Write a critical commentary on Lucan 10.1-40
[bookmark: _Int_zKF6Vkn9][bookmark: _Int_DEownbd1][bookmark: _Int_pty2zkXF]The tenth book written by Lucan from lines one to forty describes the closing days of Caeser’s stay in Alexandria following the death of Pompey at the hands of the Egyptians, and is followed by a critical review of Alexander at his tomb beneath the temples in the city. This review serves to paint the Macedonian King in an uncommon light, not as the world conquering hero, but instead attests to Alexander being more as a despot unfit to rule, and as a plague on the lands. The view of Alexander here contrasts sharply with the common modern interpretation of Alexander, where he is maintained as a tactical and strategic savant. The Author Lucan was a stoic author under the reign of Nero, born in Spain and stout Republican as evident in his books on the civil war between Caeser and Pompey, the Bellum Civile, notable for its emphasis of the events and its wilful denial of deities within, whilst maintaining the supernatural in the form of visions and descriptions throughout.
[bookmark: _Int_PgzPXLB7]The first five lines follow Caeser’s arrival onto Egyptian shores, after receiving the Head of Pompey, it is evident in these opening lines that Lucan has a disdain for the people of Egypt and of Caeser himself, citing the sands of Egypt as ‘Fatal’ in the second line and in the third line there is the use of Caeser's ‘destiny’ which is that of the ‘guilty’. With a strong opening such as this we are given insight into the inner workings of Lucan's opinions of the finality of the war, this theme continues throughout the subsequent lines. In the fourth and fifth lines of this section the attention is pulled back into Egypt and the turmoil it currently suffers due to the clashing designs of Cleopatra and her brother Ptolemy, using the line “Egypt contended whether the realm of Lagus should be conquered by Roman arms,” Highlighting the division in the kingdom. Lucan’s aversion to absolute power is shown in lines eleven and twelve where he refers to the feelings of the people of Alexandria and Egypt perhaps as a whole, “(11) But from the Rage of the populace, who bore it ill that Roman rods and laws (12) should invade their own, he learned that feeling was divide and allegiance wavering” Lucan is attempting with these lines to bring out in the reader a sense of comradery with the people of Egypt as well as to highlight that sometimes it is the Roman Laws and Roman Rods which create the tension and are a part of the larger problem, Lucan draws a parallel between these events and his contemporary period with the roman people being the ones who should be in a state of rage. However, this is only small and a part of a larger subversive attempt to get the readers onside with his rhetoric, and not an impactful section when compared to the larger events within the Bellum Civile. Caeser is described as masking his fears over Pompey’s death. And instead opts to visit the temple of the gods in Alexandria where the cities namesake lies buried. Lucan describes the Temples in the sixteenth line “The ancient shrines of divinity which attest (17) to the Former might of Macedonia” it is here Lucan begins to deviate into an analysis of Alexander although it maintains a harsh outlook and he uses it as a way to portray the contemporary position of Nero as well as to a lesser degree, Caeser. Caeser is shown here in a somewhat neutral, perhaps even favourable light as he is not attracted to the ornate surroundings as he begins to enter the temples “(18) Neither the gold and ornaments of the gods, nor the city walls; (19) but in eager haste he went down into the vault hewn out for a tomb” this gives the reader an inkling that Caeser, in Lucan’s eyes, does not covet the wealth around him which sets him apart from other imperial figures even if he is still disliked by Lucan, he does not go so far as to slander his character. Following Caeser’s Entry into the tomb of Alexander, who is mentioned only as the son of Macedonian Philip, indicative of Lucan’s dislike of the Macedonian king which continues fervently throughout the following sections, this is especially evident in line twenty-one where Lucan states that Alexander’s death was one that “Avenged the world” as well as dedicating Alexanders success indirectly a result of the aptitude of his father, this precedes the above words on the same line it cites Alexander as a “fortunate freebooter” meaning that the young king of Macedon inherited the power to take over the known world instead of earning it himself with the talent he had himself. Lucan’s disgust of Alexander is brought to the forefront again in the twenty-second line, where he states that “The limbs should have been scattered over the whole earth they laid in a hallowed shrine;” the implication being that Alexander should not have been given the courtesy of having a final resting place, instead of being flung across the world, but instead “fortune spared his dead body”. Lucan’s republican side is then brought to the forefront in the twenty-fifth and sixth lines, where he mentions that “If Freedom had ever made men their own masters again (26) His body would have been preserved for mockery” This is heavily representative of his personal interests in his contemporary life in which he was under the scrutiny of Emperor Nero, this dislike for imperial authority shines through heavily in these lines, with an understanding of this context line twenty-seven can be viewed in an alternate way, instead of simply pertaining it to Alexander “A man who was born to teach this bad lesson to the world” both follows the opinion Lucan has of Alexander's remains as well as providing an insight into how Lucan interprets what he sees as men like Alexander, who in this case would be Nero. This is further supported in lines twenty-eight and twenty-nine. “That so many lands obey one lord. He left his own obscure realm of Macedonia;(29) He spurned Athens which his father had conquered; driven by the impulse of destiny.” This is again reinforcing Lucan’s preference of King Philip over his son, as well as bringing attention to the city of Athens, a city which Lucan himself has a personal attachment to which may have influenced this opinion that he has of imperial authority over a republican system. Lucan maintains his demeanour and pacing as he continues to provide reasons to view Alexander as a foolish warmonger, “(30) He rushed through the peoples of Asia, (31) Mowing down mankind’ he drove his sword home in the breast of every nation;” This creates an almost supernatural and demonic visage of Alexander as the epitome of Imperial monstrosities, it depicts the king as capable of butchery against peoples who seem unable to resist or fight back, which is to the contrary of the history but that is where Lucan’s work is exceptional, which is how it makes the reader feel in relation to the topic, whilst the wording may seem dry alone the rhetoric involved is capable of driving home the points in which he feels need addressing not just as a historical narrative but as a commentary on his contemporary politics. The closing six lines of this forty line section emphasises the brutality Lucan views Alexanders march against the world, with sentences such as “(34)He was a pestilence to Earth, a thunderbolt that struck all peoples alike” as well as thirty five, “A comet of Disaster to mankind” with these two simple lines he sets up Alexander as being an almost deific precursor of the imperial ‘threat’ to the freedom of all peoples not just Roman, it is understandable that Lucan would see the world this way as a result of his education and his treatment by covetous Nero. Lucan doesn’t stop at highlighting the brutality of such a man, but also the insanity of one imbued with such authority over so many people. “(36) He was preparing to launch his fleets on the Ocean by way of the outer sea. (37) No obstacle to him was heat, or sea.” Bearing in mind that the Ocean was considered a hard border in which humanity should not cross. This is just an emphasis on the metaphorical cloud that covers the eyes of figures in positions of absolute power.
Overall, the text is indicative of Lucan’s thoughts and opinions and gives a loose historical account of Caeser and Alexander, as well as his own interpretation of how these men should be perceived. In addition to this Lucan presents an interesting format in which to look at him and his time period as a contemporary source on the political opinions he maintains about the Empire and reinforces the general concept that he is a stout republican, lines fifteen through to forty are most indicative of these thoughts and you could analyse deeper into how Lucan presents the idea of Imperialism using Alexander as the benchmark for autocratic leviathans. 
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