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Summary :

Gaul ruler, tetrarch of the tribe of the Trocmii. He lived approximately from the end of the 2nd until the middle of the 1st century
B.C. He was an ally of Rome in the Mithridatic wars and was rewarded for his services with the expansion of his dominion. He was
named king of the Trocmii Gauls thanks to a proposal by the tribune of Rome. He maintained relations with Greek cities of western

Asia Minor.

Other Names
Bogodiatarus, Brigatus

Date and Place of Birth

Last quarter of the 2nd century B.C.-Tetrarchy of the Trocmii, Galatia

Date and Place of Death

Between 53 and 51 B.C.- Tetrarchy of the Trocmii, Galatia

Main Role

King of the Trocmii Gauls

1. Biography-palitical activity

The Gaul ruler Brogitarus or Bogodiatarus was the tetrarch of the tribe of the Trocmii. His Celtic name comes from the words brogi,
i.e. “land” and taros, “bull” therefore it means “the bull of the land”. An alteration of his name is probably the name “Brigatus”.
Brogitarus was born approximately during the last quarter of the 2nd century B.C. and he was the son of Deiotaros. Since his father
had the same name with the ruler of the Tolistobogii Deiotaros |, it isinferred that the royal houses of the two Gaul tribes of the
Trocmii and the Tolistobogii had a common ancestor in the distant past. The relations between the two families became closer with
the forging of an alliance, which was confirmed by the marriage of Brogitarus with Adobogiona, daughter of Deiotaros|. His son
might have been the tetrarch Amyntas Brigatos, if we accept that the name “Brigatus” is another version of “Brogitarus’. In this case
Brogitarus was the ancestor of G. Julius Severus, the most important Gaul noble of the 2nd century A.D. Brogitarus’ sister, who was
also named Adobogiona, married to a wealthy citizen of Pergamon, Menodotos. Brogitarus' nephew from this marriage, Mithridates
Pergamenos, succeeded Brogitarus as the leader of the tribe of the Trocmii, whereas Brogitarus’ widow is probably identified with

the wife of Castor I, later ruler of the tribe of the Tectosagi 2

Thefirst historical reference to Brogitarus is dated to the period 107-90/89 B.C., most probably in the year 100 B.C., when he had
aready obtained the office of the tetrarch. He was obviously one of the four tetrarchs who escaped the massacre of the Gaul
aristocracy organized by Mithridates V1 Eupator in 86 B.C. In the following years his activity is closely connected to the politics of
Rome in Asia Minor. The Gaul placed himself in the side of Rome during the 1st, 2nd and 3rd Mitrhidatic war and after their end he
was rewarded for his services.2 Thus, during the reorganization of Asia Minor by Pompeiusin 63 B.C. hisrights as aruler of the tribe
of the Trocmii were recognized. Furthermore, part of the kingdom of Mithridates VI was ceded to him, including the fort of
Mithridation, which was most probably an expansion of his dominion towards the east.* Meanwhile in 58 B.C. Brogitarus was named
king according to a decree of the Roman , after the suggestion by thetribuneof Rome Puplius Claudius Pulcher, an
act which ignored the official procedures, according to which it was a duty of Roman to cede any roya title to anyone. The
royd title along with the nickname “Philoromaios” (friend of the Romans) is mentioned on the coins he minted, in contrast to the

epigraphic sources in which the Gaul only bears the title of the tetrarch.®
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The decision for naming him a king seems to have included a term according to which Brogitarus acquired the right to choose the
highest priest of Pessinus, and it is also possible that he himself took this sacerdotal office. This privilege resulted in giving him the
control of this exceptionally lucrative sanctuary, atitle which until then apparently belonged to the family of the ruler of the Tolistobogii
Deiotaros |. From the actions of Claudiusin favour of Brogitarusit is inferred that the Gaul ruler belonged to his clientele (clientela).
Meanwhile, however, the motives of Claudius seem to have also been connected to a certain financial exchange; there was also the
rumour that the Gaul had financed the building of the temple of Castor in Rome. In 55 B.C. Claudius probably asked the senate to
lead an embassy to Brogitarus, maybe to collect the money the Gaul had promised him. His petition was probably rejected.
Eventually the agreement with Brogitarus was never fulfilled, since their plan concerning Pessinus failed. By 56 B.C. Deiotaros had

managed to regain control over the s%anctuary.6 Brogitarus died sometime in the years 53-51 B.C. The acquisition of his tetrarchy by
Deiotaros | and the time of his death can not exclude the possibility that he was a victim of the expansionist tendency of Deiotaros .
In the eve of the 2nd Civil war (49-45 B.C.) Rome must have been occupied with the inner problems of the state and a criminal
action of Deiotaros | could easily have remained unpunished. Furthermore, if Brogitarus was till aive in 52 B.C., he would have
remained with no powerful protector in Rome, due to the death of Claudius in the same year. After his death leadership in Galatia

was temporarily gathered in the hands of two rulers, Deiotaros | and Castor | Tarcondarius, tetrarch of the Tectosagii.’

2. Evaluation

The relations between Brogitarus and Rome presuppose the existence of common political references, which are located in the
elements of his hellenization. Brogitarus started his contacts with the Greek cities of Asia Minor in ayoung age, during the period of
107-90/89 B.C., most probably in the year 100 B.C., with the offering, along with his sister Adobigiona, of two to Apollo a
Didyma. His sister is probably the person honoured in an inscription found in L esbos, which most probably comes from a city of
Aealis. His wife Adobogiona also received honours in Pergamon. Finally, Brogitarus used the Greek language as well as Greek

numismatic typesin the coins he minted.®

Although he had no Greek origin, he and his family wanted to be portrayed as Hellenistic rulers. Meanwhile, thanks to his relations
with the Roman political leadership, he extended his territorial dominion and became one of the three tetrarchs and one of the two
kings of the Gauls in the first half of the 1st century B.C.

1. Strabo 12.567. For the origin of his name: Birkhan, H., Germanen und Kelten bis zum Ausgang der Rémer zeit. Der Aussagewert von Wortern und
Sachen firr die frilhesten Keltisch-Ger manischen Kultur beziehungen (Osterreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften, Philosophisch - historische
Klasse 272, Wien 1970) p. 277. For the hypothesisthat “Brigatus” is another version of the name Brogitarus see Reinach, Th., L’Histoire par les
monnaies. Essais de Numismatique Ancienne (Paris 1902) p. 156.

2. Reinach dates his birth in the period 110-100 BC, see Reinach, Th., L’Histoire par les monnaies. Essais de Numismatique Ancienne (Paris 1902) p.
155. According to the inscription |. Didyma 475, when Brogitarus donated the phial e at the sanctuary he was already atetrarch, therefore an adult.
Given that the inscription is dated to 107-90/89 B.C., most probably in 100 B.C. approximately, Brogitarus must have been born some years before 110
B.C. Onthedating of thisinscription see Rehm, A, |. Didyma (Berlin 1958) p. 277. About the possible descendants of Brogitarus: according to Niese
and Spickermann the son and successor of Brogitarus was probably Domnilaos, tetrarch of the Tektosagii. His view istotally hypothetical and has
been rejected by Syme and Hoben. See Niese, B., “ Straboniana |V. Galatien und seine Tetrarchen”, RhM?2 38 (1883) p. 567-602, especially p. 591,
Spickermann,W., “Domnilaus’, DNP 3 (1997) p. 761; Syme, R., Anatolica. Studiesin Strabo (Oxford 1995) p. 130, no. 34; Hoben, W., Untersuchungen
zur Stellung kleinasiatischer Dynasten in den Machtkéampfen der ausgehenden Rémischen Republik (Mainz 1969) p. 78, no. 121. For Amyntas
Brigatos and the hypothesis that Brigatosisidentified with Brogitarus see OGIS544 and Reinach, Th., op. cit., p. 156. As noted by Hoben, the
majority of the recent scholars consider Brogitarus as childless. For his genealogy in general and his portrait see Mitchell, S., Anatolia. Land, Men,
and Gods in Asia Minor 1: The Celtsin Anatolia and the Impact of Roman Rule (Oxford 1993) p. 28.

3. First reference to Brogitarus: I. Didyma 475, 35. For his participation in the Mithridatian wars see Hoben, W., Untersuchungen zur Stellung
kleinasiatischer Dynasten in den Machtkampfen der ausgehenden Rémischen Republik (Mainz 1969) p. 73 k.e. Syme, R., Anatolica. Studiesin
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Strabo (Oxford 1995) p. 130.

4. Strabo 12.5.1. According to Adlock’s hypothesis, Pompeius might have given to Brogitarus the region of Lesser Armeniatoo, which Brogitarus
would ruleasaking. Inthiscaseit is speculated that Pompei,us with his decreesin favour of the ruler of the Trocmii, sought to create a counterweight
to the power of Deioratus | of the Tolistobogii, see Adcock, F.E., “ Lesser Armeniaand Galatia after Pompey’s settlement of the East”, JRS 27 (1937) p.
12-17, especially p. 15onwards. Thisview is considered to be totally hypothetical and is rejected by: Anderson, J.G.C., “Two Anatolian Notes”, in
Calder, W.M. —Kaeil, J. (eds.), Anatolian Studies presented to William Hepburn Buckler (Manchester 1939) p.1-7, especially p. 3f.f. Magie, D.,
Roman Rulein Asia Minor to the end of the third century after Christ 2 (Princeton 1950) p. 1237, no. 41; Hoben, W., Untersuchungen zur Stellung
kleinasiatischer Dynasten in den Machtkémpfen der ausgehenden Rémischen Republik (Mainz 1969) p. 71, no. 88.

5. Nomination as a king: Cic., Sest. 26.56, Dom. 50.129, Q. Fr. 2.9.2; Hoben, W., Untersuchungen zur Stellung kleinasiatischer Dynasten in den
Machtkampfen der ausgehenden Rémischen Republik (Mainz 1969) p. 75 {.f. For histitles see BMC Galatia xvii. |. Kymeno. 15; IGRiv, no. 1683; I.
Didyma 475.36. See also Mitchell, S., Anatolia. Land, Men, and Godsin Asia Minor 1. The Celtsin Anatolia and the Impact of Roman Rule (Oxford
1993) p. 33.

6. Cic., Q. Fr. 2.9.2, Sest. 26.56, Dom. 50.129; Mitchell, S., Anatolia. Land, Men, and Godsin Asia Minor 1: The Celtsin Anatolia and the Impact of
Roman Rule (Oxford 1993) p. 34; Magie, D., Roman Rulein Asia Minor to the end of the third century after Christ 2 (Princeton 1950) p. 1236; Hoben,
W., Untersuchungen zur Stellung kleinasiatischer Dynasten in den Machtkampfen der ausgehenden Romischen Republik (Mainz 1969) p.76 f.f. The
view that Brogitarus might have become the high priest of Magna Mater at Pessinous was supported by Rawson, E., “ The Eastern Clientelae of
Claudius and the Claudii”, Historia 22 (1973) p. 219-239, especially p. 236 {.f. Clodius' financial motiveisinferred by the accusations formulated
against him by Ciceroin 56 and 55 BC, see Cic., Sest. 26.56, Dom. 50.129.

7. Strabo 12.5.1; Syme, R., Anatolica. Studiesin Strabo (Oxford 1995) p- 133, 135; Hoben, W., Untersuchungen zur Stellung kleinasiatischer
Dynasten in den Machtké&mpfen der ausgehenden Romischen Republik (Mainz 1969) p. 77 f.

8. Didyma: |. Didyma 475, 35f.f. See also the comments in p. 278. In thisinscription the name of his sister is given as “ Abadogiona” According,
however, to Rehm, the correct writing is “ Adobogiona’, see Rehm, A., |. Didyma (Berlin 1958) p. 277, n. 2- OGIS348. Theinscription found at L esbos:

IGRiv. 3; Hirschfeld, G., “ Die Abkunft des Mithridates von Pergamon”, Hermes 14 (1879) p. 474-475. Pergamon: IGR, no. 1683. Minting: BMC
Galatia xvii.
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Glossary :
phiale, the

A (metal, rarely clay) shallow vessel with an open rim. Used primarily in libations.
plebeian assembly

Political feature of ancient Rome consisting exclusively of plebeians. The assembly elected its own magistrates, met regularely and had the power to
pass laws. It was the political counterweight of the Senate.

senate, the

Thetop political body of the Roman state. During the early Republic, it was represented by the council of the consuls, the top archons of the roman
state. Later on, its power and responisibilitiesincreased. Asaresult, it became the main governmental body of Rome. However, during the Imperial
period, the responsibilities of the senate were restricted.

Sources
Cicero Pro Sestio 26.56

Cicero De Domo Sua 50.129
Cicero Epistulae ad Quintum Fratrem 2.9.2

Strabo 12.567, 12.5.1.



