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Do our sources allow us to understand whether Alexander the Great had any coherent strategies and objectives in mind while campaigning in Bactria and India? 
Firstly, for the sake of clarity in discussing the contributions scholars have made in referring to the specific geographical location of the region, it is important to understand the geographical context of Alexander the Great’s Bactrian and Indian campaigns. Bactria was part of the Persian Empire, it was a province which lies in modern Afghanistan, Uzbekistan, and Tajikistan.[footnoteRef:1]  India also is not the India we know in modern terms; at the time of Alexander the Great, the area which was known as India was mainly the territory of the Indus River and the surrounding river lands.[footnoteRef:2]  [1:  https://www.ancient.eu/Bactria/]  [2:  https://www.ancient.eu/india/] 

Alexander the Great had many aims at the commencement of his campaign to the east of Macedonia. The first was that he wanted to fulfil his father’s dream and defeat the Persian Empire.[footnoteRef:3]  Another aim was to unify the world to the east of Macedonia under one central command or leader.[footnoteRef:4]  Finally he wanted to be seen as a Greek god or hero. [footnoteRef:5] [3:  Worthington 2003: 17]  [4: http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.04.0009%3Achapter%3D16%3Asection%3D17]  [5:  Müller 2012: 299] 

In order to achieve these aims, Alexander used a variety of strategies. The most notable of these was the use of political marriages to solidify his claim to the regions. [footnoteRef:6]If Alexander was unable to use that method he would incorporate the use of satraps. [footnoteRef:7]He would also use the offer of the satraps as a way to bribe the local leaders to submit otherwise he would use oppression on the populace, this tactics could also be applied to his army too. [footnoteRef:8]  [6:  Worthington 2003: 216]  [7:  Bosworth 1995: 125-130]  [8:  Bosworth 1995: 125] 

There a number of ancient sources that can be used when examining Alexander’s conquests in the regions of Bactria and India, the main sources that are generally used by modern historians are Herodotus, Diodorus, Justin, Arrian, Curtius Rufus and Plutarch.[footnoteRef:9] Out of those six, the most relied upon are Diodorus and Arrian. This essay will focus on the significance of Herodotus, Diodorus and Arrian, this is due to the possibility of the work of Herodotus being relied upon by Alexander to plan his campaigns, and Diodorus and Arrian often supporting each other.[footnoteRef:10] The sources complement the modern scholarship in providing a valuable understanding to the life of Alexander the Great. However, there are contradictions with the multiple sources. An example of this can be shown in the work of Diodorus and Arrian claiming that Olympias (Alexander’s mother) had an involvement in Antipater being removed from Alexander’s court while Plutarch challenges this by saying Alexander would not let Olympias influence who he had in his court.[footnoteRef:11] [9:  Heckel 2007: Translator’s Note ]  [10:  Carney 2003: 240]  [11:  Carney 2003: 240] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]The first historian to examine is Herodotus, as he is the main historian who writes about India before the conquest of Alexander the Great. There is evidence to suggest that Alexander himself used Herodotus’ knowledge to help plan his campaigns into Persia, this is due to Herodotus mentioning the extent of the empire into India[footnoteRef:12]. However there is an issue with this, originally there may have been more evidence from Herodotus but now there are only about 300 fragments of writing available from Herodotus left and of these there was only 8 remaining that refer to India.[footnoteRef:13] This means that there is little to base conclusion on and therefore it is problematic to use Herodotus as a reliable source.  [12:  Bosworth 2003: 157]  [13:  Parker 2008: 18] 

Another problem when working with Herodotus is that it is suggested that Herodotus never set foot in India. He did travel to some of the places mentioned in his work, such as Egypt, however there is no indication that he went to India.[footnoteRef:14] This means that he must have acquired his information from somewhere, one possible suggestion is that the origin of the information can be traced to the work of one of Herodotus’ contemporaries, Scylax.[footnoteRef:15] [14:  Parker 2008: 20]  [15:  Parker 2008: 20] 

This connection can be made due to Herodotus' work being very similar to the work of Scylax, shown through Herodotus’ work on India as both authors compare India to an Artichoke in shape.[footnoteRef:16] This can further suggest that Herodotus must have used some aspects of Scylax's work to form some of his histories. Another reason which supports the idea that Herodotus believed that Scylax was the authority of the topic of India is that as Scylax travelled to India he would have had a more accurate experience than Herodotus.[footnoteRef:17] The reliance that Herodotus has upon Scylax’s work as a means of reference is also possibly why there is little on India in his work, he did not believe it necessary to do work in an area of Scylax’s expertise.[footnoteRef:18] [16:  Parker 2008: 20]  [17:  Parker 2008: 27]  [18:  Parker 2008: 27] 

The historian Diodorus covers a considerable period of history from the mythological origins of the Mediterranean to the time of Ceaser.[footnoteRef:19]  His work also includes a substantial reflection on campaigns of Alexander the Great. Diodorus’ purpose is to write a universal history, he does this by combining the narratives of Roman and Greek history together.[footnoteRef:20] This is useful as it means that two different narratives from the same period of time can be used together to make an accurate understanding of events. However the opposite can also be said, as can be shown in the conflict of sources in regards to the first meeting of Alexander the Great and Roxane.[footnoteRef:21] [19:  Parker 2008: 71]  [20:  Parker 2008: 71 ]  [21:  Müller 2012: 296] 

 Diodorus also is useful as he wrote extensively about India in his work, in fact it contains the most detail on Alexander the Great’s campaign into the area, he also is useful as he gives the most detail about Indian social division in Greek.[footnoteRef:22] However like most historians in this period less than half of Diodorus’ original work survives into the modern day, what has survived in the work of later writers is paraphrased. [footnoteRef:23] This means that while some parts of Diodorus work is valuable it is also risky to use him when later writers refer to him. Another problem with Diodorus is that he does not always identify his sources, and when he does refer to his sources in India he refers to them as ‘wise men’. [footnoteRef:24] This creates problems because it is therefore problematic in trusting whether is paraphrased or not.  [22:  Parker 2008: 71]  [23:  Parker 2008: 71]  [24:  Parker 2008: 47] 

The historian Arrian, like many historians of his time, also has sections of his work missing but that work which survives the campaign of Alexander the Great is positioned at the beginning of his work.[footnoteRef:25] Arrian also imitates the way that Herodotus was weary of his sources, this can be shown in the way he approached the speeches of Ptolemy and Aristobulus which he uses as primary sources.[footnoteRef:26] Arrian also draws on what he deems as secondary sources; he will use sources other than Ptolemy and Aristobulus. [footnoteRef:27] It can be suggested that Ptolemy has altered what he has recorded to improve his own or Alexander the Great’s reputation.[footnoteRef:28] This argument is supported by Sabine Müller who argues that Ptolemy and Aristobulus probably altered the military records to make Alexander’s marriage to Roxane appear more favourable to Alexander, rather than the possibility that the Macedonian King had been forced to marry a foreign princess due to him losing as battle with her father.[footnoteRef:29] [25:  Bosworth 1995: 4]  [26:  Bosworth 1995: 6]  [27:  Bosworth 1995: 7]  [28:  Bosworth 1995: 6]  [29:  Müller 2012: 297 ] 

From the sources we can now infer that the main aims of Alexander the Great’s conquests can be linked to two things, that he wanted complete control and administration over the ‘known world’.[footnoteRef:30] This can be shown by him continuing beyond the borders of the Persian Empire into India [footnoteRef:31] and that Alexander also used non-Macedonian generals in his army to conquer new areas. [footnoteRef:32] [30: http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.04.0009%3Achapter%3D16%3Asection%3D17]  [31:  Bosworth 1988: 119]  [32: http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.04.0009%3Achapter%3D16%3Asection%3D17 ] 

Alexander the Great became king after the assassination of his father Phillip II of Macedon.[footnoteRef:33] William Tarn argues that the main aim of Alexander the Great was that he desired to fulfil the wishes of his father.[footnoteRef:34] The reason why Philip decided to invade Persia can be attributed to the idea that he wished to win over the Greek states and unify them under Macedonian rule.[footnoteRef:35] This was due to there being a constant tension between the Greeks and the Persians throughout the centuries, which can be seen most notably in the fourth century.[footnoteRef:36] Tarn therefore argues that it was Philip’s desire to invade and conquer the Persian Empire, which had been planned until his assassination interrupted it. Therefore, Alexander the Great would have seen the conquest of the Persian Empire as a birth right or part of his inheritance.[footnoteRef:37] Ian Worthington also argues that the Persian Empire would have been a soft target for Philip and Alexander the Great because they would have been targeting non-Greeks who they could enslave.[footnoteRef:38] Another reason for this view is that the conquest of the Persian Empire would provide a more profitable result than the profit they would receive from victory over the Greeks.[footnoteRef:39] Worthington also argues was that when Alexander the Great attacked the Persian Empire and won it could also be used to show his power and might.[footnoteRef:40] [33:  Worthington 2003: 17]  [34:  Worthington 2003: 45 ]  [35:  Worthington 2003: 45]  [36:  Worthington 2003: 121]  [37:  Worthington 2003: 45]  [38:  Worthington 2003: 122]  [39:  Worthington 2003: 122]  [40:  Worthington 2003: 123] 

In regards to his conquest of India it seems that there was not a clear understanding about where the Persian Empire ended in India.[footnoteRef:41] This can be shown in Herodotus’s work where he argues that the empire extended down to the Indus and the Southern Ocean under the rule of Darius I.[footnoteRef:42] However Bosworth disagrees and argues that the Persian Empire did not extend any further that the Kabul Valley, because this was the furthest that the Persian Empire could have reached while still retaining a strong presence.[footnoteRef:43] [41:  http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Hdt.+4.44&fromdoc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.01.0126]  [42:  http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Hdt.+4.44&fromdoc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.01.0126 ]  [43:  Bosworth 1988: 119] 

A further aim of Alexander the Great was to portray himself in the image of a god or Greek hero.[footnoteRef:44] This may have stemmed from Alexander’s upbringing, since his mother claimed to have been descended from the Greek hero Achilles and was a devotee of Dionysus[footnoteRef:45]. This desire can be shown in multiple areas of his life, most notably in the generous way he treated the inhabitants of cities who had been founded by Greek gods and heroes. [footnoteRef:46] This can also be seen in the way that Alexander emphasised that he had surpassed the distance that Herakles travelled in India since Herakles retreated back due to an earthquake which has been written in the accounts.[footnoteRef:47] Alexander the Great’s desire to be portrayed as a Greek God or hero can also be shown by his vigorous attack on the Persians immediately after he legitimised his claim to the throne.[footnoteRef:48]  [44:  Heckel 2007: 208]  [45:  Heckel 2007: 208]  [46:  Heckel 2007: 210]  [47:  Heckel 2002: 63]  [48:  Worthington 2003: 123] 

One of the strategies that Alexander used was political marriage, as a way to solidify his right to rule in the region. This can most notably be seen in his marriage to Roxane, who was a daughter of a Bactrian noble.[footnoteRef:49] The marriage would have been a significant political move in Alexander’s desire to control the region as it meant that his new relations would have to cease fighting with him. [footnoteRef:50] Alexander also went on to marry many times after Roxane. Another important political marriage of Alexander’s was to Sateira, who was the daughter of Darius III. This marriage was significant because it meant that Alexander could legitimize the absorption of the Achaemenid rule into Alexander’s Empire. [footnoteRef:51] These two marriages, although they were not were not the only marriages that Alexander made, show that marriage was a strategy for political gain over the areas that Alexander conquered.[footnoteRef:52] In Roxane’s case the marriage allowed for Alexander to settle the uprisings in Bactria, which then allowed him to go on to India in the following year.[footnoteRef:53] Another reason it seems that the marriage to Roxane was a political move rather than a romantic match -which is suggested by Plutarch[footnoteRef:54]- is that there is little evidence to suggest that Roxane was ever incorporated into the court of Alexander the Great. This can be shown by the lack of presence that Roxane has in the records until the last days of Alexanders’ life where she and her son become the heir to the empire.[footnoteRef:55] Roxane’s lack of incorporation can also be argued to support the idea that Alexander the Great wanted to be viewed as a hero or god. This would mean that he could not have a wife and child by his side while he was to be viewed as a hero.[footnoteRef:56] [49:  Müller 2012: 295]  [50:  Müller 2012: 295]  [51:  Müller 2012: 296]  [52:  Müller 2012: 296]  [53:  Worthington 2003: 216]  [54:  https://www.ancient.eu/Roxanne/]  [55:  Müller 2012: 299]  [56:  Müller 2012: 299] 

A further strategy of Alexander the Great’s seems to be complete oppression of the local population. This can be shown in his attack on those in the Choes valley, when Alexander’s forces came upon the inhabitants and discovered that they had retreated back into their fortresses.[footnoteRef:57] After the inhabitants attacked his forces which resulted in Alexander being wounded, Alexander ordered the total destruction of the city, which meant that those who had failed to escape were massacred.[footnoteRef:58] There seems to be a clear choice being made in the ways he treated local populations, particularly when his generous treatment of the inhabitants of cities founded by Greek gods or heroes is taken into consideration.[footnoteRef:59] [57:  Bosworth 1988: 121]  [58:  Bosworth 1988: 121]  [59:  Heckel 2007: 210] 

In contrast it seems that Alexander the Great also believed in rewarding the people who surrendered to him. This can be clearly seen through the treatment of the inhabitants of Nysa, who he allowed to be free and independent of his rule.[footnoteRef:60] Another reason he may have done this was to surpass Dionysus, which further supports his aim to become a god or great hero.[footnoteRef:61] Another example of Alexander the Great’s method of rewarding those he defeated can be seen in the confrontation between Alexander and the Indian Ruler of the Hydaspes region, Porous.[footnoteRef:62] Porous was initially presented a considerable problem for Alexander the Great as he was a ruler of a very fertile and populous area of India.[footnoteRef:63] This was one of the first issues that Alexander the Great faced when he was in India because other neighbouring rulers had submitted without much difficulty. Alexander the Great had allowed those local rulers to keep their princedoms because they had provided him with support in the building of a bridge in the Ohind to cross the Indus River.[footnoteRef:64] However, Porous refused to submit willingly so this led to a confrontation between the rulers on the banks of the Hydaspes River. Alexander eventually managed to conquer Porous and make him submit, afterwards making Porous a satrap as a reward for impressing Alexander with his heroism. [footnoteRef:65] [60:  Bosworth 1988: 121-2]  [61:  Arrian Anabasis 5.1-2.]  [62:  Bosworth 1988: 130]  [63:  Bosworth 1988: 126]  [64:  Bosworth 1988: 125]  [65:  Bosworth 1988: 125-130] 

Alexander the Great’s use of satraps a method that involved the rule of another person as governor in a region of the empire in the place of Alexander,[footnoteRef:66] was an effective method of control as it meant that the local rulers would still be in place and Alexander would not have to waste time asserting his power in the region and could move on to the next area.[footnoteRef:67] A notable example of this can be found in Porous, once he eventually submitted to Alexander he was allowed to keep his kingdom but he now had to answer to Alexander.[footnoteRef:68]  [66:  Heckel 2002: 93 ]  [67:  Heckel 2002: 61]  [68:  Bosworth 1988: 130] 

The battle between Alexander the Great and Porous on banks of the Hydaspes River demonstrates an important technique in the military organization of Alexander the Great’s army, most notably the reliance on cavalry.[footnoteRef:69] In the battle Alexander had access to fully trained elephants which could rival Porous, but he still used the horse cavalry to take the brunt of the fighting.[footnoteRef:70] It also was an effective move because it was expected that Alexander would have used the localised battle tactics such as the elephants to win.[footnoteRef:71] [69:  Bosworth 1988: 125-130]  [70:  Bosworth 1988: 125-130]  [71:  Bosworth 1988: 125-130] 

Therefore, the sources do allow us to understand whether Alexander the Great had strategies and objectives in mind while campaigning in Bactria and India. It is only when examining the sources closely and combining their evidence with modern sources that it becomes clearer that there were some coherent strategies that Alexander the Great used such as using marriages to gain political control of regions. However, the picture is not as clear with Alexander’s aims, as it is only when you examine the modern scholarship on Alexander that it is possible to come to an understanding of what his aims could have been. 
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