How and why did the Galatians influence power dynamics of the ruling bodies in the Hellenistic World?
When Alexander the Great died in 323 BC he left a vast empire from Macedonia to the far flung east of Bactria and when he did not elect to name a successor various generals that were in his army made political manoeuvres to claim various pieces of land of his empire and each formed their own dynasty to each purport to maintain Alexander’s legacy. But as is normally the case when several powerful empires border one another, conflict was inevitable and the need for soldiers obvious. This was not helped by the fact that the Galatians began to invade from the north and started to burn and pillage the kingdom of Macedon and very nearly sacked Delphi, this new threat undeniably had the Hellenic world extremely fearful especially when Ptolemy Ceranus was killed in Macedonia. This clearly shows just how much the Galatians could change the power dynamics of the Hellenistic world often inadvertently or otherwise and for a number reasons such as the fact that they threatened Hellenic land and were in opposition to many Hellenic kings in their desire for land to loot and then settle. Even in defeat they became a part of Hellenic propaganda, such as with Attalus I, then later when the need for troops arose as the multiple successor kingdoms began to make war upon one another they became important mercenaries. Therefore they were present in multiple battles across the Hellenic world such as Raphia and Harpasus. Therefore this paper will effectively argue that because the Galatians were involved in multiple important events that they were massively influential for a vast number of reasons. Since they helped change the balance of power on more than one occasion, they were far more influential in power dynamics than ancient historians like Pausanias make out. Therefore, this paper will consider interactions with the Hellenistic World both positive and negative, such as the interaction that Antiochus I had in supposedly defeating them with an army of elephants.[footnoteRef:1] Ptolemy II’s use of them as mercenaries and then leaving them on an Island somewhere in the Mediterranean,[footnoteRef:2] and Attalus I of Pergamum, defeating the Galatian tribes who had come to pilfer their rich lands at the battle of the Caecus river,[footnoteRef:3] to show how they influenced the cultures they encountered insofar as the power dynamics of the ruling bodies are concerned [1:  Luc. 2.94]  [2:  Hinds 2009. 38]  [3:  Paus. 10. 5. 3] 

On the nature of who exactly the Galatians were a vast collective of differing tribes all originating from Dacia and the Balkan region, under the leadership of multiple Tetrarchs with Brennus leading the army that invaded Greece and the army that raided Macedon being led by Bolgius.[footnoteRef:4] Whether by being mercenaries or by conjointly raiding the lands around them, the Galatian tribes, which mainly included the the Tectosages, the Trocmii, and the Tolistobogii,[footnoteRef:5] had a huge influence on not only Hellenic dynasties but on their very culture itself, in much the same way that Hellenic culture would come to influence the Galatians whom would later settle and become more Hellenised in the late Second Century BC.[footnoteRef:6]  In the third century BC the Galatians ravaged vast parts of Greece and Thessaly before eventually retreating north and crossing the Hellespont, eventually settling in Anatolia in the centre of modern day Turkey.[footnoteRef:7] Once there, they had numerous encounters with various factions around the Hellenistic world, in particular Pergamum,[footnoteRef:8] The Seleucid Empire[footnoteRef:9] and the Ptolemaic Empire.[footnoteRef:10] Since the Galatians were essentially a loose confederation of tribes the warriors, they often did not stay in one place for long, thus they would either raid nearby territory[footnoteRef:11] or end up serving as mercenaries in many armies,[footnoteRef:12] particularly in service to the Ptolemaic family.[footnoteRef:13]  [4:  Paus. 10. 19-23]  [5:  Rankin. 1996. 15]  [6:  Heinen. 1984. 425]  [7:  Stra. 12. 3]  [8:  Paus. 10. 15. 3]  [9:  Luc. 2. 94]  [10:  Paus. 10. 12. 5]  [11:  Paus. 10. 15. 3]  [12:  Rankin. 1993. 15]  [13:  Fischer-Bovet. 2014. 139] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Even before the Galatian tribes had settled in Anatolia they were a huge threat to Hellenic Macedonia perhaps even more so as a large number of invading Gauls had invaded through Thrace and were threatening the territory of then successor Lysimachus of Macedonia. During this time frame Ptolemy Keranus was there after being disinherited from the Ptolemaic throne as his half-brother was chosen instead and was attempting to secure the loyalty of the Macedonian court to back his claim to the Macedonian throne through his half-sister turned wife Arsinoe II (whom was Queen of Macedonia). During the time period of roughly 280 BC to 279 BC, the Galatian tribes had been raiding and pillaging the territory of Lysimachus and were very successful in doing so. So much so, that the Galatian tribes managed to capture Ptolemy Ceranus and had him immediately executed (or killed in battle)[footnoteRef:14] which clearly had a huge impact on the balance of power in the Hellenistic world, as it meant that the Macedonian court had lost its King.[footnoteRef:15] Thus any hope of unity or reconciliation between Ptolemaic Egypt and Macedon was squandered.[footnoteRef:16]  This meant that it lost a significant part of its influence in the area around Macedon, as Ptolemy was their main source of political influence in the region and with his loss the balance of power in the Hellenistic world was greatly turned. As other factions such as and the Seleucid Empire were most definitely able to capitalise on this development. For example, the recent adherent to the Seleucid throne Antiochos I was able to focus on quelling revolts in Syria and both the Ptolemaic and Antigonid factions were hugely weakened by the constant harassment of Macedonia and Thrace. This provides clear evidence of the Galatians, inadvertently or not, having a tremendous impact on the Hellenistic East, as the death of Ptolemy Keranus greatly weakened Ptolemaic influence in the Macedonian sector and allowed in other factions, such as the Bithynians and rival successor Antigonus Gonatas, the former being the ones to invite the Galatians in the first place,[footnoteRef:17] in order to consolidate their position whilst the Galatians distracted the Hellenistic successor kingdoms surrounding them.[footnoteRef:18] This evidence therefore goes quite some way toward illustrating how the Galatians had such a huge influence on the Hellenistic world and its ruling bodies; more so than Hellenistic historians such as Pausanias makes out.  [14:  Holbl. 2001. 36]  [15:  Holbl. 2001. 24]  [16:  Tunny. 2000. 86]  [17:  Rankin. 1996. 30]  [18:  Haywood. 2014. 31] 

 Another more negative way in which the Galatians impacted on Hellenic ruling bodies is that because of the Galatians lack of a homeland worthy of settlement, they would regularly undertake raids into areas surrounding their area of settlement in Ancyra, such as Lyria. The raiding and pillaging of surrounding Greek poleis was so prevalent that Antiochos I of the Seleucid empire had to send an army that supposedly consisted of Elephants and wiped them out. The fact that Antiochos felt the need to meet the Galatians supposedly with Elephants, which in a war scenario were incredibly difficult to maintain and not particularly effective in battle as many battles throughout history show. Therefore the fact that the Antiochos Soter felt the need to send in elephants which were an expensive part of a trade deal his father made with Indian King Chandragupta just to deal with the Galatians shows just how much of a threat the Galatians truly were in terms of how much damage they were causing despite the fact the Galatian tribes were not united at all, as collectively the three major tribes; the Tectosages, the Trocmii and the Tolistobogii could raise roughly 30,000 men each major tribe possessing roughly 10,000 warriors.[footnoteRef:19] These numbers do go a considerable length toward highlighting just how powerful and numerous the Galatians could be and of how much damage they could do, with multiple villages and unprotected towns left completely sacked and burned. It is therefore no wonder that both Antiochos and Attalus took on the name of Soter ‘savior’. As the Hellenic people clearly initially viewed the Galatians as uncivilized barbarians killing and pillaging wherever they went, it was this view that inspired so much fear from multiple Hellenic factions and also why Hellenic victories are as greatly exaggerated. As many in the Hellenic world would almost certainly perceived the Galatians as a threat to their very existence and their way of life: some even viewed them as a curse from the Gods. This level of fear can perhaps go some way toward explaining why the Galatians were as feared as they were and why Hellenic factions were so keen to turn the Galatians wrath on others rather than themselves, this reputation of fear then is chief among the reasons why Hellenic ruling bodies eagerly wanted to have Galatians on their side rather than fighting against them. Thus they inadvertently affected a vast number of Hellenic royal bodies.  [19:  Rankin. 1996. 188] 

[bookmark: _gjdgxs]Barbatani notes that the Galatians had a great reputation as warrior fighters,[footnoteRef:20] perhaps an idea that was spread by the depictions of them from contemporary scholarship such as Diodorus Siculus whom writes of them  [20:  Barbatani. 2004. 171] 

‘The Gauls are tall of body, with rippling muscles, and white of skin, and their hair is blond, and not only naturally so, but they also make it their practice by artificial means to increase the distinguishing colour which nature has given it.’[footnoteRef:21] [21:  Diod. 5. 28] 

This notion of the Galatians being strong in muscle might only have helped to promote the idea of the Galatian tribesmen being strong as warriors; after all they were responsible for nearly sacking Delphi and of raiding Bithynia and Pergamum.[footnoteRef:22] Thus, as a result of this apparent strength in skill of arms, they were often hired as mercenaries to be utilised as skilled hand-to-hand fighters, or in the case of Ptolemy II’s attempt to deal with a revolt at Cyrene, an entire army of roughly four thousand men which as Pausanias notes were very successful.[footnoteRef:23] The main thesis presented here, is that because of the Galatian's reputation as strong fearsome warriors they were hired as mercenaries and thus influenced the power struggle between the Seleucids and the Ptolemies. [22:  Kosmetatou. 2003. 171]  [23:  Paus. 1. 7. 2] 

A problem with this account is that Mitchell identifies is that the only sources we have on the Galatians are Hellenistic,[footnoteRef:24] meaning that accounts of their reliability in battle are most definitely skewed and, perhaps unsurprisingly, no accounts exist of the Galatians actually holding the field in victory against any Hellenistic force. Therefore, in order to gauge just how ferocious Galatian tribesmen could be in a fight, one must examine how greatly the victories of Hellenic factions are emphasised, as the greater they are focused on, massively implies that they were a conceivable threat to Hellenic sovereignty. For example, historian Pausanias, in his description of Brennus’ defeat at Delphi remarks on the ‘greatest of all deeds performed by the Greeks’[footnoteRef:25]. Also, interestingly, an inscription made to celebrate the victory over Brennus at Delphi, describes how the Celtic invasion had angered the gods and that they had intervened in the fight, blessing the Greeks with victory[footnoteRef:26]. What is clear from both the inscription and the quotation from geographer Pausanias is that Brennus’ army clearly was a threat and thus formidable, as the Delphians had to rely on the supposed divine intervention of Apollo and Zeus to hold off the Celtic horde. Therefore, this highlights the fact that because of the very serious threat Brennus posed to Greece in 279 BC, it thus reaffirms the notion that although they are not viewed well by ancient historiography, the Galatians were indeed capable of posing a significant threat to a vast majority of the Hellenistic world, purely based on how greatly exaggerated the descriptions of their victories were. [24:  Mitchell. 2003. 280]  [25:  Paus. 10. 12. 5]  [26:  SIG. 398. BD 17] 

One of the issues with making any assertions on the strength or impact of Galatian influence on the Hellenic world is that all ancient sources on the Galatians are either Hellenic or Roman in background. Therefore they naturally only talk about the Galatians from a Hellenic or Roman perspective. Thus making the nature of Galatian influence fairly difficult to ascertain. However, what we can accurately gauge is what the Hellenic faction’s attitudes towards them were and judging by the reception they get it appears to be one of respect and fear. A particularly avid description of the Galatians comes from Diodorus Siculus: 
‘This same Apollodorus, having recruited some Gauls, furnished them too with arms, and, when he had conferred gifts upon them, found them loyal guardsmen and convenient tools, because of their cruelty, to execute his punishments.’[footnoteRef:27] [27:  Diod. 22. 5] 

The description of the Gauls as ‘cruel’ clearly highlights what the general perception of the Galatians was in the Hellenistic world, that they were a force of wanton destruction and incredibly uncivilized and more interestingly that they could be bought out with money, this fact is generally indicative of the fact that there was generally a negative interpretation of the Galatians as they are perceived, mostly in the early period when they had just settled in Anatolia, as disloyal and only interested in the pursuit of money and in having cities to burn. Though it is important to note, that as Diodorus Siculus is a late first century AD Roman writer, [footnoteRef:28] the sources he uses would likely have been writing similarly to poet Callimachus whom wrote of the Galatians that they were ‘evil’ and ‘foolish’,[footnoteRef:29] therefore this does raise a question as to the legitimacy of his sources.[footnoteRef:30] Inasmuch as the sources that Diodorus was using in his writing are from those of Hellenic writers whom have since been who write rather negatively about the Galatians and likely would have greatly exaggerated every Greek victory over the Galatians and Pausanias even refers to them as being driven solely by a desire to ‘loot and rape’ the world.[footnoteRef:31] There is little doubt then as to what the Hellenic view initially was of the Galatians. However, one has little reason to doubt this view since the destruction of cities is a fact that cannot really be disputed.[footnoteRef:32] Thus, the depiction of the Galatians as desiring to destroy cities is justified. However it does not go into the detail as to why the Galatians did this, therefore this entails a weakness in the historiography,[footnoteRef:33] as we do not get an understanding of the Galatians motivations as to why they raided Hellenic land.[footnoteRef:34] Therefore taking into account the fact of this weakness, it thus hinders the question as to why the Galatians acted in this way, as the only sources we have on this are basic and essentially amounted to the fact that they either wanted to bring about the destruction of the civilized world when they first invaded,[footnoteRef:35] however the reality is that they simply wanted to find new land after having lost their homeland to internal fighting.[footnoteRef:36] [28:  Sacks. 2014. 48]  [29:  Call. Del. 1. 174]  [30:  Sacks. 2014. 151]  [31:  Paus. 1. 7. 2]  [32:  Rankin. 1996. 50]  [33:  Sacks. 2014. 48]  [34:  Beek. 2015. 24.]  [35:  Paus. 1. 7.2]  [36:  Rankin. 1996. 40.] 

[bookmark: _30j0zll]As soon as Pergamum declared itself an independent kingdom state, it immediately became a target for Galatian raids, desperate for new fertile land and access to the sea.[footnoteRef:37] It took Attalus an army drawn from the various poleis along the coastline of Anatolia to defeat them at the Caecus River.[footnoteRef:38] What is significant is that this victory for Attalus became an instrumental part in his propaganda as he proclaimed himself Soter, meaning saviour of the Greek world as he would later commission a statue, the Dying Gaul to immortalise the image of the defeated Galatian.[footnoteRef:39] The objective behind the Dying Gaul was to show that those of Hellenic culture were far stronger than those of the Celtic Galatian, even though the Galatian was incredibly muscular and strong, to see him knelt down in defeat, it is clear what the intent of Attalid propaganda was: to show that they had bested what was a formidable enemy in the Galatians. Therefore, this clearly exemplifies just how much of a threat the Galatians were to the Hellenic world and in so far as Hellenic artists were willing to celebrate the fact that they managed to beat the Galatians, it clearly exemplifies their importance to Hellenic power dynamics, as Attalus’ victory clearly shows just how, even in defeat, the Galatians changed the power dynamic.  [37:  Allen. 1983. 136]  [38:  Strabo. 13. 4. 2]  [39:  Howard. 1983 1] 

[bookmark: _1fob9te]However, simply because Attalid propaganda portrays the Galatians as defeated, it does not mean that their fearsome reputation was in any way damaged. The willingness of Hellenic kingdoms to show the Galatians defeated in iconography and propaganda, especially Pergamum in icons like the Dying Gaul,[footnoteRef:40] is instrumental in showcasing just how much of a threat the Galatians were and thus they saw the potential for them to fight on their side as their ferocity in battle was proven[footnoteRef:41]. For example, the Attalid kingdom invited an entire tribe to settle on their land in exchange for serving in their military.[footnoteRef:42] Much later on, the Ptolemies would use Galatians in their royal guard,[footnoteRef:43] which further reinforces their skill at arms. One the example of the Attalid dynasty, the Pergamene court at the time was surrounded by powerful enemies, with Macedon to the west and the Seleucid empire to the east, therefore the need for manpower was obvious and manpower that was also stronger than the standard citizen hoplites that Pergamum could call upon prior to this.[footnoteRef:44] Therefore, naturally, the Galatian tribe of the Aigosages were the perfect fit for this task, as not only did it give Pergamum much needed manpower but it also discouraged raids from the Anatolian Galatians, as they were culturally similar and had a similar belief system.[footnoteRef:45]  [40:  Howard. 1983 1]  [41:  Xie. 2016. 1]  [42:  Getzel. 1995. 145]  [43:  Fischer-Bovet. 2014. 5]  [44:  Allen. 1987. 17]  [45:  Rankin. 1995. 10] 

[bookmark: _gv34e6k7rzda]Another way in which the Galatians influenced the power dynamics of Hellenic ruling bodies, is when by being defeated they inadvertently helped fuel the Seleucid Empire’s propaganda with regards to Antiochus I in a battle whose only source is a satirical writer by the name of Lucian. In his description Lucian compares Antiochus’ deeds on the field of battle similar to the way Zeusix admires a painting of a centaur. Clearly this is very much propaganda aimed at enhancing Antiochus’ image of a saviour, as he too had taken on the name Soter, however there is one description that stands out as it suggests that the mere presence of Elephants was enough to put the Galatians to flight, it reads;
‘Neither the Galatians nor their horses had ever seen an elephant, and they were so taken aback by the strange sight that, long before the beasts came to close quarters, the mere sound of their trumpeting, the sight of their gleaming tusks relieved against dark bodies, and minatory waving trunks, was enough’[footnoteRef:46] [46:  Luc. 2. 94] 

This is interesting as it leads to a debate amongst historians as to whether or not this is either propaganda intended in support of Antiochus and Lucian is satirising it or an actual descriptor of events. Nevertheless, it remains exemplary of the kind of propaganda the Seleucid’s would want to spread, as a significant portion of Antiochus’ coinage depicts that of an elephant,[footnoteRef:47] a continuation of the coinage under Seleucus.[footnoteRef:48]  However, historians such as Bar-Kochva state that there is actually no particular reason to doubt whether the events that occurred were untrue,[footnoteRef:49] as he suggests that this battle would have been common knowledge. However he does admit that most of what Lucian writes is purely rhetoric, as there is not even any evidence on the Galatians campaign apart from this.[footnoteRef:50] Therefore all we can gauge from Lucian, is that Antiochus I used the ‘Elephant Battle’ as propaganda to enhance his reputation which remains a perfect example of how the Galatians played a key role in Hellenistic power struggles, as their defeat clearly played a key role in Antiochus I reputation, thus simply by being an ever-present threat the Galatians remained hugely influential. [47:  Sherwin-White. Kuhrt. (1993) 53]  [48:  Sherwin-White. Kuhrt. (1993) 53]  [49:  Bar-Kochva. (2002). 502]  [50:  Bar-Kochva. (2002). 502] 

There is also evidence that after the Battle of the Caecus River, the Attalid king Eumenes I saw the need for troops that could fight in the more broken melee style of fighting, as well as those that fought in a hoplite formation.[footnoteRef:51] Galatian mercenaries also proved an incredibly useful scouting force for any Hellenic faction as they were fast moving and nimble,[footnoteRef:52] all of these were important reasons why the Galatians were used by multiple Hellenic factions and in a way helped not just to weaken their ruling bodies but also to preserve their interests, by performing tasks a citizen army that Pergamum possessed simply could not do adequately, such as scouting, ambushing and shock charges. They not only gave any Hellenic army a vital new compartment which could fight well in an open melee, but could also provide security as a garrison force should they be well paid, as they were later employed to a great deal in Plotemaic Egypt.[footnoteRef:53] Therefore, the versatility and usefulness of the Galatians cannot be overstated for the Hellenic ruling bodies as they clearly helped maintain their positions. [51:  Mitchell. 1996. 71]  [52:  Mitchell. 1996. 71]  [53:  Fischer-Bovet. 2014. 5] 


Furthermore, once the Galatians had settled in Anatolia (an area which was mainly desert with occasional forests[footnoteRef:54]) and had started to be used as mercenaries all over the Hellenic world, there is clear evidence of the Galatian mercenaries whom had come to live in provinces such as Egypt had begun to learn Greek, as an inscription on the temple of Seti I reads ‘Of the Galatians, we Thoas, Callistratos, Acannon, Apollonius, came, and a fox was caught here’[footnoteRef:55] this is clear evidence of the Galatians learning Greek, albeit at a basic level, therefore reinforcing the notion that they became integrated into Hellenic culture and society and furthermore once they began to incorporate Greek custom and the Greeks Celtic, they could far more greatly influence Hellenic ruling power bodies by playing an integral role in society. An example which gives evidence to this idea, would be the fact that they would later adopt Macedonian coinage almost certainly as a result of the raiding and looting of Macedonian treasuries and later as a means of payment for Mercenary work. Historian Hubert notes that the Galatians had access to a vast amount of Hellenic coinage and that they had managed to potentially produce some of their own coinage with Greco-Celtic imagery,[footnoteRef:56] as one such coin depicts Zeus on one side and a Celtic horse on the other[footnoteRef:57]. This is therefore clear evidence of what historian Momigliano suggests is known as ‘Hellenization’ in which Hellenic culture is embedded into other cultures,[footnoteRef:58] it was particularly prevalent during the time period of Alexander the Great when he declared himself an incarnation of and Zeus in Egypt.[footnoteRef:59] However it is clear that with regards to the Galatians that it is not ‘Hellenisation’ in the traditional sense of it being forced upon them, but rather that they themselves integrated Hellenic practice to ensure they would be seen as more employable as mercenaries and that they would be less likely to be seen as an alien force,[footnoteRef:60] of which they initially were what with stories of human sacrifice being prevalent. In turn for integrating Hellenic culture and values, it allowed the Galatians opportunity to have a vast impact on Hellenic ruling bodies, by spreading their culture in various Hellenic factions and being in their armies. [54:  Metzger. 1969. 1]  [55:  Dittenberger. OGIS 757]  [56:  Hubert. 1934. 65]  [57:  Hubert. 1934. 65]  [58:  Momigliano. 1971. 61]  [59:  Arrian 14. 7]  [60:  Momigliano. 1971. 61] 

	 
One problem that Hellenic factions often found with Galatian mercenaries was that their loyalty was by no means secure.[footnoteRef:61] A key example showcasing this would be the revolt of the Galatian mercenaries that were hired by Ptolemy II to retake Cyrene,[footnoteRef:62] which had revolted and sided with Ptolemy’s brother Magas the problem being that once the Galatians had achieved their objectives they were oft stuck in a foreign land with nowhere to go and with no set homeland to go and with the example of the Galatians that fought on the side of Ptolemy II this was especially true as once they had secured Cyrene they naturally took to raiding as the arid conditions of Northern Africa were not exactly suited for them, thus making it unlikely that they were ever going to settle there.[footnoteRef:63] This therefore caused a significant problem as trying to suppress the Galatian revolt by force would, as Mitchell, notes, would be an expensive endeavour but then again as would be trying to simply pay off the Galatians,[footnoteRef:64] as Ptolemy had just used vast amounts of expenditure on trying to suppressing the revolt of Magas and on paying to Galatians in the first place.[footnoteRef:65] Therefore this is indicative of one major problem with using Galatian mercenaries in war in that their loyalty could not easily be kept as there is one thing the Galatians desire which is a decent place to settle,[footnoteRef:66] and when Ptolemy failed in this endeavour the Galatians naturally revolted. This therefore has a unique adverse effect on the Ptolemaic Hellenic faction, as it is clear that they were most definitely a perceived threat to Ptolemaic territory,[footnoteRef:67] with goes some way to explain Ptolemy IIs actions in betraying the Galatians and leaving them stranded on an Island somewhere in the Mediterranean.[footnoteRef:68] Though it is important to note that this evidence is exemplary of the power and fear the Galatians wielded that it caused great deals of stress for multiple Hellenic factions not least Lysimachus’ Macedon[footnoteRef:69] and Ptolemaic Egypt. [footnoteRef:70]This therefore links back to the original idea that because of their strength, power and cultural aversion the Galatians had a huge impact on the Hellenistic world, one that simply cannot be ignored. [61:  Beek. 2015. 24]  [62:  Paus. 1. 7.1]  [63:  Hazzard. 2000. 106]  [64:  Mitchell. 1996. ]  [65:  Paus. 1. 7. 1]  [66:  Taylor. 2013. 50]  [67:  Hazzard. 2000. 107]  [68:  Rankin. 1996. 100]  [69:  Rankin. 1996. 14. ]  [70:  Rankin. 1996. 14] 

Another key element to the Galatians was that their skill in open battle was utilized to great effect by all Hellenic factions as they served a unique role in serving any Hellenic army, as they were skilled in open and frantic combat and were fast moving and had much greater manoeuvrability than any type of Hellenic pike unit and if they could get at the vulnerable flank of a phalanx then the phalanx stood very little chance of surviving unless it was immediately supported. Therefore this speed and versatility made the Galatians excellent in a battle scenario one notable would be the battle of Raphia where Galatian troops acted alongside the Greek mercenaries led by Phoxidas.[footnoteRef:71] This is therefore exemplary of the fact that Galatian troops were incredibly useful as Polybius notes the mercenaries completely annihilated the left flank of Antiochus III’s Seleucid empire,[footnoteRef:72] therefore in battle the Galatians could easily sway the balance of power for the Hellenistic world and their actions in doing so should not be understated. Furthermore Historian Freeman notes that Galatians eventually grew into a warrior culture with tales of ancestor’s deeds being a strong motivator.[footnoteRef:73] Using examples such as Raphia this warrior cult grew in size to the point where much later in the Roman period Justin notes: ‘no Eastern king would fight a war without Galatian mercenaries’.[footnoteRef:74] [71:  Poly. Hist. 85. 5]  [72:  Poly. Hist. 84. 6]  [73:  Freeman. 2006. 46]  [74:  Just. Epi. 25.2] 

In summation, it is clear from the evidence assembled here, that the Galatians tribes of the Tectosages, Tolistobogii and the Trocmii played a significant role in influencing power dynamics in the Hellenistic world, from initially being a horde in search of land to incredibly respected mercenaries in the later Ptolemaic Empire. Whether they were being defeated in battle or killing family members of the Hellenic dynasties, simply by existing the Galatians played a key role in major events and although historiography perhaps does not cover them as much, it is clear that the Galatians played a role in vast numbers of key events often with their defeat being part of Hellenic propaganda. They were also instrumental in shaping the Hellenistic world culturally as both their language and culture intermingled with that of Hellenic culture. As even in defeat they helped shift power dynamics, it is thus for these very reasons that the Galatians are clearly vital in the power dynamics of Hellenic power dynamics. 
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