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Being quite remote from the Aegean coastline which was populated by Greeks for the most part, central 

Asia Minor received less attention by Greco-Roman authors, so that it took a much longer time to fall 

under the gaze of Classical scholars. Effectively, interest in the Anatolian hinterland during the 

Hellenistic and Roman periods gained momentum especially thanks to the sustained investigations of 

Stephen Mitchell, culminating in the first major synthesis in 1993. The new interest in the area that was 

for a large part occupied by Celtic invaders in the 3rd century BC, manifested itself in the conference 

Forschungen in Galatien hosted by the Asia Minor Forschungsstelle at the University of Münster: the 

event as much as its proceedings (1994) were the first and only of their kind. However, twenty years 

later, hundreds of more recent publications on archaeological, epigraphic and numismatic materials, a 

few dozen ongoing research projects, as well as a variety of new historiographical trends and competing 

chronological frameworks attest to both the vibrancy of the topic and the need to foster exchange 

between the disciplines and collectively revisit historical interpretation(s) of the Galatian tribes and the 

Roman province.1 The broad appeal of Ancient Galatia clearly becomes manifest when looking at the 

list of speakers hosted by the University of Waterloo at this year’s workshop: besides Turkey, Canada 

and the US, about seven European countries were represented, and the fact that six presenters were at the 

(post)graduate level(s) reveals the growing significance of Galatian or Anatolian History in the 

university curricula of the classical disciplines. 

The workshop was introduced by ALTAY COŞKUN (Waterloo) with a brief overview over Galatian 

scholarship ranging from the 19th-century explorers to some of the large-scale current-day research 

projects. The subsequent papers of the first day dealt with problems of the Hellenistic age. WILLIAM 

BURGHART (Maryland) opened the panel with a highly refreshing discussion of the early Galatians’ 

roles within the power games of an anarchical environment. Modern views continue to repeat the biases 

of the ancient sources in that they tend to reduce the Galatians to mercenaries, or allies at best. Without 

diminishing their impact on the dynamically developing states of Hellenistic Greece and Asia Minor, 

BURGHART made an emblematic choice when speaking of “Galatian Kingdoms”: he thus not only 

recalls the plurality of Galatian actors, but also their own (and very effective) agency. The surrounding 

kingdoms may well have checked the power of the Galatians but never managed to subjugate them as a 

whole. And victories over them might have been fodder for propaganda, but their continued value for 

such propaganda implies that a substantial military power basis continued to exist. Moreover, a 

reassessment of political goals was called for, since the Galatians showed much more ambition towards 

accumulating wealth than establishing territorial rule. 

ADRIAN G. DUMITRU (Bucharest/Cincinnati) followed up with a systematic study of the attestation 

of Galatians in the Seleucid Army. For the most part, he presented, in chronological order, the most 

                                                           
1 S. Mitchell: Anatolia, 2 vols., Oxford 1993; E. Schwertheim (ed.): Forschungen in Galatien, Bonn 1994; cf. A. Coşkun: 

Von ‚Anatolia‘ bis ,Inscriptions of Ankara‘: Zwanzig Jahre Forschungen zum antiken Galatien (1993-2012), Anatolica 39, 

2013, 69-95. 

http://hsozkult.geschichte.hu-berlin.de/tagungsberichte/id=5425


2 
 

prominent cases of interaction between the two, as attested from the Elephant Victory of Antiochus I 

until the victory parade of Daphne under Antiochus IV. Beyond rehearsing well-known material, the 

major points of interest were the cautious discussions of the potential recruitment areas, esp. Thrace 

(attested for the Aegosages), besides central Anatolia. Also addressed were questions relating to colonial 

settlements in Asia Minor as well as the (often uncertain) value of material and onomastic evidence. The 

ensuing discussion further involved notions such as multiple ethnic identities on the one hand, and 

pseudo-ethnic army units in Hellenistic and Roman warfare. 

KONSTANTIN BOSHNAKOV (Toronto) focussed on the prehistory of the Galatian raids into 

Macedon and the Greek motherland as well as on further interactions of Celts and Thracians prior to and 

during the 3rd and 2nd centuries. As a specialist of the Balkans, he paid much attention to possible 

itineraries of raiding or migrating hordes, including the implication for the development of external 

relations and the creation of ethnic identities. Drawing on literary sources, historical analogies as well as 

recent archaeological and epigraphic records, this paper aimed at reconstructing the “cognitive maps” of 

the Celts, as they were beginning developing an awareness of common ethnicity on the one hand, and 

leading a ruinous day-to-day lifestyle that prevented them from being ethnically integrated in the Early 

Hellenistic environment on the other.  

As the keynote speaker, MUSTAFA ADAK (Antalya) had to serve multiple purposes: introducing a 

more general audience into the how-abouts of field work in Asia Minor, exemplifying for a student 

community the rewards of synthesizing epigraphic, literary and archaeological evidence and 

contextualizing it within the landscapes of Pisidia, Phrygia and Lycia, informing his colleagues about 

most recent research results of the highly productive team of Akdeniz University, and contributing to 

enhancing our understanding of the Galatian territory. As the co-editor of the Stadiasmus Patarensis,2 a 

recently reconstructed monumental inscription providing an itinerary of Roman Lycia, he was in an 

outstanding position to do all of this at the same time, for the inscription had enabled the Akeniz Team 

to uncover hundreds of kilometers of Roman roads in the area, together with several settlements and 

monuments hitherto unknown (the current issue of Gephyra [13, 2013] contains Parerga zum 

Stadiasmos Patarensis 9-14). Other recent epigraphic surveys by ADAK have helped specifying the 

location of the Pisidian Homonadeis, who killed Amyntas, the last king of the Galatians (Strab. geogr. 

12.5.1; 12.6.3-5), as well as the separation of the southern parts from the province of Galatia under 

Vespasian (Gephyra 9, 2012, 1-40). 

OLEG GABELKO (Moscow) presented a very detailed study of “Pseudo-Galatians”, ie. Galatians who 

owe their virtual existence either to scribal errors of medieval copyists or to erroneous conclusions of 

ancient writers. The Rhigosages in Antiochus III’s army (Polyb. 5.53.3) should rather be identified with 

the better-known Aеgosages from Thrace; the Tosiopoi (Plut. Mor. 259) were suggested to be read as 

Tolistobogioi; the Gazetai mentioned by Stephanos of Byzantium should not be understood as an ethnic 

but as a military unit, just as the Gaesates known from Polybius. While GABELKO advocated a broad 

source basis for his onomastic analyses, he very strongly leaned towards the linguistic approach of the 

Celtologist Alexander Falileyev (Aberystwyth), accepting as Celtic only what can be clearly identified 

as Celtic lexemes and morphemes. At least in some cases, this may be too narrow an approach, given 

that Galatian/Gaulish is known to us only in fragments and that languages tend to include foreign 

elements through intercultural contact. So at least in the case of the Tosiopoi, genealogical and historical 

aspects seem to speak against their identification with the Tolistobogioi, as was pointed out in the 

discussion. 

                                                           
2 S. Şahin/M. Adak: Stadiasmus Patarensis. Itinera Romana Provinciae Lyciae, Istanbul 2007. 
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THOMAS NELSON (Oxford) rehearsed and systematically compared the most famous expressions of 

victories won over Galatians by Hellenistic kings, such as the Callimachean Hymn to Delos, the Attalid 

Great Altar and Lucian’s Zeuxis which attests the ‘Elephant Victory’ of Antiochus I. Traces that seem to 

reveal distinctly orientalising motifs in the Seleucid tradition were contextualized within a long line of 

representations of eastern victories, presenting the Seleucid kings as the heirs of the Achaemenids. Such 

an affirmation of continuity can be paralleled elsewhere in Seleucid propaganda, and would suggest that 

the Ptolemaic vilification of the Seleucids as ‘new Persians’ was actually rooted in the Asian Kings’ 

own self-presentation. In fact, they had themselves depicted as the ideal blend of east and west.  

BRETT BARTLETT (Waterloo) offered a close reading of Livy’s account of the campaign of Cn. 

Manlius Vulso in 189 and of the ensuing controversy about his triumph. After pointing to several 

inconsistencies and even blunt contradictions, BARTLETT explained them with the multiple purposes 

underlying Livy’s narrative. The traditional theme of the fear-inspiring Galatians which served to 

enhance the glory of their defeater was gradually superseded by the consul’s (or rather the 

historiographer’s) caution that not those barbarians but rather Asia’s amoenitas, a contagio disciplinae 

morisque (Liv. 38.17.18), was the more dangerous threat to the Roman soldiers. This study has so far 

presented the most subtle analysis of the theme of the effeminate Gallograeci, and thereby exemplified 

the degree of flexibility that the ancient authors had in the construction, deconstruction and 

reconstruction of anti-Galatian stereotypes. 

ELIZABETH KOSMETATOU (Springfield, Ill.) revisited the Galatian victory of Philetaerus, the 

dedicatee of a honorific monument on Delos attested in the accompanying inscription IG XI2 1105. 

While this Pergamene dynast had previously been identified with either the founder of the Attalid 

dynasty or the brother of King Eumenes II, KOSMETATOU put forward compelling arguments against 

the assumption of a military defeat of the Celts by either member of the dynasty. In addition, 

palaeography suggests a date in the later 3rd century BC for the inscription. Philetaerus’ presumed 

victory could thus be evinced as a product of the Pergamene fiction that projected back Attalus I’s real 

successes against the Galatians, in order to legitimize his own power and relatively recently acquired 

royal title, as well as to create a foundation story for his dynasty. 

RYAN WALSH (Hamilton) discussed Plutarch’s descriptions of three Galatian women (mor. 257e-

258a): Chiomara, wife of King Ortiagon, who returned home from captivity with the head of her own 

violator; Camma, who poisoned herself in order to also kill the murderer of her husband; and Stratonice, 

who offered her maiden Electra to her royal husband to ensure him dynastic continuity without being 

repudiated herself. Although they crossed the ethical boundaries of Plutarch’s times, they are presented 

with much sympathy. Departing from the initial hypothesis that these barbarian females functioned as 

inverted role models for Hellenistic queens, WALSH specified that, rather than queenly virtues, 

illustration of philandria was at the heart of these stories: the transgression of gender-defined boundaries 

was justified since male relatives had fallen short of their moral obligations, thus urging women to act as 

substitutes.  

The second day assembled papers on the Roman province of Galatia. The first panel on Pessinous and 

Cybele had to be cut short, which is lamentable given the extent of most recent discoveries of the 

Melbourne Excavation Team directed by Gocha Tsetskhladze since 2009. Edward Dandrow (Central 

Florida) was supposed to talk about the Coinage of Pessinous in the High Empire, but severe weather 

conditions prevented him from arriving. Likewise deplorable is that Angelo Verlinde (Ghent) could not 

attend, but his monograph on the Roman Temple of Pessinous is now in press with Peeters Publisher, 

Leuven. Based on the first stratified analysis of pottery, combined with a stylistic analysis of the 

architectural decor, he now suggests a late Augustan (instead of a late Tiberian date) for the foremost 



4 
 

temple of Roman Pessinous, though maintaining the prevailing view that this sanctuary was a 

Sebasteion, ie. a temple for the God Sebastos (=Augustus).  

In contrast, ALTAY COŞKUN (Waterloo) preferred to ascribe the sanctuary to Cybele. This 

identification was part of his broader argument on the Imperial cult. Scholars tend to be divided on the 

question if the cult of the Roman emperor was always, sometimes or never shaped as a mystery cult. 

COŞKUN followed the recent observations by Philip Harland (2003) who highlighted that Theos 

Sebastos was frequently associated with the rites of the mystic circles in Ephesus. But while Harland 

insisted in the private character of those communities, it was demonstrated that the evidence from 

Galatia points into the opposite direction. A better understanding of the diverse evidence was 

approached by emphasizing how the imperial cult permeated the religious and political landscapes: the 

most effective paths of spreading the emperor’s cult was not constructing new temples, but including his 

statue into existing sanctuaries, into which he was received as a temple-sharing god (synnaos theos). 

Based on the epigraphic evidence, it was shown that the Imperial cult had been established in Ancyra in 

5 BC, the main cult statue was dedicated in 1 BC, a branch of the cult was established in Pessinous by 

sending over a copy of the statue in AD 8, with not yet any indication of mystic elements. These only 

appear when the cult organization was expanded and redesigned as a koinon cult under Nero. Mystery 

elements attested in the Imperial cult of Galatia can thus be traced back to its close connection with the 

cult of Pessinountian Cybele. 

FELIX JOHN (Kiel) started his paper on Paul’s Galatians by resuming the old question of the 

addressees: were they the descendants of the Celts who had settled in the region of Ancyra or rather the 

Roman, Hellenistic or Phrygian inhabitants of Antioch near Pisidia in the south of the province? Opting 

for the latter interpretation (mainly based on lexicographical and biographical arguments), he tried to 

establish the Lebenswelt of the recipients of the letter, convincingly ruling out the hidden persistence of 

either Phrygian or ruler cults as Paul’s main concern. Nor do we have to reckon with a Jewish 

community in Antioch, but rather with Judaizing missionaries. In the ensuing discussion, it was pointed 

out that a compelling decision on the addressees has not yet been made: the Anglophone south-Galatian 

hypothesis promoted by William Ramsey is deeply rooted in anti-Galatian bias that denied urban life in 

Ancyra before the 2nd century AD; in contrast, the north-Galatian hypothesis, prevalent in German 

scholarship at least until recently, was no less prejudiced in that it took for granted sustained 

urbanization efforts as early as under Augustus. Recent archaeological and epigraphic work allows us to 

reconstruct the histories of Ancyra (and Pessinous!) in much more detail, information that has yet to 

inform the debates on Paul’s Galatians. 

AITOR BLANCO PEREZ (Oxford/Princeton) presented a case study on the multicultural colony of 

Antioch near Pisidia and its sanctuary of Mên Askaenos. Based on repeated attestations of the verb 

*tekmoreuein in the context of that sanctuary as well as of Xenoi Tekmoreoi, he tried to reconstruct a 

continuity of Phrygian cultic activities well into the 3rd century AD. This interpretation was 

contextualized among further local substrata shining through the epigraphic record of the High Empire.  

CHRISTIAN WALLNER (Graz/Klagenfurt)  gave an overview of the Galatian city of Tavium and the 

surveys conducted there by the Tavium International Research Project under the direction of Karl 

Strobel and Christian Gerber (1997-2009). The focus was on the epigraphic material, predominantly 

early Byzantine tomb inscriptions, though the chronological imbalance is due to the fact that the high 

imperial and Hellenistic layers have not yet been excavated. An epigraphic corpus is in preparation by 

Strobel. On the basis of four examples, aspects of the history of Tavium were showcased. Most 

interesting were two inscriptions that allow us to reconstruct the Trocmian family of Gutumaros, his son 

Bellon and grandsons Grimitalos and Andromachos, evidence that sparked a most stimulating discussion 

on intercultural onomastics in Galatia. 
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WOJCIECH SOWA (Cracow) presented a systematic analysis of the Galatian language – seemingly, a 

fourth version of “Galatische Sprachreste”, following Leo Weisgerber, who first collected and classified 

the material; Karlhorst Schmidt, who presented a morphological typology of the evidence; Philip 

Freeman, whose collection added source-references.3 SOWAs study, however, is the first that is truly 

intercultural in that it gives due consideration of the multifarious linguistic context: the Old Anatolian 

languages (Hittite, Luwian), Phrygian, Greek and Latin, all of which impacted not only on the Celtic-

speaking inhabitants of central Anatolia, but also on the way Galatian names were transliterated, esp. in 

Greek and Roman inscriptions. He pointed out the risks of deciding for one specific language over 

another when etymologizing names; e.g., Vindia, the settlement that superseded Gordium in Roman 

times, can be read as either Anatolian or Celtic. In the ensuing discussion it was emphasized that such 

ambiguity was sufficiently widespread to claim deliberate re-interpretations (folk-etymology) – typical 

of the appropriations of space in intercultural contexts. 

Finally, ERGÜN LAFLI (Izmir) presented the results of recent surveys that a team from Selçuk 

University conducted around Kulu and Ilgın located in-between Ancyra and Konya. The evidence 

produced – various reliefs and architectural fragments as well as a few inscriptions – fit the mix of 

Anatolian, Phrygian and Greco-Roman traditions to be expected from the area, while specifically 

Galatian names or Latene objects have not yet been attested. Also the dates of the evidence, ranging 

from the 2nd to the 7th centuries AD, reflect the well-known urbanizing dynamism visible throughout the 

Roman Empire since the 1st century AD, being also in line with the continuation of polis life until the 

Arabic invasions of the 7th and 8th centuries. More specific information can only be gained from 

systematic excavations which are still comparatively rare in central Anatolia. 

The workshop has clearly succeeded in showcasing the breadth of current research as to the landscape of 

Galatia and the chronological limits of Galatian History from the early Hellenistic to the early Byzantine 

periods, but also in respect of the diverse career stages and countries of origin of the researchers. The 

substantial progress made in recent years is owing to some important excavations (those of Gordium, 

Ancyra and Germia have unfortunately not been covered adequately at the workshop), more field 

surveys (such as in Tavium or the Konya province), the publication of epigraphic and numismatic 

corpora (or at least the preparation of such, with several preliminary publications on the way), though 

perhaps most of all due to the several attempts at reconceptualizing afresh who the Galatians or the 

inhabitants of Galatia were and how they interacted politically, socially and culturally with their 

heterogeneous environment. Last not least, it was shown repeatedly that the study of the broader 

Hellenistic and Roman contexts not only supports the interpretation of the still lacunose evidence, but 

that the available evidence for the Galatians or from the Galatian soil has much to offer to enhance our 

understanding of the conditions under which royal and imperial rules were established, legitimized, 

challenged and redefined – and this is true not only for the Monumentum Ancyranum of the Res Gestae 

Divi Augusti. The publication of the proceedings within the next two years is already in preparation. 

 

Workshop overview: 

William Burghart (Maryland): When Gauls Attack: an Examination of the Impact of the Galatian 

Kingdoms on the International Affairs of Hellenistic Asia Minor 

Adrian Dumitru (Bucharest/Cincinnati): The Galatians and the Seleucid Army 

                                                           
3 J.L. Weisgerber: Galatische Sprachreste, in R.W.O. Helm (ed.): Natalicium. Johannes Geffken zum 70. Geburtstag, 

Heidelberg 1931, 151-75; K. Schmidt: „Galatische Sprachreste“, in: E. Schwertheim (ed.): Forschungen in Galatien, Bonn 

1994, 15-28; Ph. Freeman: The Galatian Language, Lewiston/NY 2001. 
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Konstantin Boshnakov (Toronto): ‘Cognitive Map’ and ‘Spatial Syntax’ of the Celtic Raids on the 

Eastern Mediterranean (3rd-2nd Centuries BC) 

Mustafa Adak (Antalya): Reading the Landscape: Environmental Archaeology in Southern Anatolia 

Oleg Gabelko (Moscow): ‘Pseudo-Galatians’ and ‘Pseudo-Galatia’ in the Ancient Sources 

Thomas Nelson (Oxford): Ideologies of Galatian Victories – a Comparative Approach  

Brett Bartlett (Waterloo): Gallograeci, Cn. Manlius Vulso, and Livy’s Sources: Examples of 

Degeneration 

Elizabeth Kosmetatou (Springfield, Ill.): The Eunuch Philetairos: Galatian-Slayer and Pergamene 

Founding Father 

Ryan Walsh (Hamilton): Representation of Galatian Royal Women  

Felix John (Kiel): The Letter to the Galatians and its Context  

Aitor Blanco Perez (Oxford/Princeton): *Tεκμορευειν and the Phrygian Substratum of Roman Galatia in 

the High Imperial Period  

Altay Coşkun (Waterloo): Mystery Aspects of the Imperial Cult in Galatia 

Christian Wallner (Graz/Klagenfurt): Inscriptions of the Tavium Area  

Wojciech Sowa (Cracow): Linguistic and Cross-Cultural Relations in and around Galatia (3rd Century 

BCE – 3rd Century CE). 

Ergün Laflı (Izmir): Recent Studies on Kulu and Ilgın in Galatia 

 


