishidentity from whatit hadbeenin the days of FirmusandGildo.
Thecollapseof the Romanstate particularlyin MauretaniaCaesariensigermittedmanyof these
magnates$o consolidateheirpowerbasesnto quastRomansuccessokingdoms.Thetitleswhich
they adopt on inscriptions as well as the constructionprojectsthey patronizedpoint to the
continuednfluenceof Romancustomsandpolitical institutionsin theareadollowing thecollapse

of directwesternmperialauthority.

211 Modéran(2003),328 Conant(2012),279-280.

212 geeModéran(2003),435for his fi itulaturedeschefset organisatiordestribus  Gusinais mentionecasmagister
atotal of threetimesin the lohannis while laudads calledduxin the sametext.

213 Modéran(2003),349.

214 Conant(2012)267-268 agreesvith Modéranon this point.

215 Modéran(2003), 332334 for Antalas, 344-346 for Cusina,413-415 for laudas.None of theserulersis ever
describedexplicitly asChristian.C u s i Roam@nmothermay havepasseder faith onto him: seeCor. loh. 4.509

512and5.45%:452for C u s i Rom@nkeritage.

216 Modéran(2003),413-415.
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Masunawas one such beneficiaryof the power vacuum createdby this collapseof Roman
authorityin theMaghreb.Theanalysisof Rushworth(2004)of the Djedars tumulusshapedtone
structuresthat servedas mausoleumdor Moorish magnatesoutlines the parametersof the
kingdomsruled by powerful tribal magnatedike Masunain the fifth and sixth centuries!’ In
orderto unveil more concerningheidentity of theseMoorish kings of the interior, however the
epigraphicevidencemustbe examinedAn inscriptiononafort constructedy theking in Altava,
thek i n gppitalin the provinceof MauretaniaCaesariensjgs particularlytelling for how he
thoughtof himself and the peopleover which he ruled: he acclaimshimself as rex gen{ium)
Maur(orum) et Romano(um).?'8 The self-styled ii k i af the Moorish and Romanpe o p | e s 0
claimedlegitimacyfrom both MoorsandRomandiving within his kingdom,andConant(2012)
hasnotedthe useof thetitle of rex Romanorunby panegyrist®f theRomanemperorg!® Theuse
of Latin ratherthanindigenousBerberto communicatehis messagef imperial authorityto the
populacealsoillustratesthe powerthatRomanlegitimationgaveto theindigenousulers.Masuna
clearlysawhimselfasassumingheauthorityof theRomanemperorsn the powervacuumof fifth
andsixth centuryNorth Africa; hewasnot the only Moorishking to adoptRomanimperialtitles.
Anotherlocal magnatenamedMastiesclaimedthetitle of duxfor 67 yearsandlaterimperatorfor
10yearsfor himself.Stylisticanalysesuggesa laterdatefor theinscription likely to thelatefifth
or early sixth centuriesthoughstill priorto B e | i saarivail im 5832 It is worth quotingthis
epitaphin its entirety,asit illustratesM a s t statushdhasa Romanauthorityin theregion and

asa Christian:

D.M.S. EGO MASTIES DUX | ANN[IS] LXVIl ET IMP[E]R[ATOR]
ANNI[IS] X QUI NUN | QUAM PERIURAVINEQUEFIDE[M] | FREGI
NEQUE DE ROMANOS NEQUE | DE MAUROS, ET IN BELLU
PARUI ET IN | PACE,ET ADVERSUSFACTA MEA | SIC MECU[M]
DEUSEGIT BENE.

I, Masties,duke for 67 yearsand emperorfor 10 years,never perjured
myself nor broke faith with either the Romansor the Moors, and was

217 Rushworth(2004),79-86.

218 CIL VIl 9835citedin Rushworth(2004),88.

219 Merrills and Miles (2010), 128; for the useof rex Romanorunmby RomanemperorsseeConant(2012),278, n.
133.

220 Modéran(2003),400,405.
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preparedin both war andin peace,and my deedswere suchthat God

supportednewell.??1
Not only doesMastiesassumeanothelRomanimperialtitle, thatof imperator, alongsidehetribal
designatiorof dux but he alsoemphasizeshe goodthat he hasdonehis peopleandthe divine
approvalthat his kingship hasreceivedfrom God in turn2??1t is interestingaswell to notethe
i ns cr iemphaszon faith (fideg. This can be seenas a potential pushback againstthe
stereotypeof Moors being faithless (infidus) that has beenexaminedin the literature of the
previouschaptersand may also give credibility to the notionthatthesestereotypesvereheld by

commonpeopleaswell asliterary elites?%3

It is clear that Moorish identity was more complicatedthan a simple barbarianvs. Roman
dichotomywould permit. Suchdichotomousinterpretéions are mistakenin the extreme,since
Moors could maintaintheir identity asMoorswhile, at the sametime, practicinga Christianfaith
andadoptingRomantitles. The llaguas(Laguatansg.), however,werelikely not asaffectedby
Romanmoresasweretheir counterpartdiving in Numidia and Byzacium,and Modéran(2003)
hascategorizedhemasMauresdel 0 e x t2®TheseMoars,possiblya laterincarnationof the
Nasamoneslescribedby Herodotusand the Austoriani of Ammianus,allied with Antalasard
invadedByzaciumin thewar of 544-54822° Corippusis the mostprolific critic of their barbarous
ways,aswill be emphasizedn Section3.3. It shouldbe notedthat althoughMoorish identities
meldedboth Romanand Moorish elementstherewaslessemphais on the Romanelementfor

thosetribesliving on the fringesof Tripolitania. This brief examinationof identity is important

221 Citedasfoundin Merrills andMiles (2010),127,who understandthe readingof Modéran(2003),399. The DMS

may meandis manibussacrum

222 SeeModéran(2003),402-403for his assessmemf Ma s t titleeof dux which likely indicatedthe leadershipof

atribal groupandapproximatingii ¢ hi e f / rathéartleahthedornaléate Romanmilitary title of dux asin dux
Tripolitaniae SeeModéran (2003),404-407 for the meaningof imperatoraswell. Ratherthana grandclaim to the

westernimperial title, imperator was meantto expressrulershipof two culture groupsin the way that rex or dux

simply could not. This canbeseenasM a s t dorcitiafionof the Romanpopulationof his territories,which is also
emphasizedy his placing of Romanibefore Mauri in the inscription. As Modéranobserves Mastiesficherchait
seulemenésignifierauxhabitantglelGAuresleurintégrationcommunedansunensemblg@olitiquedontseull Empire
de jadis pouvaitoffrir uneimage,non par sesdimensionsou sesfastes maispar sadiversitésocialeet culturelle et

parsondroit.0

223 Modéranattributesthe emphasion fidesto thek i n @hdissianity,aswell ashis mandateto protecthis people,
both Romansand Moors, particularly in the wake of King H u n e rantiCétlic persecutionsaround484. See
Modéran(2003),409ff.

224 Modéran(2003),112-1109.

225Hdt. 4.172andAmm. Marc. 28.6.2.Modéran(2003),245-249.
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becauset outlinesthe extraliterary evidencefor the effectsof Romanizationsomethingseldom
foundin Procopiusand Corippus, contextualizingthe reality of the complexitiesof identity. In
short,it paintsaclearer morenuancedpictureof thesettingdescribedy ProcopiusandCorippus
andallowsusto seeexactlywheretheseauthordall shortin theirdepictionsNo andysis of Moors
in the sixth century,or indeedany aspecibf the sixth centuryin general,cancommencewithout
examiningthe work of Procopiusof Caesaredqistorianof the warsof Justinianandassessoto

thegeneral Belisarius.

3.2:Moorsin Procopus

The 533 invasion of Vandal territory withessedone of the most rapid and successfuimilitary
expeditionsin Late Antiquity. Belisariusdecisively defeatedthe armiesof the Vandal king,
Gelimer,in two battles- Ad Decimumand Tricamarum- after which the king fled beforehis
eventualcapitulationand transportto Constantinopldor B e | i staumphwfs584. It wasan
auspiciousstartto J u s t i raconguesiasdthe province wasreorganizednto the Praetorian
Prefectureof Africa.?%® Procopiusvaxesphilosophicabnthe Vandaldefeatemployingtheadage
of i s dirhescreatebadm e nirdhis analysisof the causesVandaldebaucherys setalongside
Moorishtoughnessandthe Vandalsaresaidto bethefi molsu x u rgibg ) Jdothk natjons
andtheMoorsfi t imasth ar @ YO o Us ~ ¥*§ Bnjdyingtheverybestof foodsandclothing
themselvedn expensivesilks, the once hardy and aggressivepeopleof Geisericnow devote
themselvego the leisurely pursuitsof the most sumptuousRomangentry. Bathing, hunting,
attendingthe hippodromeandwatchingdancesnot to mentionstudyingthe i athelartsofs e x 0
() o220y 6 U a ¥ s Prdyopiuscreatesa powerful philosophical imageof the corrupting

influencesof luxury andwealth?2® TheMoors, on the otherhand,arethe epitomeof toughliving:

zZ U g;e+um9«xua933 3sog’QJ1Jké~iﬁslUJ%¢ﬂQUdy;egg’
} aboalUsic UBphsUBshHabEosh@EBaasg

226 procop.Wars 3.10-4.9. Succinctdescriptionsof thesecampaignsare provided by Elton (2018), 265266 and
Treadgold(1997),184-186.

221 Procop.Wars4.6.5.1 understandhe adjectiveU U & U a herefoanganii h a r asKaddellis andDewing have
understoodt, ratherthanfi wr et s md®er abl eod.

228 procop.Wars4.6.69, trans.DewingKaldellis. For otherliterary examplesof the corruptinginfluenceof luxury,
seeGruen(2011),148149.He citesC a e s damiCGaesBG 6.24.1,6.24.56) thatthe Gaulshadgrowndebauched
dueto their proximity to Romanluxuries. They had,at onetime, exceededhe Germansn uirtus. The Belgic Neruii
wereanexaeeption.
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ButtheMoorslive in stuffy huts,in winter,summerandeveryothertime,
neverleavingthembecaus®f the snowor the heatof thesunor anyother
discomfortdueto nature.They sleepon the groundwith the prosperous
amongthem,if it shouldsohappenspreading fleeceunderthemselves.
Moreover,it is not customaryamongthemto changeclothing with the
seasonput they wear a thick cloak anda rough shirt at all times. They
haveneitherbreadnor wine nor any othergoodthing, but theytakegrain,
eitherwheator barley,and,without boiling it or grindingit into flour or
barleymeal,theyeatit in amannemotatall differentfrom theanimals??®
Procopiusclearly underlinesthe importancethat moresplay in determiningsucces®r defeatin
war, which explainsto his readers/audienaghy the Vandalswereso easilyandquickly defeated
byB e | i sexpeditionargforceof 533.At the sametime, this passagalsoperhap®r ocopi us o
way of explainingthe greatdifficulties the Romanshadin their conflicts with the Moors during
two lengthy wars (534539 and 544-548). The Vandal Kingdom had fallen due to a lapsein
disciplinein favourof easyliving, whiletheM o o tifestyle, characterizethy poorcircumstances
and simplicity, allowed them to remain independentduring Vandal rule and continue their
independencéor a time underthe RomanreoccupationScholarshavealsonotedthisp as sage 0 s
useasa mirror that Procopiuspresentseforehis Roman audiencethe eliteswho would have

enjoyedthe samduxuriesasthe Vandals?*°

This depictionpresentsomedifficulties in termsof historicalaccuracy!lt is far too broadin its
portrayalto be takenliterally, asit presentsll Moors practicingthe sameharshlifestyle. As the

previoussectionshows elite Moorswereinfluencedoy Romancustomsandmight havepartaken

229 Procop.Wars 4.6.1013, trans.Dewing-Kaldellis. Cf. this passagevith A p p i desodiionof the Numidians,
which showscertainsimilarities. App. Pun 10.71 AAmong Africans the Numidiansare the mostruggedandlong-
lived of along-lived people.The reasonmay be thattheir wintersarenot very frostyd andfrost kills everything
while their summergdo not burneverythingup asin Ethiopiaandindia. Thisis alsothe reasorwhy Africa produces
the mostpowerfulwild animals,andwhy the menare alwaysoutsideat work. Numidiansdo not drink muchwine,
andtheyall eatsimplyandf r u g arhnk.McGidg.

230 Conant(2012),56-58.
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in Romancuisineanddressedn Romanfashions.Theimageof Moors chewingtheir wheatand
barleylike animalsis hardlyredistic andfalls in line with the generalnotion that Procopiusand
Corippusheld of barbariang®'P r o ¢ oppesentatiérof Moorsis a literary deviceintendedto
explainthe easydefeatof the Vandalsandthe stubbornobstinacyof the Moors. Thereis also a
philosophicaimessagémpartedto his audiencen theform of anadmonitionof sorts:bewarethe
lessornof theVandals thateasyliving breedssoftnessandthatsoft menrisk losingtheirkingdom.
Thatthis messagevasintendedfor well-to-do Romanswho enjoyedthe exactsameluxuriesas
the Vandals, one can hardly deny. Therefore, caution must be exercisedin deriving any
information on actual Moorish customsfrom this passageWhat it doesconfirm, however,is
P r o c ougeofuepidtiongo explainthefall of theVVandalstheobstinacyof the Moors,andthe

dangerf easyliving.

Treacheryandgeneralunreliability areemphasizeth P r 0 ¢ odepictioasdf theMoors,andthe
treacheryof theMoorsis used Jike otherstereotypesasawayto explainbehvaiourForinstance,
he stateghatthe Moors of NumidiaandByzacium,namelythoseof Cusinaandlaudasrevolted
forinoe as(alda g Ug dandfurther, that the real reasonfor their revolt is their
particularfi ¢ h a r arditmem a( éJr; &) whickf permitsfi n e i feahad & o d(od) W U e
G fhHbédpespecforp e o p(ldédds d ) 1 Ulri3a gPfocopiuggoeson to saythatoathsand
hostagedaveno effect on restraning their attacksagainstthe Romans put that the only thing
which keepsthe Moorsin check( @ } U Ui andmaihdiaspeaces theirii f efahre enemies
opposingt h e MBI y dJg ~ 8 & U o dW4) 3 $2This latter notion, that that fear of the
eneny maintainsorder,matcheghe viewpoint of Procopuisregardingbarbariansgenerallythat
he expressein his first bookwhenhe speakf the Blemmyesandthe Nobatai: = Ug Ud ¢
oc6ceocBdYEa a @ UUJ Y Gogliomey } @ UwgUb Uy b Yy ddgdUeaU
edoWss UG tlkidg e UacgifliesstyUs:e gsseyBpB8Bamlind
they receivethis gold evenup to my time, but no lessoverrunthe countrythere.Thus,it seems
thatwith all barbarianshereis no meansof compellingthemto keepfaith with theRomansexcept
through the fear of soldiersto hold them in ¢ h e &k Theése passageseflects a lack of

231 Conant(2012),253-259. Modéran(2003),577-579.

2%2Procop Wars4.8.911.

233 Procop Wars1.19.33 trans.Dewing-Kaldellis. Thegrammarandsytaxof the Greekarenearlyidenticalto thatof
4.8.911.
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understandin@f the complexsituationthatresultedn the conflicts of 534535, andProcopiuss

contentto attributethe revolt of the Moors to the impulsive natureof all barbariango become
unruly whenthereareno soldiersor bribesto restrainthem?3* As Modéran(2003)hasshown the
Romandesireto drive the Moors out of their homelandsn theinterior of ByzacenaandNumidia

wasthelikely causeof the conflict.23°

Anotherpassag®f the fourth book of the Warsindicatesthat Procopiusvasnot the only oneto
fear the treacheryof the Moors. This sectionis situatedamidstthe narrationof Sol o mon & s
campaignagainstlaudasin the Aures Mountains of Numidia. A number of Moorish allies
( 31 ¢ ¢diesasdt haveaccompaniedhis army,andProcopiusdescribeghe anxietiesthatthe

armyexhibitedconcerningheir reliability:

oYdi "3yuU)UBal9d23UpB 3geecvYoWwalldUs
'GUG'ELg’lﬂ:yuag’tﬂeeseossf]gbf)se@ys:seldsulbe
ng;Giuu+sm;ldaa~1rij']309UaUatxs@aeblg’u
3gee W UgyeglidpggUi e3 UUs.

All thingsconsideredthe Romanswveresuspicioughatanambushad
beensetfor themby menwho weretheir alliesandbeganto be afraid,
reasoninghatthe Moors aresaidto be by natureuntrustworthyat all
timesandespeciallywhenevetheymarchasallieswith theRomansor
anyothersagainstMoors 236

Thisis furtherproofthatliterary eliteswerenottheonly perpetuatorsf thestereotypef treachery
amongMoors 2’ The army of Solomon,of which Procopiuswas at this time a part, knew the
reputationof Moorsto switchsidesin aconflict, andthereforemadetheir anxietiesknownatleast
enoughfor Procopiusto rememberand recordthem?3 The focal point of this passagdor the

purposef thisthesishoweverjsP r o ¢ osmiernestidatitisfi brya t i @ dh&tteMoors

240nPr o c oqpiniansfdarbariansseeConant(2012),255-259, who arguesthat Procopiusmademore of an
effort to understandhe barbaranswho were at the centrestageof his history, namelythe Persiansyandals,and
Goths.SeealsoGreatrex2018),327-354,whoargueghatP r o c opercept®rof barbariansvasgovernedy their
level of interactionwith other Romans.Thus,the Moors are groupedamongthosewhom Procopiusthoughtto be
Aithor baghbhyi ano.

25 Modéran(2003),595-604.

236 Procop.Wars4.13.37 trans.Dewing-Kaldellis.

237 Mastie$claimthathewasnotii u n f a maymdicatéthiathighrankingindividualsor eventhegenerapopulace
perpetuatethesestereotypesoo.

28ForP r o c oppesencavith the armyof Solomon,seeCameron(1985),171-172.
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areuntrustworthye ~ o 0 OBese)ianceof the authoron this long-held stereotypeeflectseither
amisunderstandingr refusalto understandhe broadetissuesehindthe: © o ( di thelloorsin
thisinstanceTheeasiesandmostself-explanatoryeasorto Procopiudor thea r m gn&iestywas
that it was,aswith mostother barbariansjn the Mo o matuye( @ g loonthnner( U} htoe d)
switch sidesand fight againstthe Romansor againsttheir former allies. The stereotypeof
treacherypnceagain,lendsitself to the historianasan explanatorytool, a deviceusedto explain

eitherabelief or actionof a certaincharacteor groupin the narrative.

Anotherexampleof thetreacherys t e r e aseaganexg@amatorydevicewill illustratethispoint
further. Germanus,) u s t i cousiaandihe successoto Solomon,musteredhis army to fight
therebelStotzagn 537,thelatterhavingenlistedthe supportof the Moors of laudasandOrtaias,
anotherchieftainwho inhabitedthe territoriesto the north of laudas?*® In the comingbattle,the
concern®ftheRomansn Solam o n &nsycameto fruition, only thistimein favourof Germanus
andthee mp e raimy. Besmanusadnegotiatedvith the Moorsto ensureghattheywould join
hissidein thebattle buttheMoorsbalkedatengagingheenemyuntil theycoulddeterminewhom
thewinnerwas.OnlywhenS t o t nzeaweréin full flight did the Moorsmovein to the support
of Germanug?° It is no surprisethen,thatProcopiugustifiestheseactionsby citing treacheryas
an inherentcharacteristioof Moors, only this time to explainthe anxiety of Germanusg ¢ 3
UU0g s0000UREY Wlpaedle U3 ,U" st s allaUg ) s galiyaesy
“d” ¥ 3 Y3a0df) « /d@gmanuscould not trust them completely,for the Moorish nationis
faithlessto all menby n a t @d* Qmnceagain,the causefor anxiety regardingthe loyalty of the
Moorsis the stereotypef treacheryandthe languagés nearly identicalto the sectionexamined
above (4.13.37), with one notable difference. Whereasthe previous passageconveyedthe
stereotypandirectly with the verb & y othis passage&onveysit more assertivelywith the verb
Ue Procopiusexplicitly statesthattheentires y 306tige Moorsis by naturefaithless¢ ©~ 9 G Ua 3 ) |,
a muchmoredefinitive explanatiorfor the anxietiesof his commandingofficer, Germanusthan

in the previoussection.

23950lomonand Germanuslikely held both the offices of magister militum and praetorianprefect during their
goverrorshipof Africa. SeePLREIIIb, A S o | o tl&#1173.0n OrtaiasseeModéran(2003),375383.
240Procop.Wars4.17.31.

241 procop Wars4.17.1Q trans.Dewing-Kaldellis.
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A similar phraseis usedin P r o ¢ ogedountefdhe dealingsof Areobinduswith the chieftain
Cusina?*? Antalas,allied with the disaffectedRomansoldierswho hadfollowed Stotzas)ed his
army againstAreobindusat Carthage.Cusinawas amongthe Moors allied to Antalas, and
Procopuidescribefiow it wasarrangedhatCusinaandhis Moorswould switchsidesduringthe

comingbattle:
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In the meantime Areobindussentto Cusinasecretlyand negotiatecover
him turning traitor. Cusinapromisedhim that, assoonasthey beganthe
battle,hewould turn againstAntalasandthe Moors of Byzacium.For the
Moorskeepfaith neitherwith any othermennor with eachother?4

This statementhas broadermeaningthan thosethat have beenexaminedso far. Procopiusis

requiredto explainto his readersiudiencevhy Moorswould turn against,not only the Romans,
butalsotheir fellow Moors.AIthoughthe pretexthe givesis identicalto his previousstatements,
thatMoorsdo notkeepfaith( U s & Uhgmnjtsanymentionof innatenesanddoesnotsaythat
this characteristidgs somehowinherentin their nature( (i i ragdner( U} [ Hesigkdntent
to broaderhisa u d i eumdemrstéandingr, indeed,to confirm their pre-existing prejudicesthat
ethnic bondsdo not preventMoors from turning againsttheir own; everyoneis subjectto the

treacheryof the Moorsregardles®f political affiliation or ethnicity.

Thefinal associatiorof the Moorswith treacheryconcernsa plot of the usurper,Gonthariswho
appearsto have beena Roman soldier of some rank who arrived with the contingent of
Areobindis 24 He had Areobindusmurderedandestablishedimselfasatyrantin CarthageHis

242 Following the deathof Solomonin 544, Areobinduswvassentby Justinianto sharein thecommandof Africa with
Sergiuswho waspatrtially to blamefor thewar of 544-548.PLREIllla, i Ar e o i, 10d10%

243 Procop.Wars4.25.1516, trans.Dewing-Kaldellis. | havechangedhe Greekii K o u t priefar@dbyKaldellis
in histranslationto theLatin i C u s foncansistencyl havefollowed this for all Greeknames.

244 Procopiusnameshim asoneof S o | o nmomdyguard{ U 6 | & $)19.6.He waslaterkilled by the Armenian
noblemanArtabanesjn anexciting palacecoup,an episodevhich marksthe conclusionof Book 4. SeePLREIlla,

AGuntharis2 , 584-576.
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alliance with Antalas provided him with the meansto foment his plan to claim Carthagefor

himself. TheMoors,however werehesitantallies,asProcopiusexplains:
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His purposein doing this wasnot to receivethe Moors into the city; for

the Moors, being altogetherfickle, are suspcious of all men. It is not

unreasonablthattheyareso,for whoevers by naturetreacherousoward

his neighbourss himselfunableto trustanyoneat all andis compelledto

be suspiciousf all men,ashemeasureshe characteof his neighbourby

his own mind 24°
In this passagethe stereotypeas nuancedecausd’rocopiusmustexplainthe cautiousnesef the
Moors. A reademnwho wasfamiliar with the tropesassociateavith Moorswould probablyexpect
themto rushheadlongnto thecity to beginplunderingwithoutathought. TheseMoors,however,
choseto wait outsideCarthageasGontharisallegedlyanticipated Procopiusexplainsthis strange
behaviourby claiming that Moors are fi p r e ¢ a@rbiyobulsadd 3 us p i (¢ ico ulssos ) |,
gualitiesthattheyhavegainedon accounbf theirowninherentfaithlessnesdn otherwords,their
own: ~ o ( Hashabituatedhemto keeptheir guardup atall timesandto trustno one.Procopius

introducesonestereotypdo explainanotheraslack of trustbreedssuspcion andcautiousness.

From treacheryand unreliability, this thesiswill now reintroduceanotherlong held stereotype
regardingMoorsexaminedn thefirst chapterthatof promiscuityandpolygamy.An exchangef
lettersbetweenSolomonanda group of unnamedvioorish leadersservesasthe settingfor this
reintroductionThisfollows thedeathf two memberofB e | i shausehaidguéard Aiganand
Rufinus,bothof whomwerekilled in battlewith the Moors24¢ Solomonrebukegheleadersof the
Moorsfor renegingontheirfi d r @ a d ( & © o5 39c@vaentheir own childrenareamongthe
hostage®f theRomans**’ Thereply thatthe Moorishleadersyive to Solomonis quitetelling for

245 Procop Wars4.26.23, trans.Dewing-Kaldellis.
246 SeeProc. Wars4.10.311.
247 Procop.Wars4.11.18.
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whatProcopiusandothersthoughtaboutthe effectsof Moorishpolygamy:” Ua & ¥ 3°3 dJ» U 3
e3c Uoeddt adbsU o ¢m sz Yo geddo Yedo b UU U3 Ue aamaUil, 6

dgsceeagalygPamswss a8 UUs o o e adasfor children, that will be your

concernwho arerequiredto haveonly onewife; but with us, who have,it may be, fifty wives

living with eachof us,themakingof childrenis notanissu@. 2*® The stereotypés notthatMoors

are polygamousper se somethingthat may well havebeenthe case but rathertha their many

wives providethemwith asmanychildrenasthey need,somanyin fact thattheyfeel little to no

affectionfor them.ThereforetheMoorscounterS o | o mrebokébyg sayingthattheycanalways

havemore childrenif theylosethosewho arein Romancustody,somethingwhichPr oc opi us 6

audienceno doubtfound quite barbaricand heartlessSimilarly, Sallustcitesthe Mo o rgenéral

lack of affection for their wives on accountof their sheermultitude andthateachisfiequ al | vy

u ni mp o(patiter uilis)an the eyesof their husbandecauseherearesomany.Thus,lack of

affectionor heartlessnessn accountf the practiceof polygamywasassociateavith Moorsfrom

Sallustupto Procopiusastrongindicationthatthesestereotypemight havebeencementedn the

mindsof the Romanliterary elite for centuries*®

Procopiussupplementshis imageof polygamoudvioorswith ananecdoteoncerninga Moorish
figure namedMedisinissasa chief amongthosewho attackedheforcesof RufinusandAiganin
53420 The Romanswere dispersedAigan was cut down, and Rufinus captured Medisinissas,
however fearingthat Rufinusmight escapeandreturnto the Romandgo fight againsthemonce
again,thoughtthat he might savehimselfthe trouble by executng him. Procopiusnarrateshow
Medisinissadeheadedhe generalandcarriedthe headbackhometo showhis wives,who were
amazedon accountof its ie x t r a &1 d(ieeyax Yo dhd pandii a b u n dfchrad e o
(U a6 ad 8 HYThelikely purpo® of this imagewasto highlight the barbarousnessf the
Moors.Little elsecanexplainthis passageasit isclosein P r o ¢ owwoik to the®ectionnarrating

the exchangebetweenSolomonand the Moorish leaderscited above.Therefae, this anecdote

248 Procop.Wars4.11.13 trans.Dewing-Kaldellis.

249 SeeModéran(2003),426-427 for thetiesof family in Moorishculture.Agreeingwith ascholarfrom thenineteenth
century,heattributeshedescriptionin Procopiugo ficlichéssurla barbarieréutilisésparléistoriengrec 0

250 Theheroicstandof thesetwo canbefoundin Procop Wars4.10.310.

251 procop Wars4.10.11 trans.Dewing-Kaldellis.
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solidifiesthenotionin mindsof P r o ¢ orgadeutbaftheMoorsarebarbarian®f theworstkind

whowill notshirk from bringinga severecheadhometo amazetheir manywives.

Thebattletacticsof theMoorsarealsodiscussedy Procopiusandtheyareparticularlyinstructive

for this thesisin their similaritiesto the languageemployedby Claudianin the previouschapter.
Moorish battle tactics are depictedas a cowardly display of hit-andrun skirmishing, with no
recourseto the type of handto-handcombattraditionally admiredby the Romanslt shouldbe
noted,however thatProcopiugputsthis claiminto themouthof Solomonin a pre-battlespeectio
thetroops.AlthoughMoors mostlyfoughtfrom horsebackwurling javelinsattheenemymounted
archerywaspracticedoy theRomansandparticularlyadmiredby Procopiusashedescribesn his
proemiunto the Wars?>2 Thereforejt is not necessarilghetactic of rangedwarfareitself thathe
was criticizing so much as, perhaps,peoplewho were conductingit. 2>® Solomon exhorts his
soldiersto recallthepoorequipmenbf theMoors,who carryonly smallshields poorly made and
whoturnto flight oncethey havehurledther javelins.Moreover,the Moorslack the qualitiesof
Romansoldiers,namelyfi v a lobhuera( y gse} UUfR9 t r efbgdfydrec ¥&aw) ,
andfi e x p e iniwa m( & es o §ee ¥ RathErtheytrustonly in theirnumbers( ¢ s aa ¢

g (3 U U 3 Yo achievevictory; otherwise they flee the field, so thatthe Romansshall surely

triumph 24

Kaldellis (2004)hasanalyzedhis sectionin termsof therelationshipProcopiusestablishes his
narrativebetweenspeechand action. Solomonreceivesa reply from the Moorish leadersthat
servesasarebuttalto the evidencepresentedhatthe Moorswould losethe upcomingbattle. The
speechethemselveshowever,arelikely fictional, asboth speakersare,in effect,fi n bigtorical
personsThey are literary vehiclesof military analysis,antitheticaland therefored y n a i3} ¢ .
Thereforethesespeecheallowed Procopiugo provideinsightsto hisaudiencentherelationship
betweena battle plan or expectationand the ensuingbattle. His analysiscontextualizeshe

s p e einclusiosin termsof narrativeconstructionbut not literary antecedentsThe speechof

252 Procop.Wars1.1.616. SeeBassoand Greatrex(2017),59-72, for the argumenthatthe purposeof the proemium
wasto emphasizehe quality of warfare,while acknowledgingheinfluenceof ThucydidesandHerodotusespecially.
In addition,the heroicfeatsof individud soldiersexplainthe allusionsto Homericwarfare.

253 perhapdrocopiushelievedthat Romansbalancedheir rangedwarfarewith sufficienthandto-handcombat.

254 procop.Wars4.11.2530, trans.Dewing-Kaldellis.

255 Kaldellis (2004),29-32.
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Solomoncontainsa numberof antecedentthathavebeenidentifiedin the earlierchapterf this

thesis Claudianfor instancesuggesti thespeectof HonoriusthattheMoorswill befi d i s ar me d o
(exarmarg oncethey havehurledtheir missiles (iacula).>*® The M o o rtrgsfin numbersis also
similarto S i | claimsti@t Numidiansnevertrustin the bareswordwithout deceit?®’ Procopius
buttresseshe notionsharedby his literary antecedentghat Moors only fight whenthereis some

advanage over their enemy.Moreover,their relianceon skirmishing ratherthan handto-hand

combatillustratestheir cowardly,unRomamature.

Onelastpointmustbeconsideredthemilitary role playedby Moorsin P r o0 ¢ oVgarsasRodnan

allies. Procopiusotesthe presencef Moorishalliesin thearmy of Belisariusduringthel at t er & s
campaignsn ltaly, particularly during the siegeof Rome(537-8). It would havebeeneasyfor
Procopiusto excludethem from his history, and certainly no one of importancewould have
guestionedis omissionof the Moorishtroops Whateveropinionhe may havehadof the Moors,
however Procopiusnadea conscioushoiceto mentionatleastpartof theirrole asmilitary allies

of the Romansin his history. Procopiusfirst mentionsMoors as part of the householdroopsof
Belisariuswheretheyareusedto intimidatethe envoyof the PersiarshahKhosrow.He describes

the personaretainersof Belisarius which includedThracians]llyrians, Goths,Heruls,Vandals,
andMoors, impressinghe Persiarenvoywith theirfi o r dceornl dyt ® 8 & €2 Thé Roman

a r myapagityto incorporateforeignersinto its forcesservedasa meansto amazethe Persian
ambassadoiProcopiusdoesnot shirk from including Moors in theranksof Be | i samyj] us 0

narratingtheirrole aspartof adisplayof Romanpowerandauthority.

Therearetwo mentionsof Moorsatthefamoussiegeof Rome,duringwhich the Ostrogthicking

Vitigis laid siegeto the city, whichwasgarrisonedy 5000RomansunderBelisariusPr ocopi us 0
depictionsof Moorsin the Romangarrisonare straightforwarg and they are describedwithout

prejudice or praise.DespiteP r o ¢ o ¢ecisiosndt to mention traditional tropesor literary
stereotypedieaddsexcitementandnarrativeflair to theaccounof thesalliesof theMoorsagainst

the Goths.The Goths,unableto surroundthe city entirely and thereforeimplementa thorough

256 Claud. Gild. 1.436437.
257 gijl. Ital. 1.219.
258 Procop Wars2.21.314, trans.Dewing-Kaldellis. For the bucellarii, seeElton (2008),282.
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siege areharassedtby the Moorsat everyturn, who fall uponthe unsuspectingsothsandquickly

strip their corpsesof loot before riding backto the city. Procopiusexplainsthe easewith which

the Moors carry out their salliesby citing their naturalspeedand light equipment.. . . ~ aUs 3 ¥ 3
O Gadssad Wi 6 eeva Ut alyesl ~ UG AlscW yisg di&3 U a0 gilbs it @ Us d
aci g Ug UlieeUpslisgsn } 6 o Ue b ¥fif & shBndegthat a large numberof the
enemyfell uponthem,theywould withdrawon the run, beingmenswift of foot by nature lightly
equippedandalwaysoutpacingtheir pursuersn flight.6*>° Moors were alsostationedon picket

duty alongthe moatwith guarddogsandarementionedaterasmakingfi ¢ o n s & & ladaiess o
the Goths?®®° Amongtheidentifiabletropesin thesepassageghe notion that Moors are hastyin
retreatis a curiousinclusion.Whereaghe authorsexaminedhusfar hadalwaysdepictedvioorish
hit-andrun tacticsasanexempification of theirinnatecowardice Procopiugortraystheraidsof

the Moors as a valuable contributionto Romanmilitary successHe doesnot usethis as an
opportunityto remindhis readersof Moorishcowardice astheyare,in thisinstancea partof the
Romanforce underthe commandof his protagonistBelisarius.The generalexploitsthe speedf
theselightly-armedskirmishers utilizing it effectively againstthe enemy.Thoughthe trope of

A f | eMoi onrigsevdidentin this passageit is not depictedin anovertly negativeway. Rather,

the cunningtacticsof the Moorsareturnedagainsthe enemyto Romanadvantage.

BassaandGreatrex2017)haveidentifiedP r o ¢ oppoclivtg fdr includinganecdotesxhibiting
thefi r e ma rfelatsobarnesaccomplishedy soldiersin J u s t i anri nai fféddanydf these
include both Romansand nonrRomans put only one suchanecdotdells the story of a Moorish
soldier.It meritsno morethana brief mentionin the sixth book, a total of four sectons,andthe
soldieris notidentifiedby name During the siegeof Osimo(539),aMoorishsoldier,eagetto loot
the ornategilded armourfrom the body of one particularly noteworthyGoth, proceededo drag
the corpsebackto the Romanlines, presumablyfrom a placeof somedanger As hedraggedhe
corpse poth of his legswerepiercedby the samejavelin hurledby a Gothic soldier.Despitethis
dreadfulwoundandprobablyto theamazemendf theonlookingRomansaandGoths,hecontinued

to dragthe corpsebackto the Romancamp.He waseventuallybroughtto safety,but nothingis

259 Procop.Wars5.25.89, trans.Dewing-Kaldellis.

260 Procop.Wars5.25.17and5.29.22.

261 Bassoand Greatrex(2017),68-70. Oneexamplewould be P r 0 ¢ ogzdountsob pre-battle duels,suchasthat
which took placeat Darabetweera Romanbathattendananda Persiarsoldier.
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known of this particularsoldierthereafter®? It is difficult know what canbe understoodabout
Procopiu$ attitudetowardsthis soldier He probablyadmiredthe zealwith which the Moorish
soldierpursuedhis task,andtheredoesnot seento beanyimplicit negativgudgmentsn thetext
towardsthes o | dathaicityyroragainsthefactthathewaslooting, asthiswasafairly common
practice?®® This passagecan be understoodmost reasonablythrough the lens of Bassoand
Greatrex 2 0 limerpdesatiornf the Wardprefaceheroismand: j} U Wasstill exemplifiedby
the soldiersof Justinian not solely by the Homericheroesor warriorsof the pag generally.That
this includedforeign soldiersspeakso a moreinclusive approachn P r o ¢ olpstorniography
andin his senseof martial prowessz ; U daaild be displayedby both Romanand nonrRoman

alike.

3.3:Moorsin Corippus

It will beinstructiveto examinethevocabularyemployedoy Corippusfor Moorsgenerally Most
of thesewordsconveynegativeimagery,impartingon the audience/reademagesof theMo o r
untamedr feral nature.Theseadjectivesareusedin two ways:they modify eithera specifictrait
associateavith Moors, suchasanger,or they are attachedo the Moors themselvesFerusand
saeuusare the most commonadijectives,with ferox improbus horridus impius and crudelis
appearin@swell, thoughlessoften 254 Theseadjectivesareoftenassociatesith Moorsgenerally,
modifying nounssuchas gens but also modifying specifictribesaswell. They are most often
associateavith the Austursor llaguasunsurprisinggiventhatthe Romanshadfar lessinteraction
with thesefi Mo oof the e x t e and waredmore likely to depict them as uncivilized and
iwi fC.od i mescriptionof the Moors asgensimpia Mazaxrecallsthe progeniesvesana
lubaeof Lucan?®® In sum, adjectivesconveyinga negativeconnotation associatingvioors with
barbarousnesand cruelty, constitutethe vastmajority of the vocabularythat Corippusemploys

262 Procop.Wars6.23.3639.

263 |_ooting wasnot encouragechowever asthis madeunitsvulnerableto counterattackSeeVeg. Ep.rei milil. 3.11,
who recommendsttacksagainsthe enemywhenthe soldiersaredispersedn looting. Also, seeMaur. Strat. 1.8.16
for punishmentsgainsthosesoldierswho breakranksto plunderthe dead.

264 Moreover,it shouldbe notedthatthoseadjectivesassociatedvith specificMoorishleaderswill bediscussedn a
separateection.| haveincludedasmanyinstancesas| wasableto note:ferus Cor.loh. 1.54,2.53,4.375; saeuus
2.11,2.48,2.53,2.89,4.64,4.282;ferox 2.61;crudelis horridus impius 2.102104;improbus 4.136.

265 |n addition,Corippusprobablyemployedtheseadjectivesvhendescribingllaguasbecauseéheywerenomads
ratherthanthe seminodamicMoorsof theinterior. SeeModéran(2003),112-119andWilliams (2015),233-245.

266 Cor. loh. 6.44.Luc. 8.443.
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whendescribingthem.Yet, it shouldalsobe notedthat Corippusemployspositivevocabularyto
depictthe Moors occasionally. Theseinstancesarefew andfar betweenhowever.For instance,
theFrexesled by Antalas,Moorsof theinterior, arefortis genset dura uiris, while the Austur,are
dubbedortis in armis?®’ Later,Johnandhis armyencountethe AstriceswhomCorippuscall ii a
nation toughin w a r(gensasperabellis).?%® Theseadjectivesconvey positive associationsf
power and strength,somethingwhich Corippuslikely includedto depicttribes who could be
consideredvorthy Romansadversariesatherthana consciouslypositive depictionfor its own
sake.Thisis notthe casewith the Astrices,howeverwith whomJohnmadea treatyof friendship

prior to the Fieldsof Cato?®°

Cor i mgsocmtivrof the Moors with treacheryis appliedmostfrequentlyto their tacticsin
war, no surpriseas his poem concernsthe war in Libya (de Bellis Libycis). The vocabulary
employedo depictthetacticsof the Moorsis, in manycasesidenticalto thosetermsusedby the
authorsexaminedn earlierchaptersMoorsaredepictedasrelyingontricksanddeceptiorin order
surprisetheir enemyand defeathim without the risk of a fair fight. The words mostcommonly
associateavith thesetacticsillustratethescornthatthis Romanauthorfelt for them:doli, insidiae
andfraudes Thesewordsareusedrepeatedlyin J o h spéestto his troopsbeforetheir march
againstthe Moorish coalition of Antalas. Corippus,in effect, gives life to the stereotypeof
treachenyby includingit in the speectof his protagonistThedescriptionf their tacticstakethe
form of military adviceto thetroops,almostakinto atenetof amanualof strategy Thefollowing

guotationwill illustratethis:

ipsetamenmemoremninsidiasfraudesque&olosquegt metuendaanenset
quaeperagendaesoluensproeliaduradolis nunquamcarueremalignis:
bellaperinsidiasaciesMaurusiagessitsemperet obscurisfidenssubsedit
in armis;solagueMassylasseruatfallaciauireset timidosbellarefacité

Neverthelesslet me recall their treachery their fraud and guile, foretell
whatmustbefearedandrevealwhatwe haveto accomplishA toughbattle
with thesepeoplehasneverlackedevil deceit.No,theM o o ffransine of
troopshasalwayswagedwar throughtreacheryJying in wait, confident

267 Frexes:Cor. loh. 2.44-45; Austur: 2.90.
268 Cor. Ioh. 6.392 trans.Shea.
269 Cor. Ioh. 6.389436.For moreon this people seeModéran(2003),468-469.
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in their hiddenarms.lt is falsehoodalonethat preserveghe Massylian
powerandmakesthemfight likec o wa r?d s é
Later,Johnsaysthatthey only enterbattlewith i d e ¢ @rauties. ¥ He describeghe Moorish
tactic of the feignedretreat,wherebya single Moorish horsemarwould draw off a numberof
Romandrom themaincolumninto ambustt.’? This causegearamongthe Romansoldiers andit
is this fear that makesthe Moors fearlessimpauidumtimor ipsefacit.?’ The keywordsfraudes
insidiag anddolus haveall beenanalyzedin this thesis,and Corippusis clearly invoking the
tropesutilized by his literary predecessorducandescribesheJ u b taobicsasii L i bdyeacne i t s 0
(fraudesLibycag and fi P u marfaretaintedwith t r i ¢Pkingcabella infecta dolis), while
ClaudianhasTheodosiusvarn Arcadiusof i Ma s s geteitéa(Massylaefrauded andof their

fi t woogued r e a c(bilisgueginsidiag.?’

Thesimilarity in vocabulanyillustratestheintertextuakelationshipghatCorippussharewith poets
like ClaudianandLucan?’® This goesalong way towardsexplainingthe reasorfor theinclusion
of the stereotypeof treacheryin this poem.As Chaptersl and2 haveshown,Moors havea long
history in Latin epc poetry/invectiveof being depictedasfighting unfairly, usingunderhanded
tactics,and playing the roles of antagonistsn the narrative.Sincethe Moors are the primary
antagonist®f this text, this languages repeatechd nauseamnto the readerwho is compelledto
associatd@reacherywith the way the Moors conductwarfare.In otherwords, underhande@nd
unfair tactics becomesynonymouswith the Moors. Corippus could, therefore,show off his
learningby employingthevery samevocabularyusedoy his predecessors® Moreover,Corippus
hadavestednterestin demonizingheMoors:Cameron(1983)hasshownthatCorippusprovided
legitimacyto the new GreekspeakingConstantinopolitamegimefor the Latin-speakingAfricans
by depictingJ u s t i soldi@srafighting a righteouswar againstpaganMoors. Pietas is
associateevith theRomanarmy,particularlywith John,C o r i standiis Aeneaswhile perfidia

219Cor. loh. 1.526532,trans.Shea.

2" Cor.loh. 1.537.

212Cor. loh. 1.5406556.

213Cor. loh. 1.556.

274 uc. 4.736737.Claud.Gild. 1.2845.

275 CorippusoftendepictsBerberpaganisnin the samemannerthat LucandepictsRomanpaganismSeeCameron
(1983),173174.

276 SeeCameron(1983),167-168, 175who notesthat CorippusdrewheavilyonV i r gAeneid Seealsopg.172
forVi r gnfllericeonC o r i mgraustdJ o h minphin CarthageAlso, seeMerrills (2019),154-158and
Williams (2015),59.
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is associatedavith the Moors, whoseworship of the godsGurzil and Ammon doubtlessshocked
his readers/audiencelhis supportfor J u s t i meginge m®dlains his later appearancen

Constantinoplewherehewaslikely givenpatronagdor his literary achievements!’

3.4: ProminentMoorsin Procopius

Like his predecessoAmmianus, Procopiusgives a fairly impartial depiction of the leading
Moorishfiguresof his day, which may be unsurprisinggiven that his primary focuswason the
Romanofficers and soldiers?’® Thereis little mentionof the traditional stereotypef lust or
treacherywhenhe speak=f theseindividuals,ashe prefersto maketheseassociationsvhenhe
speakof Moors generally.Following the methodthat hasbeenestablishedor this thesissofar,
this sectionwill only examineP r o ¢ o dgepictiohsdf individual Moors. Procopiusmentiors
severalMoorish figures by name Among themare Antalas,laudas,Ortaias,and MassonasOf
thesefigures,he hasthe mostto sayaboutthe formertwo, Antalasandlaudas.Individual Moors

aredepictal with muchmorevividnessby Corippus,asthefollowing sectionswill illustrate.

Antalasappearsnostfrequentlyof all the otherMoorishfiguresmentionedoy ProcopiusHe was
a Moorish chieftainof the Frexeswith his powerbasein southwesternByzacium, who initially
keptfaith with the Romangshut attackedSolomonwhenthe latter failed to maintainthe payments
that were promisedto him by Belisarius?’® Moreover, Procopiusreportsthat Solomonhad his
brotherexecuteda seconctauseof this revolt28° Althoughhemighthavebeentemptedo rely on
barbariartreacheryto explainA n t alel@mgiairashe did initially, Procopiuscitesa letter sent
by Antalasto theemperorJustinianexplaininghis positionandrequestingheremovalof Sergius,
nephewof Solomon,from his office. The selfdeprecatorytone of the letter illustratessome

authenticity,and Procopiuswas with Solomonat this time, so the letter may well be genuine.

217 Cameron(1983),174-176.As Cameron(1983)also notes,Corippusemphasizedhedivine supportthat

J u s t isoldiessenfoysin orderto downplaythe ecclesiasticatlisputeshetweerthe African andRomanclergy.
Seepg.171.Also, seeWilliams (2015),68-69.

28 Modéran(2003) stresseghis. Seepp. 35-38: Ldntérét prioritaire de Procopepour les Byzantinsnousprive de
descriptionsethnographiquegnaisil nousvaut un récit relativementfidéle del 6 ® v o duwdmipastementdes
Berkeresfaceauxhommese Justinien.

219 Procop. Wars 4.12.30. See Camps (1988),fAntalas EBncyclogdie berbere; PLRE Illa, i Ant a868% , 0
Modéran(2003), 324-334; for the Frexes,seevon Rummel (2010), 571-604; Desangeg1962),90-91; Modéran
(2003),315324; Williams (2015),245255.

280 Procop.Wars4.21.17,4.22.8.
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Antalasadmitsthatheisaf s | cdthe® mp iandéhathisintentionis notto takeup armsagainst
the emperor but only againsthis i e n e nandagaiosthefi u n htredtnyentof S o | o mandn 0
S o | o mephérSergius?®!In fairnessto Procopiusthis| e t tnausid@nspeakdo atleastan
occasionaldesire on the part of the historianto analyzeand report the causefor an event

impartially.

laudaswasa chieftainof the AurésMountains whoseterritory encompassethe formerkingdom
of Masuna.His role in the Warsis asan intermittentenemyof Solomonandthe other Roman
governorsywho campaigmepeatedhagainshis mountainstronghold$®? Oneanecdotestandsout
amonghisothermentionshoweverhisduelwith theRomansoldierAlthias. Althiaswasprobably
of Hunnic stock,asboth his skill with the bow and his commandof severalHunsindicates.He
wastaskedwith guardinga numberof forts in Numidiawhile laudasandhis Moorsbegarraiding
the area.The latter encounteredhlthias and his Huns guardinga well to preventlaudasand his
menfrom usingit. Thetwo menagreedo a duel,andthe stakeswveretheM o o rcegtdredloot.
Procopiugreportsthatthe Moors expectedaudasto win, giventhathewasthefi f i andrmost
warlike of all theM o o rwhilé Althiaswasi | eaadmottall of b o d plthias, however easily
bestedaudas catchingandthrowingbackthe Mooré mvelinanddowningthel a t hoesewdtls
his bow. Providedwith anotherorseby the onlookingMoors, laudasandhis menrushedoff in
flight, andAlthiasfi bthiustakingfrom themthecaptivesandthewholeof thebooty,wonagreat
namefor thisdeedthroughoutall L i b %% . 0

The presencef this anecdotelike that of the injured Moor draggingthe Gothic corpse,canbe
explainedpartiallyby P r o ¢ odediraiosliSplayto his audiencehebraveryanddashof Roman
soldiersof hisowntime. For this thesishowever theimageof laudasmeritsfurtherexamination.
| a u cawardlydepictionaddscredenceo the notion, explainedby Solomonin his pre-battle
speechto his troops,that Moors will flee oncethey have hurled their javelins at the enemy.
Solomonand Honorius had both encouragedheir soldiersnot to fear Moors once they had

dischargedheir missiles,as they would be in effect disarmed®* In other words, Procopiusis

281 Procop.Wars4.22.710, trans.Dewing-Kaldellis.

282 SeeModéran(2000),flaudas Bncyclogdie berbére; PLREIIIa, fi | a u 618611;Modéran(2003),350ff.
283 Procop Wars4.13.117, trans.Dewing-Kaldellis.

284SeeProcopWars4.11.2336for S o | o nepaedhBSorHon o r ispeectiseeClaud.Gild. 1.424466.
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providing an authenticexamplethat giveslife to this stereotypicaimage of the cowardly Moor
thathadbeena literary tropesinceat leastC | a u dtima. Mdoss, oncethey havehurledtheir

javelin, arenothingto fearandwill immediatelyshirk from handto-handcombat,aslaudasdid.

Anotherpassageoncerninglaudasil lustratesthat Procopius,onceagain,redeemshimselfasa
historianby a properexplanationof the causeghat do not rely on stereotypesSolomon,having
winteredin Carthagewas persuadedo move againstlaudasby two Moorish chieftainsof the
Aurés, Massonasand Ortaias,both of whom laudashadwronged?®® Again, it might havebeen
temptingfor thehistorianto explainthecausdor thesevioorsto distrusteachotherin stereotypical
terms; recall his explanationthat Moors are distrustful by natue becauseheir neighboursare
untrustworthy.In this instance,however,the reasonsare reportedin a straightforwardand
believablemannerilaudasjn concertwith a Moorish chief from Mauretaniaywasdriving Ortaias
from his land, and laudashad murdere the father of Massonag®® Thereis no reasonto doubt
P r o c ogxplanasiahsboth becausde was presentwith Solomonat the time andbecauséie
reportsa conversatiorthat he hadwith Ortaiashimself?®’ It seemsreasonabléo assumethen,
thatwhereProcopiushadmoreinformationon the reasondehinda certainactionor incident,he
would reportthemwith moreaccuracyandwherethe causesvere obscure he would resortto

stereotypegsexplanatorytools.

It will be instructiveto evaluateProcopus as a historianand to assesshis knowledgeof and
experiencavith Moors. It would be foolish not to stressthe point that everyscholarof the sixth

centuryor Late Antiquity generallycitesin regardto Procopiushisrole asassessoof Belisarius,
which broughthim in closecontactwith the eventshe narratespftenin the capacityasa direct
eyewitnessHe alsowould havehadtheopportunityto speako manyof theindividualsmentioned
in his history, particularly those cited in the initial books, when he was not confined to

Constantinopldor his compositior?®® Procopiuswaswith Belisariusfor mostof the campaign

againstthe Vandals,with Solomonduringthel a t tasnpa@mssagainsthe Moors, particularly

28 For OrtaiasandMassonasseeModéran(2003),375-383.
286 Procop.Wars4.13.18109.

287 Procop.Wars4.13.2729.

288 Cameron(1985),6-14; Treadgold(2010),176-184.

67



laudas?®® He was, therefor, in a uniquepositionasa historianto narratethe eventsof his own
time, not relying, asmany of the writers examinedn the previouschaptersdid, on the works of
otherhistorianswriting decade®r evencenturiesearlier.His knowledgeof theinitial campaigns
againsthe Moorsin 534and535is muchbetterthanfor the war of 544-548,which hereportson
very briefly attheendof Book 4 andin themiddleof Book 8.2°° Forthelatter, historiansmustrely
almostexclusivelyon Corippus.As for his depiction of the Moors, he was clearly a manof his
time andstereotypesreevidentin his work to explainthe behaviourof i i r r abtaircbnaarli an s .
Thesestereotypesgspeciallythosethat concernpolygamyandtreacherycloselyresemblehose
of earlierwriters, illustrating a familiarity with earlier depictionsof Moors?2°* Moreover,these
stereotypesverelikely held by the Romansoldiery, the officer corps,andthe intellectualelite,
whereProcopiusvasexposedo themaswell.?°? Ontheotherhand it mustbenotedthatProcopius
doesnotalwaysrely onthesestereotypeso explainactionsor behaviourgspeciallywhenwriting
of individual Moors. Wherehe possesseadequateénformationfor his historicalexplanationshe
citesthemin full, aswith thereasorfor A n t arkvaltordhe causesor OrtaiasandMassonaso
becomethe enemiesof laudas.This is particularly evidentin the latter case,where Procopius
probablyreceiveahis informationfrom Ortaiashimself,with whomhe spokepersonallyIn sum,
although Procopiuswas an eyewitnessfor a large part of his narrationand had the unique
opportunityto speakwith Moors, this did not preventhim from relying, whenhefelt it necessary

or hadno othermeansf explanationpn stereotypeso explaintheir actionsandbehaviour.

3.5: ProminentMoorsin Corippus

Scholarsare fortunatethat Corippusmentionsthe namesand depictsthe charactersof several
Moorish notables,some of whom, like Carcasanand lerna, do not appearin the works of
Procopiusfrom whomthe majority of our informationon sixth centuryNorth Africa is derived.
ThemostnoteworthyMoorsof C o r i pgemasedntalasandCusinaandtheywill bethefocus
of this section.It will be arguedin this sectionthat Corippu sdépictionof Moorish figureswas

influencedby the political contexthis day and the genreof ancientepic. Moreover,Cameron

289 Cameron(1985),171-172; Treadgold(2010),195-199.

290 Thesebrief addendacanbefoundin Procop Wars4.28.4552 and8.17.2022.

2lwilliams (2015),57.

292 Modéran(2003),592-593 for Procopiusandthe EasterrR o m a viesvéon the Moorsof theinterior.
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( 1 9 8agumesthat Corippushada personaktakein demonizingMoorishenemiedo benefit
his own careercannotbe deniedasan additionalcauseof thesedepictions.lt is no surprisethat
Corippusdepictsthes t a énen@iespoorly while championingits allies. Nowhereis this more
apparenthanin the portrayalsof AntalasandCusina,asbothmenfoughtat differenttimesas the
enemiesandalliesof the Romansand,like MasinisseandSyphax their political allegianceat the
time of authorshipgovernedheir portrayalsin addition,the conventionsf epicpoetrygenerally
requireanenemyto standoppositethes t o prgtaganistsin this case Johnandthe Romansof
J u st i aimiesaredhe heroes,while the Moors of Antalas, Carcasanand othersare their
enemiesTherefore political contextandgenreconventionsverethe two mostinfluential factors

governingthe portrayal of Moorsfor Corippus.

Cor i pepetoriof Antalasis hostilein the extreme,andhe appliesthe adjectivesferox and
ferusto him in the poem?®3A n t arisates pdwerduring the Vandal periodis the subjectof a
lengthydigressionin the lohannis wherethe Moorish leaderis depictedasa little morethana
banditking, sneakingawayto his hideoutwith thel o ¢ eattletcddevourit half-cooked?®* This
accounts problematiogiventheliterary objectivesof Corippus,andit mustberememberedhat,

until 544, Antalaswasan ally of the EasternRomansas both Procopiusand Corippusattest?®®
Furthermore,although Corippusdoesprovide the pretextfor Ant aldewlsaShisbr ot her 6s
execution,the poet attributesan additional pretect representativef his relianceon barbarian
stereotypedhestateshatAntalaswasdrivento warby ira or anger®® As Williams (2015)attests,
Corippusreliesonii t tomosof thebarbarianbeinggovernedoy emotionratherthanbyr e as o n 0
to explainA n t abetmagiodir®’ A n t abelmgicdirconformsto othertraditionalstereotypesis

well. JohnTroglita, hopingto engagewith Antalasin a duelbeforethe commencementf battle,
chastisesAntalas for fleeing?°® The cowardiceof the Moors is a trope tha has alreadybeen
identified, and it is given life by Corippusbothin A n t albelasidurandJ o h subsequent
taunting.CorippusensuredhatJ o h mans&ntagonistvould shirk from fighting fairly in hand

to-handcombat.Onecanalsoseethat CorippusdepictsAntalasasa newHannibalwhenGuenfan

2% Cor.loh. 3.67,7.293,8.37.

2% Cor.loh. 3.156170.SeeWilliams (2015),250.
2%5Procop4.12.30.Cor. loh. 2.34-35.

2% Cor. loh. 2.39-40.

27Williams (2015),246.

2% Cor.loh. 5.1519.
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goesto visit the oracleof Ammonin orderto foreseetheb o yfidtwsejustasHa n n i fatleet 6 s
Hamilcarhad broughthim to the templeof Dido to visit a priestessthe destructionof Libya is

prophesizedor Antalasby the oraclejust asthedestructiorof Italy is for Hannibal?>*®

Cusinahoweverjs portrayedastheRomanally par excellenceandCorippusfondly refersto him

with theadjectivedidusandfidelis. He evengoessofar asto claim thathe was atrustedfriend of
Solomonandthathehadi a | wbaeyadoyal ally of theRomanE mp i (Rananisebusnimium
semperquédidelis).3®° His characteis alsoexpandedn by the poet: Cusinais saidtobefigr ac e d
with a calm manneranda Latin s o b r (mertbys ornatus placidis, grauitate Latina) and a

A R o mmagpirit andnotfar from onein bloodasw e | (illeGanimoRomanuserat, necsanguine
longe).3°! This phrases synonymousvith two lateronesthatreferto him asfi ¢ | to tiedRomans

in bothbirthanda | | e g (Remamiseonsanguinitatgropinquusatquefide) andi a | wfiesty s

302t is later revealedthat

in loyalty to the Romana r m{Romanissemperfidissimusarmis).
C u s i mothénsasRoman®® This praiseonthe partof Corippusfor this Moorishleadercanbe
understoodasboth a literary deviceanda resultof political context.Cusinawasnot alwaysthe
faithful friend of the EasterrRomansashefoughtagainstSolomonwith laudasinitially in 534
535.Moreover following his executiorby JohnRoganthinusn 562, his sonsrevoltedagainsthe
Empire. This last point, however,could not havebeenincorporatednto the lohannis asit was
written shortly after the eventsit portrays, namely the Moorish wars of 546-548.3% Cusina
representtheideal Romanally forC o r i @mydierscdihe Moor who, despitehis mixedheritage,
choosedo behavdike a Romanratherthana barbarian He exhibitsthis behaviourin the poem
throughhis loyalty to Johnandthe EasterrRomansgby fighting alongsidehemaganst his fellow
countrymenHis pastis unimportantfor Corippusasit is irrelevantto the purposeof this character

for the poem3%®

29 Cor. loh. 3.63-140.Sil. Ital. 1.70-139.Anotherliterary anteedentis A | e x a wisit éotthéasacleof Ammonat
Siwah.SeePlut. Alex 27.57.

300 Cor. loh. 3.406408,trans.Shea.

301 Cor.loh. 4.509512,trans.Shea.

392Cor.loh. 5.451452,6.26 %268, trans.Shea.

303 Cor. loh. 8.265273.

304Williams (2015),66.

305 \njilliams (2015),258-259.
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Corippusprovideshistoriansof the Moorswith atreasureof information,particularlyin theform
of namesof tribesandindividualsbut alsofor the generahistory of the Moors betweertheyears
546-5483°° He likely receivednformationonthecampaigrfrom eitherJohnhimselfor oneof his
staff officers, and Corippuslikely depictsthis campaignin accordancevith J o h wighes3®’
Corippuswvasanativeof North Africa, likely Carthageandhis opinionsonMoorsarefairly typical
of hisliterary predecessommndcontemporaried®® Corippusfelt thatthe Moorswerehinderingthe
progresshatJustinianwasattemptingto bring to the North African provinces He took advantage
of his literary skills to composea work that would celebratethe heroismof John,J ust i ni ano
general,and condemnthe cowardiceand treacheryof thoseMoors who fought againsthim. In
doing so, he likely soughtto advancein his careerand seek patronagein the court of
Constantinoplewhere he eventually found himself composinga panegyricin honour of the
emperorJustinll. Thus,Corippushada personainterestin denonizingthe Moors3°° It should
be noted,however that this demonizationdid not extendto Moors who fought on behalfof the
Empire.C u s i positivedepictioncreatedan idealizedMoor for Co r i papdierscéln other
words, Cusinawas someonewnho all non-Romanscould strive to imitate, whereasAntalaswas
someonaill nonrRomansshouldstriveto avoidin behaviourandcharactef° Although Corippus
lived in North Africa and thus, was in the unique position to have interactedwith Moors,
particularly the Moors of the interior, his accountis neverthelesdoaded with the types of

stereotypesandliterary tropesthathadbeenassociatedavith Moorsfor centuries.

3.6: Conclusion

As theepigraphicevidenceattestsMoorishidentity remainechuancedn thesixth century. Moors
could claim Romantitles of authorityto legitimatetheir rule, employ Christianrhetoricon their
inscriptions,andidentify themselvessrulersof both RomansandMoors. Theliterary pictureas
establishedy the two most prolific writers in Moors on this period, Procopiusand Corippus,
however doesnotconformto thisnuancegicture,astheseauthorsemploytraditionalstereotypes

in theirdepictionsProcopiugepeatsiotionsthatMoorscanneverbetrustedasallies,haveseveral

306 Cameron(1985),167.

307 Cameron(1985),172,175.

308 Williams (2015),62.

309 Cameron(1985),170-174; Williams (2015),67.
310 \Wjilliams (2015),258-259.
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wives and carelittle for their many children, andlive very harshlives almostakin to animals.
Corippusmaintainsthis depictionemployingconventionalstereotypesssociatedvith epic and
invective.His Moorsarewily andtreacherousheverpermittingthemselveso be caughtin afair

fight with theRomansDespitethesenegative depictionspothauthordancludepositivedepictions
of thoseMoors who were, at the time of literary composition,Romanallies. Procopiusincludes
Moors in the descriptionscelebratingthez 3} U @feJ u s t i soldiexspvbile Corippusdepicts
Cusinaastheideal Romanally. Thus,sinceMoorswho wereRomanallies at thetime of literary
compositiortendto beportrayedn amorepositivelight, it canbeconcludedhatpolitical context
continuedto play a majorrole in the literary depictionsof Moors. Conversely thosewho were
enemiesat the time of compositionaredepictednegatively.FurthermoreC o r i pnplusienif

wordsandphraseghat werelong associatedvith Moorsillustratesthe role thatgenreplayedin

depictionsof Moorsaswell.
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GeneralConclusion

It canbe said that severalspecific stereotypesvere associatedvith Moors from Herodotusto
Procopius.The polygamouspracticesof the Moors, first describedby Herodotusin the fifth
centuryBCE, gavemanyancientauthorstheimpressiornthat Moors did not or could not carefor
their wives and children.In otherwords, the greaterthe numberof wives andchildren,the less
careandattentiontheycouldbegiven.Theinherentiustof the Moorswasonewayto explaintheir
tendencytowardspolygamy.This wasalso,sometimesconnectedo the stereotypeof treachery,
asRomandikely perceivedhatmaritalloyalty wassomehowconnectedo loyalty to the stateand
o n eallies. Themostcommonstereotypeassociateavith Moors,howeverwastreacheryMoors
wereportrayedasbeingextremelyuntrustworthy,fickle, andchangeabléy nature makingthem
very dubiousallies for the Romans CarthaginiansandotherMoors. They werealsodepictedas
cowardsin war, a symptomof their generaltreacheryasthey are seenfighting from ambushor
with someperceivecadvantagén numberr terrain. Theyalsotendto employhit-andruntactics
which was a tactic of which Romanauthorsstrongly disapprovedThe Moors preferredto hurl
javelinsat their foe andthenrun backto safety,a despicabldactic that Romanauthorscould not
stomach.Theseportrayalsof Moors in warfare continuedrelatively unchangedrom Sallustto

Corippus.

For the most part, the depictionsof Moorish figuresthemselvesiependedn political context,
namelywhethertheywereallies or enemief the RomansThis is seenmostclearlyin the cases
of SyphaxandMasiniss& in the periodbeforeLate Antiquity, andAntalasandCusinafor thesixth
centuryCE. Thereareexceptiondo this, however,as Tacitusand Ammianusdo not incorporate
stereotypedn their accountf the revoltsof Tacfarinasand Firmusrespectively Therefore the
influenceof political contexton depictioncanonly be dubbeda tendencyin the literary sources

ratherthanagenerarule.

Ancient authorsoften employedthesestereotypegdo explain behaviour.Therewere, however,
someexceptiongo this. Livy, for instancedescribesanoccasiorwherethe Moorskeptfaith, and

thus,actedin amannerthatwascontraryto thea u t hespedasns3'! Sometimesauthorsalso

3111 jv. 25.41.4 Seel.evene(2010),218.
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usedstereotypess a function of their generalnarrative.This is mostplain in the caseof epic
poetryandinvective,whereMoors often playedtherole of villains to be scornedanddefeatedy
thes t o0 heyoésC| a u dGildoraildd€ o r i pAptalas@meto mind asthe mostobvious
examplesof the influenceof genreon overall depictionof individual Moors It shouldaso be
notedthat eyewitnessevidenceplayeda role only in the level of detailon Moors ratherthanin
theinclusionof stereotypesasProcopiusandCorippuswho bothlikely possessedomparatively
detailedknowledgeon the Moors of the sixth century CE, relied on long-standingstereotypes
when it suitedtheir purpose.lt is the a u t hlopethat more comprehensivestudieson the
depictionsof specificnonRomanswill be undertakenn orderto understandhe extentto which

the historiansof antiquityresortedo literary tropesandstereotype theirwork.

The informationon stereotypeshatthis thesishasuncovereds important.It showsthatthereis
tremendougonsistencyn literary depictionover along periodof time. This suggestshatmany
ancientauthorsregurgitatedinformation on the Moors from earlier works or from views and
beliefsthatpeopleheld aboutthe Moors at the time of composition.The consistencyn language
suggestghat the former is likelier. Althoughit is likely thatfew othernonRomangroupsare
portrayed so consistentlyover sucha long periodof time, the Parthians/Persianenemiesof the
Romandrom thelaterepublicto thereignof Heracliusin the seventicenturyCE, would makean
interestingcomparisorand perhapsshedlight on the degreeto which long-standingexposureo
specificnonrRomangroupsaffectedtheir literary depictions This thesisalsoillustratesthe power
of traditionin literary depction. Classicizinghistoriansestablishedheir authoritypartially onthe
basisof indirector directallusionsto theworksof their predecessor3hereis noreasorwhy these
allusions could not include stereotypcal depictionsof nonrRomans.Therefore,the desireto
cemento n e duthority in literary tradition is, douliless, the likeliest explanationfor the

consistencyf depictionsof Moorsfrom thetime of Herodotugo Procopius.
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