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Appendix A

Asia Minor:

a Brief Geographical and Historical Overview

This appendix is a very brief review of some of the features of the geography and history of Asia Minor that are of relevance to the topics treated in these two volumes. It is therefore a very incomplete and unbalanced treatment of these topics, and readers should refer to the books recommended in the bibliography for adequate and expert coverage of these important topics.

Our region is variously referred to as Asia Minor, Anatolia and Turkey. Although Asia Minor and Anatolia are basically synonymous terms, Turkey is somewhat larger, including the mountainous area to the east as well as a region north west of the Sea of Marmara, the Bosphorus and the Hellespont. The term Anatolia (meaning East or “sun rise”) dates from the 10th Century AD, and 
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Asia Minor (so named to distinguish the region from continental Asia) from the 6th Century AD, though this latter term also occurs in Ptolemy’s Tetrabiblios. However the distinction between the region later known as Asia Minor and the continent of Asia (starting east of the Euphrates) was described as early as Herodotus who called them Lower and Upper Asia respectively.   The English word Turkey is from the 14th Century Medieval Latin name for the region.

The geography of Asia Minor has been likened to an outstretched left hand—palm uppermost. In this arrangement the fingers point “west”. The palm is the raised central plateau already referred to, and to the south, north and east are mountain ranges—the Taurus Mountains to the south (corresponding to the curved thumb), the higher Armenian Mountains to the east, and the Pontic 
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Mountains to the north. The fingers correspond to the lower mountains that start from the central plateau and descend gently to the Aegean Sea to the west. 

The region is a result, geologically speaking, of the collision of continental plates—the Arabian and African plates pushing against the European plate. The collision of the African and European plates also produced the Alps further to the west. The complicated movements of these plates in our region and the presence of an intervening micro-plate made of more competent rock—the central plateau—resulted in “crumple zones” to the south and north—the Taurus and Pontic Mountain chains respectively - which although aligned basically east-west have some considerable deviations in direction. The Sultan Dag range near Pisidian Antioch has an abrupt 90 degree change of direction at its North Western end for example. According to geologists, these movements date from some millions of years ago, which of course presents problems for Evangelical Christians who are committed to Scripture. I have no ready answers to this difficulty, except to assume that God created the world with the appearance of age (a view sometimes known as the Omphalos Hypothesis associated with Philip Gosse, perhaps a view that could be considered a version of the Simulation Hypothesis of philosophy—with God carrying out the simulation.)

The region has also been likened to a jetty—a peninsula jutting out towards Europe from continental Asia , with sea on three sides—the Mediterranean Sea to the South, the Aegean Sea and Sea of Marmara to the west and the Black Sea to the north. 

The western region is a fertile lowland region of valleys with east-west running hills and mountains in between. The main rivers here run broadly east to west. They are the Hermus, the Cayster and the Meander. The Meander has an extensive course in its valley—in fact, the term to meander comes from this river. The rivers in the south run to the Mediterranean and are shorter—tending to running at right angles cross the coastal strip of land between the mountains and the sea, but the land  broadens out in places, for example the Pamphylian plain. In the north, there is also a thin coastal strip between the mountains and the sea, and the rivers again tend to be short. The two great rivers of the central plateau, the Sangarius and the Halys also find a way through to the Black Sea after long journeys over the plateau region and E-W trending valleys.. Some of the rivers of the plateau drain into the central salt Lake which has no outlet, and so has extensive salt deposits produced by evaporation. These were economically important to the region at all historical periods. The map at the front of the book illustrates many of these features

Lying between Asia proper and Europe, the region lies at the confluence of influences from East and West, and this is certainly reflected in its history and the many conquests to which it has been subject. The early history and prehistory of Anatolia is a fascinating subject. However, for our purposes, we can start with the Hittite empire in the east and the Assuwa League (confederation of states) in 
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the west, around 1400 BC. The Hittites themselves (one of several Indo-European groups who infiltrated Anatolia in the second millennium BC) came to dominate the Hatti, the indigeneous people of the Halys region. The developing Hittite Empire had its capital in this region and the Hittites are known to us from the bible – in both the Patriarchal and monarchical periods as their empire extended to Syria, though at a later stage, the Hittites seem to have been restricted to this latter region—their original empire having  collapsed around 1180 BC by conventional dating.

The Arzawa kingdom in S.W. Anatolia which fought with the Hittites was based around the Cayster valley in the west, its capital being Apasa—roughly the site of the future Ephesus at the point where the Cayster reached the Aegean. The Assuwa League, bears some relation to Arzawa and seems to have extended both north and south of the Arzawa Kingdom. It has probably given its name to the term “Asia”. Homer refers to this area of the Cayster valley as Asia also.
The Greek involvement in Anatolia started with settlements along the islands and coast of the Aegean Sea during the Greek Middle Age (c. 1100—800 BC). These were individual cities (city-states) which “fitted in” alongside the local inhabitants—these Greeks were not attempting to conquer or start empires, although they did become colonialists themselves at a later stage, founding cities on the Black sea coast, and forming some relationships with cities on the Mediterranean coast of our region. They were Ionians, Dorians and Aeolians and have given their names to these western geographical regions.

The collapse of the Hittite  Empire was followed by a “dark age” - paralleled by similar dark ages in other Mediterranean locations, and which has been variously explained—including a radical proposal relating to chronology. (For example, see ch. 6, “Redating the Hittite Empire”, in Peter James’ book “Centuries of Darkness”.) The next historical development was the invasion of the Phrygians. They are thought to have come across the Bosphorus from the Balkans. By about 1000 BC the Phrygians had conquered much of central Anatolia as far as the Halys River in the east, but not the Greek city states in the west. The Phrygians were subsequently invaded and defeated, shortly before 700 BC  by the violent Cimmerians from the north. The Phrygian kings included several King Midas’s—the last one being the famous one with the “golden touch”. The Phrygians never recovered, but Phrygia continued to denote an ethnic and cultural  area of central Anatolia right up to and beyond Roman times.

However, the Cimmerians were in turn defeated by the emerging nation of Lydia with its capital city of Sardis which expelled the Cimmerians from Anatolia and took over the entire region as far east as the Halys and including the Greek city-states to the west. In this way, the kingdom was strongly influenced by Greek culture. The kingdom reached its zenith under the fabulously rich 
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King Croesus who became king around 560 BC. Some of his wealth came from gold panned from the Pactolus River (a tributary of the Hermus). 

The next invader was the Persians. The Persians conquered the whole of Anatolia, bringing the Lydian kingdom to an end in 547/546 BC. The Greek city states played a significant role in the antagonism that developed between Greece and Persia and in the conflicts that ensued during the next two centuries. The Persians were eventually ousted by Alexander the Great in 334-333 BC. After Alexander, most of Anatolia eventually became part of the Seleucid Empire—named  after Seleucus, (i.e. Seleucus I) one of Alexander’s generals who defeated another general, Lysimachus, in 281 BC. The Seleucids founded cities both for military purposes and also to promote Hellenistic culture. Both Greeks and Jews were “imported” into many of these cities, and many of these would later become centres of Christian evangelism. 

There are two main aspects to the history of Asia Minor at this time. First there are the actual events that took place against the backdrop of the division of the land between the Seleucids and others such as native kingdoms (e.g. Pontus and Bithynia in the north), the southern region (Lycia, Pamphylia) controlled for some of the time by the Ptolemies, the free Greeks cities of the coastal regions and the Asiatic temple-states. Secondly there is the broader cultural aspect of the spread of Hellenism (Greek language and culture) in Asia Minor, itself a part of the spread of Hellenism across the huge area conquered by Alexander—which now made up the oikumene or “inhabited  world”, the common heritage of civilised man. Hellenism lasted until approximately the time of Augustus. The Seleucids were at the forefront of promoting Hellenism, but  it gradually spread to the native kingdoms also (with the exception of Armenia in the east) – at least superficially. 

At the start of the Seleucid era,  Galatian invaders (Celts) arrived from Thrace (278-277 BC). They were soon defeated by the son of Seleucus I, Antiochus I, near Sardis, but they moved east conquering much of Anatolia, including Phrygian territory. In the confusion and instability produced by the Celtic invasion and the struggles between Lysimachus and Seleucus, the Attalid dynasty under Philetaeros managed to establish itself as independent rulers of Pergamum. The city expanded into a kingdom which included much of northwest Asia Minor, (and later expanded to the southwest also), and around 230 BC King Attalus I defeated the troublesome Galatians, and confined them to the area of “ethnic” Galatia which we are now familiar. 

Seleucid fortunes in Asia Minor gradually waned, and later attempts to re-establish the Seleucid regime failed.  During this time, a number of independent kingdoms were formed. It was in connection with a Selucid attempt to regain power in the region that Rome started to get actively involved in the affairs of Asia Minor. King Eumenes II of Pergamum appealed to Rome to help him when 
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Antiochus the Great advanced into Pergamum’s territory.  Rome stepped in in 190 BC, routed Antiochus III at the battle of Magnesia-ad-Sypilum, and at the Treaty of Apamea in 188 BC restored all Pergamum’s territory and also gave Lycaonia to Eumenes II. Pergamum, backed by Rome now acquired  even great wealth and prestige became very influential in the whole of Asia Minor. 

After a succession of kings, King Attalus III of Pergamum bequeathed his extensive kingdom to the Romans, and when he died in 133 BC, the Romans unexpectedly found themselves with a huge area of Anatolia to administer. The kingdom of Pergamum included Phrygia and Lycaonia—the latter being the area south of ethnic Galatia. The kingdom was made into the Roman province Asia, except for Greater Phrygia (i.e. the area of Phrygia which excluded  SW Phrygia) which was given initially to Mithridates V Euergetes the king of Pontus, but subsequently incorporated into the province of Asia in 116 BC, and Lycaonia (which was given to Ariarathes VI of Cappadocia, but which reverted to Roman rule as part of the Province Asia, on his death). Lycaonia by around 51/0 BC (i.e. 51-50 BC) had been made part of the province of Cilicia, and in 37/6 BC it was given to Amyntas, King of Galatia (see below). 

As has been mentioned, we now enter upon an era of increasing Roman involvement in Asia Minor. I would like to give a brief overview of some of the main themes and events, and then look in a little more detail at some of the regions that are particularly relevant to our study.

Some Themes and Events of the History of the Region From 133 BC to the Time of Paul.

1)
The first century BC saw the creation of Roman provinces and Roman client kings, who would be rewarded for loyalty, and vice versa, in Asia Minor. The dates of some of the provinces are as follows: parts of Cilicia and  Pamphylia both in 103 BC (though Cilicia was not made a full province until 67 BC), Bithynia in 74 BC, Galatia in 25 BC and Cappadocia in AD 17, and Pontus which was attached to Bithynia to form a joint province by Pompey in 63 BC, though the eastern part of Pontus was given to Galatia (see below).

2)
Another feature of the times was the planting of cities and “colonia” by the Romans. In this and other ways, Rome gradually “Westernised” Asia Minor—in this respect, continuing the process of Hellenisation carried out by the Seleucids and Greek settlers and colonists in earlier centuries. 

3)
Another feature was the gradual “hardening” of the geographical boundaries 
and the administrative structures of the provinces. Asia always had fairly well-
defined (though not always fixed) boundaries, but the province of Cilicia, 
created in principle in 103 BC, was originally an example of a province as a 
“sphere of influence” whose flexible boundaries were related to the tasks of 
subduing piracy by Cilicians in this part of the 
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Mediterranean and safeguarding the east west route across Asia Minor which ran to the north of the Taurus range, then through the Cilician gates. It was even claimed by the historian A. H. M. Jones that at one point, “geographic” Cilicia wasn’t even actually a part of provincial Cilicia!

4)
The overlap between provincial areas and geographical/ethnic areas. For example, Pompey’s reorganised Cilicia included Cilicia Campestris, Cilicia Aspera, Pamphylia, Pisidia, Isauria and Lycaonia whth the largest part of Phrygia including the Conventus iuridicus of  Laodicea, Apamea, and Synnada, and Galatia at its maximum extent constituted an extreme example. The next general feature was the cost to the local populations of being a Roman province. This varied from province to province, but some provinces, such as Asia suffered greatly from extortionate taxation and funding Rome’s civil war.

5)
The wars with Mithridates VI of Pontus and the subsequent expansion of Galatia were  features of the first part of the First Century BC. Mithridates VI the king of Pontus acceded to the throne as a boy in 120 BC, but ten years later he was forming a plan to conquer the whole of Asia Minor. This eventually resulted in the lengthy wars between Mithridates and Rome between 89 and 63 BC, ending with Mithridates final defeat at the hands of Pompey, and the subsequent reorganisation of Pontus including the expansion of Galatia under the loyal Deiotarus.

6)
The Augustinian Age brought in an era of peace and plenty for Asia Minor, and this continued during the time of Paul’s visits and involvement.

7)
However, trouble to the east—in Palestine with the Jewish uprisings, and the escalating threat of the Parthians - meant that as the First Century wore on, there was a need for military preparedness in the across  Asia Minor and particularly in the east and  this led to a massive road building operation by the Romans.  

Let us now look at each of our regions in turn:

1) Asia
We have seen that Provincial Asia was created in 133 BC from the kingdom of Pergamum, although Greater Phrygia and Lycaonia were initially given to Mithridates V of Pontus and Ariarathes VI of Cappadocia respectively. Greater Phrygia and Lycaonia were subsequently incorporated into the province. Greater Phrygia was temporarily incorporated into the Province of Cilicia for a time during the first Century BC. Pamphylia, or at least part of Pamphylia was initially part of the province of Asia, but was reassigned to Cilicia at some stage, and Pisidia was given to the Kingdom of Cappadocia which proved unable to govern it. (The Pisidians cast their lot with pirate-dominated Cilicia and Pamphylia (see below) until Roman rule was restored in 102 BC.)

Following its creation, province of Asia suffered punitive taxation at the hands 
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of the Romans, and endured even further depredations as a result of 1) initially supporting Mithridates VI in his war against Rome and 2) the costs involved during Rome’s civil war. The province’s fortunes changed with the accession of Augustus—ushering in two centuries of peace and prosperity.  

2) Galatia
The Galatians were caught in the middle of the Mithridatic wars, but mainly sided with Rome (a change from an earlier era when the Galatians has fought against Rome, for example siding with Antiochus the Great at the battle of Magnesia).  During and after this time, Galatian government gradually became concentrated and eventually fell into the hands of one man, Deiotarus. Deiotarus’ loyalty to Rome resulted in him being awarded eastern Pontus in Pompey’s settlement of 64 BC, and eventually to him being acknowledged as king of the Galatians. Deiotarus backed Pompey in Rome’s civil war, but was afterwards treated with leniency by Julius Caesar. Following Deiotarus death around 40 BC, his general, Amyntas, was given Pisidia and Phrygia Paroreus, and in 37/6 BC  he became the king of Galatia too, along (later) with Lycaonia and parts of both Pamphylia and Cilicia Trachea—Pamphylia having earlier been incorporated into Cilicia from Asia (as already mentioned), before becoming a province in its own right (see below).

Amyntas bequeathed his extensive kingdom to Rome which became, almost entirely, a Roman Province on Amyntas’ death in 25 BC.  However, either before this, or around the same time, the eastern part of Lycaonia (probably the same area as Lycaonia Antiochana), (including Cilicia Aspera?) was given to Archelaus king of Cappadocia (or possibly to his predecessors) as a client kingdom. The details are debated but he is known to have received part of Cilicia Trachea and other land as a gift from Augustus in 25 BC. (In 37 AD, this eastern part of Lycaonia was given to Antiochus IV king of Commagene.)

Some evidence (from the Roman historian Dio Cassius, AD 155—235) points to Amyntas’ Pamphylian acquisitions being “returned to their own jurisdiction” by Augustus around 25 BC also, but this may not be correct (see below). Augustus soon set about defeating the troublesome Pisidians and other brigands in the Taurus mountains, and had pacified the region by 6 BC, as well as building the Via Sebaste, and planting Roman colonies including those at  Pisidian Antioch, Iconium and Lystra. Galatia later increased in size with the northern additions of Paphlagonia (5 BC) and Pontus Galaticus (three years later). 

In his book “Anatolia: Land, Men and Gods in Asia Minor Vol 2” Stephen Mitchell mentions the annexation of Lycia by Claudius in AD 43, and Dio Cassius’ statement that he brought it under the same jurisdiction as Pamphylia at that time. Stephen Mitchell provides evidence to suggest that Pamphylia, 
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and possibly parts of Rugged Cilicia (Cilicia Trachea) would have been removed from Galatia then, and that the southern and central parts of Pisidia were added to the province of Lycia and Pamphylia at some point after 43 AD.  

By the time of Paul then, Galatia’s Pisidian region may only have consisted of the relatively thin strip of Pisidia immediately to the south of the ethnically Phrygian region (which included Pisidian Antioch and Iconium). Galatia also included most of Lycaonia, except the part to the east (Lycaonia Antiochana) which was ruled by Commagene –a client kingdom further east, as well as Greater Phrygia, Paphlagonia and Pontus Galaticus. (It would eventually become even bigger than this, before, in later centuries, being reduced to just “ethnic” Galatia.)  Antioch was the regional “capital” in the south, and Ancyra, one of the three cities created/designated as “tribal” centres  by Augustus (the other two being Pessinus and Tavium) was the capital of “ethnic” Galatia to the north  as well as being the overall capital of Galatia. Proper, paved, Roman roads, apart from the Via Sebaste, had not been built at this time, but were constructed later as part of the development of the region and also for military purposes—in particular the control of Syria and to deal with the emerging  Parthian threat to the east.  

3) Pamphylia

Pamphylia, whose population was made up of  of Dorian settlers and the indigenous population had been subjected to rule by Persia, then the Seleucids and/or the Ptolemies at various times, and then it became part of the kingdom of Pergamum. It was thus part of the Roman Province Asia at its inception. At a later date it became part of the Province of Cilicia before being made a province in its own right. Then, at least part of it was awarded to Amyntas, and so it became part of Galatia until AD 43 when it was made into a joint province with Lycia, with the southern and central parts of Pisidia being added also. 

4) Cilicia
“Geographical” Cilicia was divided in two distinct parts—Cilia Trachea (Aspera) to the West (a haven for pirates) and Cilicia  Pedias, a rich agricultural region to the East. This eastern part lay on the important E-W trade route through Southern Asia Minor to Syria and places further east. The population was originally derived from the “Sea Peoples”. The area came at least nominally under Persian control (who nevertheless continued to use native kings), and then it was acquired by the Ptolemies, and then the Seleucids, though their hold on Cilicia Trachea was nominal. Part of Cilicia Pedias became controlled by the Romans in 103 BC as a result of an initial campaign against the pirates, but much was held by Tigranes the king of Armenia.  The whole area was made a province in 67 BC by Pompey following his campaign against pirates and the province expanded for a time to include parts of Phrygia  as well as Lycaonia, 
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and Pisidia. Cicero, the famous Roman orator was governor in 51/0 BC. In 36 BC, Mark Antony gave Cilicia Aspera  to Cleopatra, and he also gave Pamphylia, Pisidia, Lycaonia and East Phrygia to Amyntas. Cilicia was thus reduced to its original (geographical) size and was renamed Syria-Cilicia Phoenice in 27 BC. At this time, three areas within Cilicia were entrusted to  native princes, but this system was abolished under Vespasian in AD 72.

As can be seen from the foregoing, the he administrative areas and their boundaries changed frequently during Roman times, both Republican and Imperial. I have found it challenging to follow these changes, both for Asia Minor generally and for the regions of particular concern to this study. Part of the difficulty has been actual uncertainty owing to lack of adequate sources of information from these periods, and some of the problems are to do with alternative interpretations of the data—in particular the difficulty of knowing exactly which geographical regions are being referred to by a particular source. Finally, a lot of this is just complicated, and would require a much more careful, informed and expert study than I have been able to give. However,  the time of Paul’s involvement with the area was one of relative peace and prosperity. Pamphylia was part of the province of Lycia and Pamphylia, and would have included south and central Pisidia and the extent of the provinces of Galatia and Asia has already been considered in some detail.
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Appendix B

Some Miscellaneous Arguments
In writing these two volumes on the North Galatian Hypothesis, I have found that some of the arguments for and against both “North” and “South” hypotheses were either not particularly relevant to the particular “line” I have taken on this issue, or they were arguments which do not seem to me (and in many cases to others also—on both sides of the debate!) to be decisive matters. I’m listing these here, with some brief explanations. These arguments could perhaps be classified  into four groups using a two-way grid: “for and against” and “north vs. south”, but there seems often to be too much overlap to make this scheme helpful, so I’m just listing the arguments!

1) The Timing of Paul’s Travel Itinerary 

One area that frequently appears in “Galatian Question” debates is whether Paul would have been able to fit various of his journeys into proposed chronologies  of his life and work. These considerations are coupled with assessments of travelling conditions in different locations and at different times of the year.

In particular, it is sometimes suggested that routes through ethnic Galatia during Paul’s second (Acts 16:6) and third (Acts 18:23) journeys would have taken too long to fit the proposed reconstructions, and that this constitutes an argument against the North Galatian viewpoint.  Sometimes, the objection is based on wildly misleading distances such as the “detour” of over 1000 km. which one author postulates would have occurred if Paul had visited “ethnic” Galatia.  Since Pessinus was actually closer to Pisidian Antioch than either Iconium or Lystra, (as the crow flies anyway) these considerations need to be seen in context! Also the frequently used word “detour” needs to be unpacked. A trip to North Galatia would be quite as much a part of Paul’s evangelistic endeavour as one to Bithynia or any other location where the Gospel needed to be preached. It would not be a detour, any more Corinth or Illyricum (In Paul’s day, Illyricum (Rom. 15:19) was divided between the provinces of Pannonia and Dalmatia—Paul doesn’t always use provincial names!). Whether Paul actually reached Ancyra is an open question—perhaps he didn’t since the epistle was simply written to “the Galatians”, without specifying the prestigious capital of the province (cf. 2 Cor 1:1 which was written to the church at Corinth and all the saints in Achaia.) Also there was the issue of Paul’s “infirmity” which perhaps restricted the extent of his  Galatian tour. At any rate, the Galatians all seem to have been in the same theological predicament, which perhaps suggests a more tightly restricted area of evangelism.

I think that the uncertainty in reconstructing the chronology makes these 
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arguments, interesting and important as they are in other contexts, not relevant to the Galatian Question. (A helpful chapter on this topic is  “Dates, Destinations and Distances” in James Dunn’s book “Beginning from Jerusalem” (Vol. 2 in his  “The Making of Christianity”.) as well as the first two chapters of Gempf and Gill’s, “The Book of Acts in its Graeco-Roman Setting”.

 2)  The Place and Time of the Writing of Galatians
It is sometimes claimed that the affinities between the contents of Galatians and Romans point to  similar date (and locale) for their composition. This is sometimes put forward as an argument in favour of the North Galatian Hypothesis on the grounds that some versions of the SGH propose an early date for Galatians, but Romans was written later in Paul’s career. Douglas Moo has an excellent discussion of this issue in his Galatians commentary. It does not appear to be a good argument because:

a late date for Galatians is only incompatible with the version of the SGH which we have called the “Early SGH” (which proposes that Galatians was written before the Jerusalem Conference). All the later dates and places put forward for the composition of Galatians are equally suitable for both the SGH and the NGH, with a minor caveat relating to the meaning of the term “to proteron” in Gal. 4:13 which perhaps requires two visits to the Galatians prior to the writing of the letter—in which case, the NGH would require a time of writing after Paul’s visit in Acts 18:23.

Although Romans and Galatians have themes in common, there are important differences in the way these themes are dealt with.

3) 
Assuming a late date for Galatians because of its similarity with Romans 
makes a rather questionable assumption about the notion of development 
in Paul’s theology. Douglas Moo points out that Paul had many years in 
relative obscurity to “work out” his theology before any of his extant let-
ters were written (if “working out” was in fact needed.) Differences in 
Paul’s letters can also be accounted for by the different circumstances and 


problems of the churches to which he was writing at any given time, and it 
is not clear, to me anyway, how one could reliably separate out a 
“developmental component” from this data.

3) The North Galatian Hypothesis and Later Church History

An interesting explanation for why the Church Fathers were North Galatianists is as follows (quoting F.F. Bruce): 

“The ‘North Galatian’ hypothesis held the field almost unchallenged until the eighteenth Century. That it should have been taken for granted in the patristic age was natural. In the second century (c. A.D. 137) Lycaonia Galatica [Note: this name is unattested but assumed by F.F. Bruce here S.F] was detached and united with Cilicia and Isaurica to form an enlarged province and towards the 
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end of the third century (c. 297) the remainder of South Galatia with some adjoining territories became a new province of Pisidia with Pisidian Antioch as its capital and Iconium as its second city.* The province of Galatia was thus reduced to North Galatia, and when the church fathers in their study of our epistle, read of “the churches of Galatia”, they understood “Galatia” without more  ado in the sense familiar in their day”. 

* footnote to the above quotation:

“Asterius, bishop of Amaseia in Pontus (died A.D. 410) seems to understand “the Galatic region and Phrygia” of Acts xviii:23 as meaning Lycaonia and the cities of Phrygia. (Homilia VIII in SS Petrum and Paulum; Migne, Patrologia Graeca, xl. 293 D). W.M. Ramsay thought he represented a persisting although scantily attested South Galatian tradition. (The “Galatia” of St. Paul and  the “Galatic Territory of Acts”, Studia Biblica et Ecclesiastica, iv, (Oxford, 1896) 16ff.)

End of quote

I do not believe that this argument “works” for reasons given below, but before we can look at this claim properly, we should add that Lycaonia was later subsequently made into a province in its own right, and it covered a large area incorporating parts of Pisidia and Galatia, and had Iconium as its capital. We 
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should also point out that Phrygia later consisted of two provinces, Phrygia I and II, and this area excluded the Lycus Valley region of “ethnic” Phrygia which was became part of the province of Caria. 

On the previous page is a map illustrating these later developments.

The first thing to say is that the assumption of such massive ignorance on the part of the Church Fathers regarding the earlier history of Asia Minor, in many cases their own region, seems intrinsically unlikely. Could none of them have read Pliny, or other records of the history of the region, or even consulted their own diocesan records? Could anyone having read of the massive intellectual accomplishments of St. Jerome for example—who is known to have adapted sayings of Cicero—safely assume such an unlikely notion? The second point is that there is a built-in contradiction: on the one hand, we are told that they knew nothing of the earlier extent of the Roman province Galatia, and on the other hand, Asterius, the bishop of Amaseia is quoted, who seems to be explaining for the benefit of his hearers that Galatia, at the time of Paul, included an area that was, in his own day, called Lycaonia!

Let us suppose then that Bishop Asterius was explaining that he believed the “Galatian region” of Acts 18:23 was actually the Lycaonia of his own day. Whether or not he was right about Paul’s journey (he may have been, though I suspect not—see later discussion), is, in one respect, besides the point. What we have is an important church leader who seems to have had at least some knowledge of earlier times. If the bishop was trying to explain how the names from olden times related to his own day, we note that he did not see fit to explain that the “Phrygia” of Acts 18:23 was actually the “Pisidian” of his own day. On the contrary, he seems happy to explain Phrygia as the “Phrygian cities” which in the bishop’s day, would have excluded Pisidian Antioch. The cities he would thus have been thinking of would have been ones like Philomelium, Synnada, Amorium, (taking in Pessinus en route) and Dorylaeum, and Paul would indeed have initially reached Philomelium by passing through the Lycaonia of the Bishop’s time—including its capital, Iconium. From Dorylaeum, Paul could have come down to Ephesus “through the upper coasts” (Acts 19:1) - perhaps via Cotiaeum and Aezani, Sardis and Smyrna. D.H French, however, in his article on Acts and the Roman roads of Asia Minor in Gempf and Gill’s “The Book of Acts in its Graeco-Roman Setting” suggests that the “upper coasts” may be Pontus & Bithynia and/or the Propontis, and/or Mysia and Aeolia—areas missed out on the Second Missionary Journey. He gives an example where “lower” refers to the more southerly of two possible routes, and this suggests that “upper” means could mean a “northerly” route, rather than one at high altitude. I will be suggesting (below) that this expression in Acts 19:1, might simply be recapitulating the  (northerly) route described in Acts 18:23, (which contrasts implicitly with the more southerly direct route from the Cilician Gates to Ephesus) and if this is the case, then we would not be looking at the more extensive tour that 
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D.H. French has helpfully suggested here.  

I think the route described by the Bishop is possible. However, if Paul’s Second Missionary Journey had taken him as far east as Ancyra, then, on the third journey, (Acts 18:23) he might have initially taken the direct road through Heracleia to Ancyra from Tarsus, for example, and then west to Pessinus then back down through Phrygia re-visiting the churches evangelised in Acts 16:6.  An advantage of this explanation is that explains one significant difference between the wording in Acts 16:6 and Acts 18:23—namely the inclusion of “in order” (kathexes) in the latter verse. This could be interpreted, either that Paul was adhering to a systematic plan to follow up these congregations, or that the itinerary was Galatia then Phrygia—or, of course, both! In Acts 16:6 however, such a strict ordering may not have been possible since it appears that it might well have been necessary for Paul to re-enter Phrygia after Galatia, albeit briefly, to get  “kata Mysia”. (Although it is hard to be certain regarding the Phrygian/Mysian boundaries—something that even a relative contemporary like Strabo complained of!) These routes are illustrated in the map at the back of the book. (An alternative view is that going through Phrygia then Galatia is intended in Acts 16:6 (presumably as an evangelistic endeavour), but that once through this region, Luke did not need to specify the subsequent route (a “preposition-free zone” according to our earlier discussions!) until coming kata Mysia and attempting to enter into Bithynia.)

In attempting to assess Paul’s likely route (assuming the NGH here) in Acts 18:23 we need to think about the significance  of the chiastic (or inclusio)  structure of  Acts 16:6 and Acts 18:23, namely the sequence, “Phrygia, Galatia . . . Galatia, Phrygia”. Does Luke express himself in this way just to draw attention to the fact that this whole section takes place between Paul’s attempted visit to Asia/Ephesus in 16:6 and the realisation of that plan in 18:23? Or are we to also understand the sequence strictly literally? In this latter scenario as discussed above, Luke would be saying that Paul went first to Phrygia and then to Galatia in 16:6, but first to Galatia and then to Phrygia in 18:23—so the journey itself, as well as the description of the journey is chiastic. Part of the difficulty here is the text of 16:6. In the Textus Receptus, Phrygia and the Galatian region are two (separate) regions, but following Nestle-Aland etc., we have just one region, the Phrygian and Galatian region. The latter version of the text perhaps emphasises the single identity of the two regions, and so suggests a journey which goes through the whole region “indiscrimately”. Nevertheless, the  use of the single “journeying” word “dielthon” or “dielthontes” to apply to both regions could suggest that the unity of both regions is to be “understood”. 

When we come to Acts 18:23, however, we still have a single “journeying” -  word— dierchomenos which applies to both Galatia and Phrygia. Interestingly, Luke has even incorporated a chiastic element into his verbs/participles—it 
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was “going through” in 16:6, but “coming through” in 18:23! The construction for “the Galatian region and Phrygia” is slightly different from that used in 16:6, and, it may be that Phrygia here is a noun rather than an adjective. This suggests two separate regions, and together with the “in order” word, suggests that we should consider Luke to be saying that Paul first went through the Galatian region and then through the Phrygia. It seems to me that Luke is quite strongly emphasising the chiastic nature of these two journeys, and so that suggests we should think of Acts 18:23 taking Paul back in the reverse direction through the churches evangelised in 16:6. In this respect, this would be similar to the arrangements on the First Missionary Journey. 

If, as North Galatianists, we treat Galatia as strictly “ethnic” Galatia (although we are nevertheless “allowed” to use the provincial definition), then this would indicate a different route from the one described by the Bishop for Acts 18:23, and, if we are right, then the Bishop is describing the wrong route! At any rate, there is nothing in what Bishop Asterius has written here to suggest either that he was a South Galatianist or that there was a “persistent South Galatian tradition” for the destination of Galatians. 

However, I would like to come back to the “South Galatianist” point that the Church Fathers held to the North Galatian viewpoint because of the names and extents of the Roman provinces of their own day. In his commentary of Galatians, Bishop Lightfoot helpfully lists some commentaries by the Church Fathers on Galatians. One of the important commentaries is that of St. Jerome (c. AD 347—420).  Here is a quotation from the description of  “The Fathers of the Church. St. Jerome” translated by Andrew Cain (pub. Catholic University of America Press).

“Jerome was the greatest biblical scholar of the ancient Latin church, and his Commentary on Galatians is one of the crowning achievements of his illustrious career. It far outclasses the five other contemporary Latin commentaries on Galatians in its breadth of classical and patristic erudition, Hebrew and Greek textual criticism of the Bible, and expository thoroughness. It is unique also because it is the only one of the Latin commentaries to make the Greek exegetical tradition its main point of reference. Jerome's Commentary in fact preserves, in one form or another, a treasure-trove of otherwise lost Greek exegesis, particularly Origen's Commentary on Galatians, from which he worked very closely when composing his own work.”

And Jerome himself says in his dedication (to three ladies, Marcella, Paula and her daughter Eustochium) of his Galatians commentary, “I believe I am more cautious and timid because I have recognised the scantness of my own abilities and have followed the commentaries of Origen”.

In this book, Andrew Cain gives many examples of Jerome’s indebtedness to 
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the commentary of his hero Origen for his own Commentary on Galatians Now, Jerome’s commentary is thoroughly “North Galatian”, so it is a reasonable inference that Origen’s was also. But Origen lived from AD 184/5—253/4. At this time, Pisidian Antioch, Iconium and Lystra were all still part of the province of Galatia (the exception being Derbe which belonged to Lycaonia). Origen was thus (presumably) a North Galatian when South Galatia still included three of the four cities of the “South Galatian” Hypothesis—if so, this is clearly contrary to the South Galatianist claims regarding the ignorance of the Church Fathers, since they (or many of them) had access at least to Origen’s commentary, even though this is (almost entirely) unavailable to us in its original form.

In commenting on Jerome’s scholarship, Andrew Cain says:

“The greatest Christian polymath in all of antiquity, Jerome drew from—to name just a few things—his extensive knowledge of the bible, secular and ecclesiastical history, geography, ethnography, rhetoric, grammar and textual criticism”.

4) Some Miscellaneous South Galatian Arguments

F.F Bruce (Galatian Problems) helpfully lists some South Galatianist arguments that neither he nor W. M. Ramsay felt were persuasive. He also offers  brief counter-arguments.) These include:

A) Paul mentions Barnabas (Gal. 2:1 ff.) who was personally known to the South Galatians but not (so far as we can tell) to the North Galatians.  But, he also mentions him in 1 Cor. 9:6, and there is no evidence that Barnabas was known to the Corinthians.

(On this topic, it is perhaps worth mentioning that Paul does not, in Galatians, credit Barnabas with any role in the  evangelisation of the Galatians—he alone claims credit for this, even though Barnabas is mentioned elsewhere in the Epistle, and has a significant role in the evangelisation of South Galatia on the First Missionary Journey.)

B) Paul’s travel companions in Acts 20:4, who presumably were carrying their churches’ contributions to the Jerusalem fund include South Galatians (Gaius of Derbe and Timothy of Lystra) but not North Galatians—but such an argument from silence is precarious (no Corinthian representative is named).

Another argument that is put forward in favour of the SGH is to say, “What other single word could Paul use, other than foolish “Galatians” in his letter to refer to believers who were resident in Phrygian and Lycaonian regions of the province?” Actually, this argument is perfectly valid, but it is really an argument to show that the SGH is possible.  It is clearly not an argument in favour of the SGH since foolish “Galatians” would obviously apply to ethnic Galatians too! 
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I do think however that this whole question of the addressees of the epistle needs to bear in mind that none of Paul’s extant letters, besides Galatians, is addressed equally to a group of churches in a region.  In 2 Corinthians for example, Corinth as the lead church is singled out, but the letter is also addressed to all the believers in Achaia, and most of his letters are addressed to the church (or churches) in a city. We do have an example in Colossians where Paul instructs his letter to be read to the nearby Laodiceans, (and possibly vice versa) so that, if Paul had wished to write to the four cities using just one letter, he could have perhaps chosen the leading city—Pisidian Antioch - as the “main” recipient, and included further instructions for the letter to be passed on to the cities further along. Another possibility might be something similar to Paul’s Ephesian epistle. The name Ephesus apparently does not appear in most early manuscripts. It may originally have been a “round robin” letter (with the destinations understood but left blank), or perhaps, as a prestigious and wealthy church, Ephesus paid to have a copy made for its own use. At any rate, leaving the name blank and allowing each church to fill in the blank when the Epistle was read out would have been another possibility for the one letter to cater for several churches. 

Since Paul specifies in Gal. 1:1 that his letter is to the churches of Galatia, his calling the recipients “foolish Galatians” is redundant. The “fool” part would be the only new piece of information! We can conclude therefore that the question, “What other single word could Paul use to refer to the Galatians?” is not really a fair question since Paul was under no obligation to use any word at all, never mind one word! For that matter, why could he not, assuming the SGH for the moment, have used two: “Foolish Phrygians and Lycaonians!”. There has been a subtle “framing” of the terms of the discussion by this form of words. The fact that Paul uses this (otherwise redundant) term is therefore presumably significant. W.M. Ramsay sees it is a term of honour to the Phrygians and Lycaonians in the south since, as a Roman provincial name, this would be an honourable term. By contrast, Stephen Mitchell thinks it is irony—ethnic Galatians were believed to be stupid, and so Paul is accentuating the stupidity of the Phrygians and Lycaonians by equating them with the barbarous people who had given their name to the province. As an “SGH” explanation, Stephen’ Mitchell’s perspective is, it seems to me better, since Paul’s use of “foolish” and “bewitched” would undercut any “honourable” use of the term Galatians in Gal 3:1  but  the North Galatian hypothesis explains “O foolish Galatians, who hath bewitched you . .”  excellently: the Galatian believers are really living up to their ethnic stereotype on this particular issue of the Law!

5) Some Mis-Representations of Acts 16:6-10

This is a more general point. A number of South Galatianists seem to read into Acts 16:6-10 some motives and circumstances which are not part of the text. For example, one South Galatianist says that the purpose of the three pieces of 
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divine guidance was “to get the group to Macedonia as quickly as possible”, and that, “if they went to north Galatia, we would have to suppose that the divine guidance was fickle, sending them first to the north east then to the west”.

I search these verses in vain for any suggestion of the need to move “as quickly as possible”, or for “fickleness” in God’s guidance. Are we to conclude that God was in a hurry? God in never in a hurry. Or that God’s sending people first in one direction, and then in another is fickle? (What about Philip earlier in Acts, or the Children of Israel following the cloud and the pillar of fire? God was certainly not in a hurry, and it would be foolhardy to assume his guidance then was fickle—he was accomplishing his many purposes in the nation of Israel at that time.) On the contrary—God directed Paul to the north east so he could evangelise Phrygians and Galatians then to the west so he could get  to Troas in order to reach and evangelise Macedonians!

The theologian James Dunn also, it seems to me, also reads into the text of Acts 16:6-10 things that are not actually there. He says that Paul and his party were afflicted with a lack of direction or purpose for the entire trip between South Galatia and Troas: “The impression is rather of a prevailing uncertainty among the mission team . .”  and “this whole journey of several hundred miles was undertaken without any clear sense of positive direction” and “According to 16:9-10 the uncertainty was ended in the coastal port of Troas”.

But there is no uncertainty recorded in these verses! The team was certain they were not to preach in Asia and they were certain they were not to go into Bithynia! Nothing uncertain about that! Furthermore, Paul who had been called to preach the Gospel would never be uncertain about what to do when he was in the Phrygian and Galatian region! The sort of thing that “got to” Paul, if one could put it that way, was uncertainty regarding the whereabouts and welfare of his friends and colleagues (e.g. 2 Cor. 2:13), not uncertainty about preaching the Gospel— he was always ready in season and out of season for that!

I would like to conclude this chapter with one final South Galatian argument, and that is that, “Acts does not record a preaching tour in the Phrygian and Galatian region, so we can have no confidence that Paul preached there”. Well, first of all, we have Paul’s calling as an apostle to the Gentiles, as mentioned above, so we can assume he preached whenever he had the opportunity.

Then we have Acts 18:23 where Paul strengthens the disciples in the Galatian region and Phrygia (or the “Galatian and Phrygian region” as a possible equivalent translation - treating “Phrygia” here also as an adjective, in a similar way to Acts 16:6.) These disciples had to have been made into disciples previously.

However, reading canonically, we have been given enough information in 
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Scripture as a whole to work all this out since we have Paul’s epistle to the Galatians, and Acts 16:6 and Acts 18:23. 

 A similar and analogous situation is the evangelisation of Crete. From Acts, we would hardly even have known that Paul had  made landfall in Crete, but from Paul’s letter to Titus, we are given a glimpse into what looks like a fairly extensive evangelistic endeavour involving several cities. Reading canonically again enables us to put these things together. Paul’s work is not always in proportion to the length of treatment accorded in Acts. Paul claims, after all, to have preached the gospel as far as Illyricum!

Summary

1)
Some miscellaneous arguments, which were not presented in the main body of the book are treated here. These arguments are both for and against both the SGH and the NGH, but they haven’t been subdivided into these four possible categories.

2)
The arguments relate to: the chronology/timing of  Paul’s travels, the date and place of writing of Galatians, the significance of later church history, Barnabas and the bearers of the “Jerusalem Fund”, the term “foolish Galatians”, the apparently unique nature of Galatians as a letter written by Paul to an otherwise unspecified group of Churches, and some examples where I believe South Galatianists have read into the text of Acts 16:6-10 things that are not actually there or implied.

3)
Further arguments for a specific NGH interpretation were put forward as a result: namely that Paul may have travelled directly to Ancyra in Acts 18:23, and then followed the reverse route to that followed during the evangelisation described in Acts 16:6. This is not a necessary aspect of  the NGH, but it interestingly, and neatly, ties together a number of features of the text of Acts and the geography of Asia Minor. 
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