
Write a Critical Analysis of one of the following pieces of ancient evidence: Arrian, Anabasis, 1.16.

Ανάβασις, Anabasis may be translated as an “expedition up from.”[footnoteRef:1]   There are two classical texts with this title; Xenophon’s Anabasis of Cyrus and Arrian’s Anabasis Alexandri.  Both recount military expeditions, and it is from the latter that this passage is taken.  Hammond described Arrian as “one of the foremost writers of the Greek renaissance in the second century AD."[footnoteRef:2] and whilst much debate surrounds exactly when he wrote his Anabasis, it was around 500 years after Alexander died.[footnoteRef:3]  This particular section is an account of the concluding phase of the Battle of Granicus, the opening engagement of Alexander's campaign, and was translated by Chinnock in 1884.  According to Chinnock, publication was an afterthought, considered when he realised there had been no prior English translation.[footnoteRef:4]  Chinnock states his intent to provide an ipissima verba, [footnoteRef:5] a literal translation, and yet it is interesting that he entitles Spithridates not as satrap but as “viceroy of Lydia,”[footnoteRef:6] more indicative of his era than Alexander’s.[footnoteRef:7] [1:  Anabasis (Xenophon), 2023.]  [2:  Hammond, 2013, v.]  [3:  Schepens, 1971, p. 254.]  [4:  Arr. Anab.  Pref.]  [5:  Ibid.]  [6:  Arr. Anab. 1.16.1.]  [7:  Arr. Anab.  Pref.] 


According to Bosworth, the established view had been that Arrian wrote the Anabasis in his later years and had therefore acquired some literary expertise, the military know-how of a vir militaris, a philosophers analytical ability and the strategic appreciation of an adlected consul sufflectus.[footnoteRef:8]  However, Bosworth concluded that “the evidence is unanimous that it was an early work, written before the start of Arrian’s senatorial career.”[footnoteRef:9]  Nevertheless, it appears that before his literary apogee, the Bithyniaca, he strove to establish himself as "preeminent in Hellenic letters as Alexander was preeminent in the art of war.”[footnoteRef:10]  According to Stadter, “the patriarch Photius” referred to Arrian as “the new Xenophon”[footnoteRef:11] and it may have been his desire to eclipse his predecessor's Anabasis that made him less objective.  [8:  Bosworth, 1972, p. 163-8.]  [9:  Ibid, p. 178.]  [10:  Ibid, p. 168.]  [11:  Stadter, 1967, p. 155.] 


Hammond states Arrian’s work is “based on the most reliable accounts.”[footnoteRef:12]  Purportedly, most information was drawn from Aristobulus and Ptolemy, both contemporaries.[footnoteRef:13]  However, some controversy surrounds Arrian’s Persian casualty figures.  Chinnock’s translation says that 1000 were killed whilst acknowledging in his notes that Diodorus lists 2000.[footnoteRef:14]  However, a translation of Diodorus reveals that what he actually said was “not less than 2000 horsemen.”[footnoteRef:15] Bosworth states that Plutarch, mirroring one of Arrian’s reputed sources, Aristobulus, puts this figure at 2500.[footnoteRef:16]   Whilst Arrian appears to have under-reported Persian casualties, the opposite applies to those suffered by the Greek mercenaries.  Arrian claims that "About 2,000 were taken, prisoners.”[footnoteRef:17]  Earlier, he wrote, "The Persian cavalry were about 20,000 in number and their infantry, consisting of Grecian mercenaries, fell a little short of that number.”[footnoteRef:18]  The reader must therefore deduce that 18000 were killed, a number Levine considers to reside in “the realm of sensationalist fiction.”[footnoteRef:19] Granicus is the first of Alexander's non-domestic battles and, as such, was an important building block in the creation of the Alexander legend.[footnoteRef:20]  [12:  Hammond, 2013, v]  [13:  Steele, 1919, p. 147.]  [14:  Arr. Anab. 1.16.2.]  [15:  Diod. 17.21.6.]  [16:  Bosworth, 1980, p. 124.]  [17:  Arr. Anab. 1.16.2.]  [18:  Arr. Anab. 1.14.4.]  [19:  Devine, 1986, p. 276.]  [20:  Ibid, p. 277.] 


Whilst Arrian may have been guilty of some arristea, he is also the victim of faulty source material, in this case, Ptolemy or Calisthenes.  Calisthenes, not a soldier, might have found collating such numbers problematic.[footnoteRef:21]  Ptolemy, Bosworth argues, may well have exaggerated elements to make him appear better and his opponents worse.[footnoteRef:22]  Ironically Arrian is the victim of his own statistics.  Of the Greek mercenaries, he says that Alexander "soon cut them up.”[footnoteRef:23]  It is unlikely a force of 20000 would be so rapidly despatched.  They would have “outnumbered the entire Macedonian army and simply have formed square and carried out a fighting retreat with a reasonable chance of success.”[footnoteRef:24]  Arrian intimates that the mercenaries remained in situ  “from amazement at the unexpected result of the struggle,”[footnoteRef:25] and that they were immediately attacked by the phalanx.  Plutarch, a near contemporary of Arrian, reported that they "asked that Alexander should promise them quarter.”[footnoteRef:26]  Arrian’s omission may be intentional.  An able commander would logically seek terms and minimise his own casualties.  To admit otherwise would mean that Alexander was “influenced by anger more than by reason,”[footnoteRef:27] and not the preeminent military genius Arrian was trying to portray. [21:  Ibid, p. 267.]  [22:  Bosworth, 1976, p. 117.]  [23:  Arr. Anab. 1.16.2. ]  [24:  Devine, 1986, p. 272.]  [25:  Arr. Anab. 1.16.2.]  [26:  Plut.  Alex.  16.6.]  [27:  Plut.  Alex.  16.7.] 


Bosworth maintained that Arrian, at this time, was "relatively inexperienced in the selection and juxtaposition of material from his primary sources.” [footnoteRef:28] However, in Arrian's own preface, he states that included "into my narrative as strictly authentic all the statements relating to Alexander and Philip which Ptolemy son of Lagus and Aristobulus..agree in making.”[footnoteRef:29] He went on to say that where there were contradictions, he "selected that which appears to me to be more credible.”[footnoteRef:30]  Based upon some of the terminology used to describe the hypaspists, Bosworth is convinced that some of Arrian's description of Granicus is not based upon his usual sources.[footnoteRef:31] [28:  Bosworth, 1976, p. 119.]  [29:  Arr. Anab.  Pref. ]  [30:  Ibid.]  [31:  Bosworth, 1976, p. 126.] 


The plight of the Persian cavalry reveals some remarkable insight into the tactics employed by both sides.  Firstly, instead of positioning their heavy infantry at the top of the embankment and their cavalry in reserve where they could manoeuvre, the Persians did precisely the opposite.[footnoteRef:32]  Whilst the plan may have been to eliminate Alexander, who was likely to command the Companion Cavalry, they exposed their elite unit to attack from a combined force of Macedonian cavalry and light infantry.[footnoteRef:33]  "The Persians themselves, as well as their horses were now being struck on their faces with the lances from all sides,”[footnoteRef:34] is testament to a Macedonian technological advantage.  Their cavalry were equipped with the long sarissai and presumably could strike their Persian counterparts with impunity.[footnoteRef:35]  While the modernity of the Macedonian army is on clear display in terms of its employment of combined operations, such as the use of light infantry and cavalry at the centre of the formation, it is still left to the traditional phalanx to administer the coup de grace.  Leading the phalanx, of-course, is Alexander.[footnoteRef:36]  Victory is secured, and the passage ends with a list of Persian notables killed.  The loss of Niphates, Petines, Spithridates and Mithradates was a major setback for the Persians.[footnoteRef:37] [32:  Lonsdale, 2004, p. 76.]  [33:  Arr. Anab. 1.16.1.]  [34:  Ibid. ]  [35:  Devine, 1986, p. 275.]  [36:  Arr. Anab. 1.16.2.]  [37:  Lonsdale, 2004, p. 82.] 


Although this is just a small sample of Arrian's work, these lines demonstrate that he navigated a median line between sources, often to extract the effect and create the impression he intended, the glorification of Alexander's exploits. 

“Arrian’s train of thought implicitly reveals how much a part of belles-lettres historiography was for the historians of Antiquity and how alien the dichotomy between matter and form to their historiographical conception.”[footnoteRef:38] [38:  Schepens, 1971, p. 263.] 


 The “alliance of fate”[footnoteRef:39] between himself and Alexander was so ingrained that in obscuring the negatives, he missed the positives.  He was unable to highlight Alexander's true genius at Granicus, a rapid evaluation and resolution of the tactical problem, in this case, to draw out the Persian elite with a feint.  It was, as Devine put it, “the strategic equivalent of cutting the Gordian knot.”[footnoteRef:40]  [39:  Schepens, 1971, p. 263.]  [40:  Devine, 1986, p. 277.] 
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