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Action: attempting to negotiate a trade deal with Rhodes, after they declared a ceasefire with Macedon.
Historical precedent for this move: Rhodes and Pergamon have historically been allies[footnoteRef:1] and it would only be logical for us to negotiate more trade deals and to potentially secure their alliance against the Seleucids. [1:  Rostovstzeff 1941 658] 

Evidence and real-life comparison: Polybius makes references to trade deals with Rhodes that entail the gifting of 100,000 medimnoi of grain as a gift to Pergamon.[footnoteRef:2] Also, it is realistically reasonable that the Macedonians are allied with the Rhodians. With Macedonian king Demetrios I of Macedon giving a gift of 200,000 medimnoi of wheat and 100,000 medimnoi of barley to the Rhodians it is not unreasonable to presume that Rhodes could turn to the side of the Macedonians, as they have done now. Perhaps because of this evidence, we as Pergamon, should have been prepared for such an eventuality and been more forward in our negotiations with Rhodes. [2:  Poly. 31.3-1] 

Effect of this decision: Negotiations took an unwelcome turn, as Macedon clearly presented more favourable and beneficial terms to Rhodes; our alliance with them may have been squandered.

[bookmark: _Hlk512250101]Action: Negotiating a potential alliance with Pontus.
Historical Precedent for the move: Pergamon did indeed move to try and form an anti-Seleucid league and although this ultimately failed in reality, it is still worth an attempt at doing this.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Allen 1983 58] 

Evidence and real-life comparison: Whilst there is no direct reference to Pontus and Pergamon negotiating directly, it is not unreasonable to suppose that potential alliances are possible. After all, the forty thousand strong Seleucid army that began to march through Asia minor clearly threatened all factions on the Anatolian coastline including those that would normally be hostile to us; like Bithynia (as they are a Macedonian satrapy) who could potentially ally with us in an anti-Seleucid league should the circumstances arise.  Moreover, there is evidence that such a thing exists, for example Allen talks about how Pergamon attempted to form alliances with Bithynia to secure the Anatolian coastline, so it is clearly possible for such a thing to occur.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Hansen. 1947. 52] 

Effect of this action: Pontus remained fairly indifferent to us, most likely because the Seleucids are not threatening them directly as of yet.

Action: Marrying Berenice the younger, sister of Ptolemy IV, securing a marriage alliance between Egypt and Pergamon. 
Historical Precedent for the move: show evidence of historic marriage between cultures to provide allegiances 
Evidence and real-life comparison: Inter-marrying between the Pergamese royal family and the Ptolemaic court is a move no doubt intended to maintain an alliance and thus increase Ptolemy’s influence in Asia Minor. This move is similar to how the real life Seleucid King Antiochus VIII Epiphanes married Cleopatra Selene I of Egypt in order to gain influence over Egypt in 103 BC,[footnoteRef:5] this also served the same purpose of creating an alliance that meant that courts could influence the other, as during that time, Antiochus VIII of Syria was fighting a civil war against his brother Antiochus IX whilst also strengthening her position against her recently divorced husband in Ptolemy IX.  This clearly is the inspiration for the political dealings and the intent behind the marriage alliance. [5:  Tinsley. 2006. 179] 

Effect of this action: to gain access to information, and power and potentials for the future.
Action: Eumenes (my character) intends to seize the throne of the Ptolemies, as I have control over his army and also since he is unlikely to have any popularity with the native Egyptians. 
Moreover, as marching his entire army to fight the Seleucids is not exactly a sound move, as it leaves the entirety of Egypt vulnerable to rebellion, the aim is to capitalise heavily on this. Also, it is highly likely that the Ptolemaic army’s morale is fairly low as it had/has been stuck outside Loadicea for an entire year and is about to go into a ‘meat grinder’ type battle with Seleucid king Antiochus III and the vast majority of his forces. If it transpires that the army supports Eumenes over Ptolemy IV, then he will have the power and authority to launch a coup and use his wife Berenice and child (hopefully) to claim the throne.
Historical Precedent and rationale for this move: The Ptolemies are notorious for killing each other off, to maintain or enhance their own power. In the later era of the Ptolemies, Cleopatra herself murdered her own sister and fought against her own brother on the side of Julius Caesar.[footnoteRef:6] So, it is not exactly unheard of for the Ptolemies to be killing each other for their own benefit. The main justification for killing Ptolemy IV, is the fact that historically, Ptolemy IV did not exactly have a good reputation,[footnoteRef:7] and in general his actions of invading the Seleucid kingdom in the module would cause this. Ptolemy himself fought with his own brother, which, according to inscriptions recorded by historian Austin, would therefore justify fighting against him for the same reasons his brother did.[footnoteRef:8]  [6:  Holbl. 2006. 233]  [7:  Poly. 14.12. 3]  [8:  Austin. 2006. 183] 

Evidence of real-life comparison: Marriage alliances are commonplace in the Hellenic World[footnoteRef:9], whilst it is quite unusual that the Ptolemies, who are normally keen on keeping their bloodline pure (through incest), but it is certainly possible, since at this time the Ptolemies do not really have a strong general to lead their army against the Seleucids (in the context of the module). For example, at the battle of Raphia, the Ptolemaic king Ptolemy IV used only his advisors in the fighting, so having someone else who is a general to lead his armies is perhaps justifiable since it would make sense for him to get someone else to lead his seventy-five thousand strong army.[footnoteRef:10] [9:  Erksine 2009. 326]  [10:  Hazzard. 2000. 120] 

Effect of this action: In Eumenes’ position, as the brother-in-law to Ptolemy IV, married to Berenice the daughter of Ptolemy III and being given command of the armies of Ptolemaic Egypt and being ordered to attempt to invade Seleukis, if in any circumstance the King gives a General entire command of his army that General essentially has more power than he does. Now that Eumenes is in Ptolemy’s army, if he can get the respect and command over the men over his army, he could easily mutiny the army or arrange for Ptolemy to die in a seemingly accidental way and declare Eumenes’ new wife, Berenice, Queen, and rule through her. However, it is far more likely that Eumenes will just coup Ptolemy, by bribing the satrapies of Coele-Syria and Alexandria. 

Action: The attempted assassination of Ptolemy IV (reasons for attempting to do so, why it failed and historical comparisons and justifications).
[bookmark: _Hlk512278530]Historical Precedent for the move: the fighting between the two brothers of Ptolemy IX and Ptolemy X, as Ptolemy X deposed his own brother and fought and lost a subsequent civil war[footnoteRef:11] [11:  Holbl. 2006 205] 

Evidence and real-life comparison: Interestingly Ptolemy’s IV foolhardiness in political machinations was very similar to the reality; Polybius describes Ptolemy as ‘never making an effort’ when ruling Egypt.[footnoteRef:12] Thus this would justify Eumenes wanting to kill him, since along with the fact that his entire army is fighting a war in a foreign land when most of the Ptolemaic army was Machimoi Phalangitai (Native Egyptian)[footnoteRef:13] who are unlikely to have been willing to invade a land which it is known for having a large army and because the siege of Loadice lasted an entire year and the threat of a ‘meat-grinder’ battle looming, as Raphia ultimately was.[footnoteRef:14] They were unlikely to be aggravated if the King who had led them died of non-suspicious circumstances, and from there, nothing would have stopped Eumenes taking the throne of Egypt with Berenice the younger. Although the assassination would need to be discreet, since as a foreign crown prince, to have my name associated with the killing would have caused huge unrest with the Egyptians, similarly to how after the assassination of Caesar, Brutus and Cassius did not anticipate Caesar’s level of support and paid for it with their lives. [12:  Poly. Hist. 21.4]  [13:  Fischer-Bovet 2015. 19]  [14:  Erksine. 2009. 116] 

[bookmark: _Hlk512278709]Effect of this action: Once the plans to assassinate Ptolemy had been put in place, Eumenes would set about making sure allies in his court had been secured. Eumenes will send out letters to the satrapies of Coele-Syria and Alexandria, aiming to have their support once Ptolemy died, which would have made the ascension to the throne of Egypt all the easier. Throughout history attempts have been made by numerous would-be kings to secure support for their claim, such as Ptolemy IX Phsycon going to Alexandria for support against usurper Ptolemy X. In the letters Eumenes sends he will make sure that he does not directly infer any attempt at assassination. The replies are positive as they too were not in favour of Ptolemy; Coele Syria demanded Damascus be annexed and control given to them and Eumenes accepted their offer.
However ultimately, despite the plan being well planned out, it ultimately failed because Eumenes was caught in the act of poisoning his stock of food. What this effectively shows is that at any time plots can go wrong and entire dynasties can live or die in one single moment. Perhaps my decision, in the role of Eumenes, was however too quick in killing Ptolemy, as in retrospect, Ptolemy would have likely died by other means, such as from the Seleucid army, rebellions in Alexandria, or to another plot altogether. It was clear that Ptolemy had many enemies within his own court, because otherwise Eumenes would not have garnered the support that he did so easily. Ptolemy was so unpopular, that chances are, Eumenes might have even had more success by just causing a mutiny in Ptolemy’s army, similarly to how the Alexander the Great’s army mutinied at Opis where Alexander’s troops were too tired and sick of war to go any further,[footnoteRef:15] and launching a coup against the Ptolemies that way. If Eumenes gained the support of the army then he would have been in a great position to win the oncoming civil war and usurp the throne of Egypt. But ultimately, he was unlucky as the plot was found out; this turn in fortune was itself inspired by the attempt by Seleucid king Antiochus Grypus to kill his half-brother, but he was found out and war was declared[footnoteRef:16]. In many ways then Eumenes’ plot was exactly the same and yet failed rather more spectacularly than the historical plot it was based on. [15:  Bar-Kochva. 1976. 69]  [16:  App. Syr. 69] 


The Next Phase: Once I had died as Eumenes of Pergamon I was given the kingdom of Galatia. After research, I discovered how the King of one of the Galatian tribes, Ortiagon of the Tolistobogoi tribe, had made an unsuccessful attempt to unite the Galatian tribes;[footnoteRef:17] of which there are three known major tribes: the Tectosages, the Tolistobogii, and the Trocmer.[footnoteRef:18] These tribes are roughly 10,000 fighting men strong each, based on the numbers of Galatians that attempted to invade Pergamon in 271 BC at the battle of the River Caicus.;[footnoteRef:19] this was just one tribe, the Tectosages. Since very little else is known about the Galatians in terms of ancient sources, it is thus reasonable to suppose that since one Galatian tribe was 10,000 combined, they would have had a military strength of roughly 30,000 together. This is especially likely, considering how, in the Courts and Society module experience, Ortiagon has managed to succeed in unifying the Galatian tribes and thus he could proceed to expand. [17:  Polybius 22.21]  [18:  Polybius. 22. 21]  [19:  Pausanias, 10.15.3] 

First action as Ortiagon: Upon hearing rather promising offers from Ptolemy IV to join a war against the Seleucid king Antiochos, which entailed becoming satrapy of Coele-Syria, my character had historical reason to not trust the Ptolemies, since Ptolemy IV’s grandson, Ptolemy II Philadelphus, had previously betrayed the Galatians by leaving the entire tribe on the Island of Cyprus. They were left to starve as their loyalty was not guaranteed and they were at a loose end. This thus justifies my decision to not accept their offer to go to war. 
Action: Unifying Galatia and Hellenising them
Historical Precedent for the move: The historical character that I used as a precedence for unifying the Galatians, Ortiagon, was a chieftain of the Galatian Tolistobogii tribe and according to Polybius was ‘being liberal, magnanimous, possessed of sagacity and winning manners; and above all, brave and skilful in war.’[footnoteRef:20] I have therefore used this as a justification to unify the Galatians, whom for decades prior to 225 BC had constantly fought over land to raid and later settle, such as the rich and fertile Caicus valley in 241 BC[footnoteRef:21] and of Bithynia, with its access to Black Sea trade[footnoteRef:22]. Historian Rankin also discusses the fact that Ortiagon was ‘evidently thinking in terms of the typical Hellenistic kingdom.’[footnoteRef:23] The reasons for why the real-life Oritiagon wanted this to happen are the exact same as why I want them to happen. That being, that if the Galatian tribes unite under one banner, they would be of much more potency in terms of military power, since prior to my ascendancy as Galatian king they mostly served as either mercenaries or as guardians of the tribe[footnoteRef:24] and thus did not coordinate. Unification would naturally therefore increase military potential in terms of sheer numbers, and although not as disciplined as the hoplites that Hellenic city states like Pergamon possesses, in an open engagement when battle lines break down, Galatians were notoriously ferocious fighters[footnoteRef:25]. Another justification for Hellenising and unifying the Galatian tribes, is that it would increase our diplomatic and political standing with Hellenic factions such as Pergamon, the Seleucids and Pontus, meaning that we can foster trade deals and alliances much more easily.[footnoteRef:26] Since we would have similar gods and culture, an example backing the potential for this to have happened  is the justification found in the spread of worship for the Celtic god of fertility, Epona, whose worship spread even to the Romans.[footnoteRef:27] Thus, by mixing the two cultures of Celts and Hellenists, we can be far more integrated with Hellenic society; as the events of the Courts and Society module have shown, with the Pergamese allying with us to remove the threat to them from the Bithynian’s. This was done by paying us 1,000 talents, and by even using us as a neutral moderator for negotiations between the Ptolemaic court of Berenice and Attalus II, with both even trusting us with the care of the Ptolemaic heir, Ptolemy Attalus. There is also evidence of the Galatians successfully Hellenising in real life, because in the first century BC they became known as the Hellenogalatai and were fully integrated into Hellenic society.[footnoteRef:28] This thus justifies my decisions and actions when taking on the role as Ortiagon in this module. [20:  Poly. 21.22]  [21:  Stra. 13.4.2]  [22:  Rankin. 1996. 196]  [23:  Rankin. 1996 198]  [24:  Head. 1982. 67]  [25:  Head. 1982 242]  [26:  Errington. 2008. 227]  [27:  Green. 2003. 22]  [28:  Strootman. 117] 

Evidence and real-life comparison: The offer by the Pergamese king Attalus I to raid Bithynia however, was completely reasonable, since Galatians are recorded in Polybius as having raided the area and even attempted invasion and settlement, the deal was sweetened even more greatly by Attalus promising funding of one thousand talents.[footnoteRef:29] [29:  Poly. 30.1] 



Effect of this action: After the successful invasion of Bithynia, with an army of 25,000, that lasted three years and at a loss of roughly 4,000 men to sieges, and 6,000 in a pitched battle outside Nicomedia, the city was secured. I left a garrison of 5,000 men in Bithynia to suppress any revolts, however as the Bithynian king Prusias and his entire army had been crushed, the resettlement of the Galatian people in that area could now begin, with the building of temples to the mountain god Sybele.
Events beyond my control then came to the forefront. Ptolemy IV was eventually assassinated by his sister Berenice the Younger, and because of agreements between her and Attalus 1, I was naturally allied with her, and once that happened, she offered to pay Galatia 500 talents a year for their continued support. 
After the death of Antiochos and the subsequent Seleucid wars of Succession, I pledged myself to the legitimate heir to the Seleucid throne, the aim being to secure Seleucid help, because Berenice offered financial support for this move to spite the attempted grand alliance with the Seleucid with usurper that Ptolemy IV had attempted.
After the assassination of the legitimate heir by the usurper, it put the Galatians in a precarious position, as technically we were at war with the Seleucids, thus I had to posture for allies and there was a natural one in Pergamon, since they had paid us and supported Galatia, and I was allied to them through marriage to the Queen of Pergamon’s sister, as they had been working with Macedon, a grand alliance had formed against the Seleucid usurper.
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