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    At once a record of audacity and a meditation on control, Arrian’s Anabasis of Alexander follows a commander whose resolve to push past the limits of his world magnifies achievement while sharpening the risks that accompany power, distance, and imperfect knowledge, drawing on carefully weighed testimony to show how discipline, logistics, intelligence, and persuasion convert intention into action even as every march, negotiation, and siege tests the boundary between calculated strategy and overreach, so that the progress of conquest reveals, step by step, both the reach of human ingenuity and the stubborn limits imposed by geography, culture, contingency, and mortality.

Composed in Greek by Lucius Flavius Arrian during the Roman Empire in the second century CE, the Anabasis of Alexander—also circulated in English as The Campaigns of Alexander—belongs to the classical tradition of historical narrative and military reportage. In seven books, it recounts the expedition of Alexander of Macedon across the late fourth‑century BCE Near East and beyond, from Europe into Asia and toward India. Arrian privileges the testimony of earlier eyewitness authors, notably Ptolemy and Aristobulus, and shapes their accounts into a lucid chronicle that balances operations, policy, and character. The result is a focused, source‑conscious portrait of a world‑altering campaign.

Arrian begins with the young king consolidating authority in Greece and turning his attention to the Persian Empire, then advances the narrative along the lines of march, council, and encounter. The voice is confident and judicious, announcing methods and weighing reports without theatrical excess. Readers experience a steady cadence of movement, with clear descriptions of routes, dispositions, and negotiations, interleaved with brief reflections on character and motive. The style favors clarity over ornament, and the tone remains measured, admiring of skill yet alert to error. The effect is immersion in command decisions rather than decorative set pieces or digressions.

Leadership under uncertainty is central: Arrian presents plans formulated under time pressure, intelligence that is partial or contested, and measures taken to maintain cohesion across distance. He attends to logistics—bridges, supplies, communications—as the substrate of strategy, and to the psychological economy of praise, reward, and punishment. The ethical dimension remains present without sermonizing, as glory, necessity, and restraint are weighed against suffering and resistance. Throughout, fortune is acknowledged but never allowed to eclipse deliberate choice. The thematic emphasis is both practical and moral, inviting readers to consider how prudence, daring, and institutional discipline sustain momentum and where they begin to fray.

The work also depicts encounters across languages, laws, and landscapes, where negotiation can matter as much as force. As the army traverses coasts, plains, and mountain corridors, Arrian notes the constraints and opportunities geography imposes, making terrain a constant interlocutor of policy. Cities, alliances, and administrative arrangements enter the story as instruments of durable control, and the narrative registers the tensions produced when inherited Macedonian norms meet local practices. Written from within the Roman imperial world, Arrian’s analysis of command and governance reflects an interest in order, discipline, and precedent, yet his commitment to named sources disciplines that perspective with evidence.

For contemporary readers, the Anabasis matters as a study in leadership, strategy, and institutional design that neither romanticizes nor trivializes the costs of war. Its procedural clarity and attention to logistics, morale, and communication resonate with fields from military education to management and public policy. Just as important is Arrian’s method: he foregrounds evidence, distinguishes rumor from report, and acknowledges uncertainty, offering a durable model of source criticism in an age of contested narratives. The book’s sustained view of intercultural contact—cooperation, assimilation, and friction—invites reflection on how power, identity, and information travel in large systems and shape collective outcomes.

Approached as both narrative and argument, Arrian’s history rewards attentive reading: maps and a sense of ancient geography help, but so does patience with his careful pacing and source notices. He writes to show what a commander decided, why those choices seemed sound at the time, and how institutions amplified or constrained action. Without recourse to melodrama, the book builds momentum and clarity, offering a disciplined guide through one of antiquity’s most consequential expeditions. It endures because it illuminates ambition and responsibility in equal measure, and because it demonstrates how disciplined inquiry can make past decisions intelligible without simplifying them.
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    Arrian’s The Anabasis of Alexander, composed in the second century CE, recounts Alexander the Great’s campaigns in seven books. Drawing chiefly on Ptolemy son of Lagus and Aristobulus of Cassandreia, Arrian builds a military narrative that privileges eyewitness testimony and operational clarity. He treats the expedition as a continuous advance from Macedon across Asia, pausing to assess plans, logistics, and command decisions. The work balances battle accounts with governance, diplomacy, and the management of conquered populations. Throughout, Arrian tests competing reports, states his preferences, and aims to separate rumor from credible detail, framing conquest as a sequence of deliberate choices.

After Philip II’s assassination, Alexander secures the Macedonian throne and compels Greek allegiance through swift campaigning. Arrian recounts the destruction of Thebes as a stark assertion of authority, followed by preparations to carry the war into Asia as the avenger of earlier Persian invasions. Crossing the Hellespont, Alexander defeats Persian satrapal forces at the Granicus, opening western Asia Minor. The narrative outlines how he reorganizes cities, confirms or replaces local authorities, and uses speed to fragment opposition. Arrian emphasizes reconnaissance, river crossings, and calculated risk-taking that preserves initiative, presenting Alexander’s leadership as rigorously planned rather than impulsive.

Advancing along the Anatolian coast and interior, Alexander compels Darius III into battle near Issus, where confined terrain favors Macedonian arms. Arrian’s account centers on tactical arrangements and pursuit, then turns to the prolonged siege of Tyre, which showcases engineering, naval improvisation, and relentless pressure. With coastal strongholds subdued, Alexander moves through Gaza to Egypt, where his reception is orderly and administrative. He founds Alexandria and consults prominent cult centers, gestures Arrian reads as combining policy with prestige. The campaign’s pace remains rapid, yet the narrative increasingly weighs the diplomatic and symbolic dimensions that accompany military success.

Reentering the Near Eastern heartland, Alexander meets Darius again on the plains near Gaugamela. Arrian details careful deployment, counters to chariots, and a breakthrough that unhinges the Persian line. The victory opens Babylon and Susa, then Persepolis, with vast resources secured for further operations. Arrian attends to proclamations, satrapal appointments, and the balancing of clemency with deterrence in occupied territories. The work tracks how Alexander adapts his command structure to a widening empire, while managing communications, supply lines, and the integration of local elites, framing these choices as inseparable from battlefield success and the momentum of the campaign.

With the imperial centers taken, Alexander pursues Darius into the eastern satrapies, where the war shifts to mountainous terrain and mobile opponents. Arrian narrates the collapse of central Persian authority and the emergence of rival claimants, charting the reduction of strongholds across Bactria and Sogdiana. The text highlights sieges, winter campaigning, and the use of light troops and allied cavalry. As the army pushes farther, questions of rule come to the fore: recruitment of local contingents, ceremonial practices that test Macedonian customs, and disciplinary measures against insubordination. Arrian treats these as practical experiments and sources of persistent strain within the ranks.

Arrian presents the Indian expedition as a test of endurance and ingenuity. After complex river crossings, Alexander defeats a powerful regional king at the Hydaspes, with attention to terrain, elephants, and combined arms. Further advances press the army to the limits of climate and distance, culminating in resistance to continuing east at the Hyphasis. The subsequent return divides forces between a fleet exploring the Indus route and a land march through harsh country, each posing logistical trials. Along the way, wounds, garrisons, and renewed discipline underscore the campaign’s costs. The reassembly in the imperial core brings promotions, reforms, and unrest.

Arrian concludes with attempts to consolidate rule, blend staffs from different populations, and frame future expeditions, using Babylon as a strategic center. He revisits questions of command legitimacy, reward and punishment, and the feasibility of sustaining momentum after years of campaigning. The narrative’s final phase emphasizes the fragility of unity amid success while maintaining focus on operations and administration rather than personal drama. As a synthesis grounded in earlier testimonies, the Anabasis endures for its lucid mapping of decisions and consequences, shaping later understandings of generalship, empire, and the interpretive challenges faced by historians of the ancient world.
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    Arrian of Nicomedia (c. 86–after 146 CE), a Greek author and Roman senator, composed the Anabasis of Alexander in the early second century CE. Writing in elegant, classicizing Greek, he modeled his title on Xenophon’s Anabasis and arranged his history in seven books, with the Indica as a companion piece. The narrative covers Alexander’s campaigns from 334 to 323 BCE. Arrian professes to record what is most trustworthy, privileging eyewitness authorities and military practicality. He frames the expedition as a coherent campaign into Asia, organized by Macedonian institutions and confronting the Achaemenid Empire, while avoiding rhetorical extravagance common in earlier accounts.

Alexander’s story unfolds against the transformation of the Greek world after the Peloponnesian War. Macedon, consolidated by Philip II, reorganized the army around the sarissa-bearing phalanx, Companion cavalry, and specialized light troops. Philip established the League of Corinth in 337 BCE, binding most Greek city-states to a common peace and to a planned campaign against Persia. After Philip’s assassination in 336, Alexander assumed the Macedonian kingship and the league’s hegemon position. These institutions supplied legitimacy, troops, and revenue, and they framed the campaign’s political aims. Arrian presumes this structure, citing decrees and titles that delineate Macedonian royal authority over allied Greeks.

Opposing Macedon stood the Achaemenid Empire under Darius III, a vast monarchy administered through satrapies, royal roads, and an established fiscal system. Persian authority extended across Anatolia, the Levant, Egypt, Mesopotamia, and Iran, and included many Greek communities on the Aegean fringe. The empire employed Greek mercenaries and maintained significant naval resources. This administrative and logistical sophistication shapes Arrian’s backdrop: he describes satrapal governance, treasuries, and the strategic value of routes and cities. The encounter he narrates includes major set-piece battles and sieges, but always within the framework of imperial structures whose resources and weaknesses conditioned the progression of the war.

Arrian grounds his history in sources he names and evaluates. He declares Ptolemy son of Lagus, later king of Egypt, and Aristobulus of Cassandreia as principal authorities, favoring their claimed eyewitness status and sobriety. For naval and Indian material he uses Nearchus, commander of Alexander’s fleet, and consults writers such as Megasthenes. He rejects the sensational tradition associated with Cleitarchus, which underlies parts of Diodorus and Curtius Rufus. Composed after Plutarch’s Life of Alexander, Arrian’s account positions itself as a corrective: a disciplined narrative of operations, casualties, and decisions, openly cross-checking reports and noting disagreements among earlier texts.

Arrian wrote as a prominent provincial Greek within the Roman Empire’s Second Sophistic. He held Roman citizenship, served as consul in 129 CE, and governed Cappadocia under Hadrian, recording a successful defense against the Alans in 135. His works on Epictetus preserved Stoic teaching; his Periplus of the Euxine Sea reflects administrative attention to routes and harbors. This background shapes an authorial stance attentive to organization, discipline, and logistics. The Anabasis speaks to an audience schooled in classical Greek literature yet living under Roman rule, aligning Greek historical models with contemporary expectations of orderly command and responsible imperial governance.

The campaign traverses regions from Asia Minor and Syria to Egypt, Mesopotamia, Iran, Central Asia, and the Indus basin. Arrian emphasizes marches, crossings, and supply, detailing rivers, passes, and distances that structure operations. His companion Indica, drawing chiefly on Nearchus, extends the narrative seaward, describing the voyage from the Indus along the Persian Gulf and reporting on Indian customs via earlier authorities. Such geographical and ethnographic attention situates battles within a larger picture of movement and administration, in which controlling roads, ports, and treasuries underpins success and explains the political consolidation that followed military advances.

Religious observance and cultural policy are integral to Arrian’s account. He records sacrifices before campaigns, dedications, and consultations of recognized sanctuaries, situating decisions within Greek ritual norms. The narrative also treats interactions with local elites, the retention of satraps under Macedonian oversight, and the adoption of certain Persian court practices alongside continued Macedonian institutions. Arrian repeatedly comments on discipline, justice, and clemency, measuring conduct against ideals of lawful command. By highlighting administrative appointments, trials, and rewards, he presents kingship as a legal and military office, not merely personal glory, reinforcing the legitimacy claims that framed the expedition.

The Anabasis of Alexander reflects its era by fusing Greek classicism with Roman imperial sensibilities. Its sober tone, preference for named witnesses, and attention to logistics answer Hadrianic tastes for order and erudition. As a Greek senator, Arrian preserves Hellenic memory of a Panhellenic venture while demonstrating the virtues of disciplined command prized by Rome. The work became the most authoritative ancient narrative of Alexander’s campaigns, often guiding later histories and military studies. By dismissing embellishment and foregrounding institutions, it offers a critique of sensational storytelling and a measured vision of conquest as organization, law, and strategy rather than spectacle.
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I began this translation two years ago with no thought of print, yet as the work grew I felt Arrian deserved English notice; none exists here though many abroad. I have stayed as close to the Greek as idiom allows, sure a translator must give the words, not a paraphrase. My notes compare Diodorus, Plutarch, Curtius, Justin, Aelian, and draw from Herodotus, Strabo, Pliny, Ammianus and Scripture, shaping Alexander’s history. Arrian, a second-century writer, lacks Attic polish yet outshines his peers save Lucian; I mark his quirks, add an index, and beg pardon for slips pressed on a schoolmaster’s leisure. E.J.C., Dumfries, December 1883.
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LIFE AND WRITINGS OF ARRIAN.
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Flavius Arrianus was born late in the first century at Nicomedia, Bithynia[1]. A disciple of the Stoic Epictetus at Nicopolis, he later gained Athens’s esteem as “the younger Xenophon,” a name he even uses for himself. In 126 AD he won Emperor Hadrian’s friendship, followed him to Rome, received citizenship, and adopted the imperial name Flavius. Appointed governor of Cappadocia in 132, he repelled the invading Alani. Under Antoninus Pius he rose to the consulship; when Marcus Aurelius succeeded, he retired to Nicomedia, became priest of Demeter and Persephone, and peacefully died during that honored reign.
His earliest writings preserve Epictetus: eight-book “Discourses of Epictetus” (only four survive), the popular “Enchiridion,” the fragmentary twelve-book “Ὁμιλίαι” or Friendly Conversations, and a lost life of the master. Turning to history, he composed seven monumental series: the seven-book “Anabasis of Alexander” drawn chiefly from Ptolemy and Aristobulus; its Ionic companion “Indica”; the ten-book “Events after Alexander”; the eight-book “Bithynica”; the seventeen-book “Parthica”; a “History of the Alani”; and biographies of Timoleon, Dion, and the bandit Tilliborus. Governorship inspired the strategic “Periplus of the Euxine,” the manual “Tactics,” the fragment “Array against the Alani,” and the hunting treatise “Cynegeticus.” Later centuries produced celebrated editions.
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I accept as authentic every detail on which Ptolemy son of Lagus and Aristobulus son of Aristobulus agree; where they differ I choose the version I deem more credible and memorable. Countless accounts clash over Alexander, yet I trust these two above all: Aristobulus served in the campaign; Ptolemy marched beside him and later wore a crown, so deceit would have shamed him more than any man. They wrote only after Alexander died, free from bribe or threat. I admit a few plausible tales from others solely as rumor. If anyone wonders why I still write, let him read and then marvel.






BOOK I.

Table of Contents





CHAPTER I.
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Philip died during Pythodemus’ archonship[2]; his son Alexander, twenty, hurried to Peloponnesus, summoned the Greeks, and claimed the Persian command once voted to Philip. All agreed except the Lacedaemonians, who said they always lead, never follow; the frightened Athenians even enlarged his honors. Back in Macedonia he prepared for Asia, yet in spring 335 BC marched first against the Triballians, Illyrians and Thracians. From Amphipolis he passed Philippi, Orbelus and the Nessus to Mount Haemus, where wagons blocked the crest. He ordered gaps and shield roofs; the carts bounded through harmlessly. Cheered, archers and phalanx charged, his guard flanked; 1,500 Thracians fell, families and booty seized.







CHAPTER II.
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Alexander sent the booty south to cities under Lysanias and Philotas, then crossed the Haemus into Triballian land, halting at the river Lyginus three days from the Ister. Alerted, King Syrmus hurried women, children, and Thracians to the island Peuce and retired there himself; his warriors moved back toward the river. Alexander wheeled, surprised them while they formed camp in a wooded glen, and advanced with his phalanx. Archers and slingers lured them into open ground; Philotas struck their right, Heraclides and Sopolis their left, Alexander the center. The Triballians broke, losing three thousand, while Macedonia counted eleven horse and forty foot dead.







CHAPTER III.
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Three days after the battle, Alexander reaches the Ister[3], widest river in Europe, winding through lands of peoples. Its springs lie in Celtic country; farthest live Quadi and Marcomanni, then Iazygians of Sauromatian stock, the immortality-minded Getae, the mass of Sarmatians, and, at the five-mouthed delta on the Euxine Sea, the Scythians. Warships from Byzantium await him. He stuffs them with archers and heavy infantry, sails against the island sheltering Triballians and Thracians, yet steep banks and a channel force him back. Resolute, he prepares to cross and strike the gathered Getae, filling hide floats and dugout boats, ferrying 1,500 horse and 4,000 foot across.






CHAPTER IV.
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At night Alexander ferried his army over the Ister, crept through corn, and had the phalanx flatten stalks with pikes while cavalry followed. On open ground he wheeled the horse right and ordered Nicanor to keep the infantry square. The Getae[4], amazed by the crossing and locked spears, fled to their city, then rode off with women and children into the steppes. Alexander burned the town, sent the loot with Meleager and Philip, and sacrificed to Zeus, Heracles, and the river. Envoys arrived—Celts among them—seeking friendship. He asked, "What do you fear most?" They replied, "That the sky may fall." Smiling, he dismissed them: "Braggarts.






CHAPTER V.
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On the Agrianian–Paeonian march, messengers warned Alexander that Clitus held Pelium with Glaucias and that Autariatians blocked the road. Langarus of the Agrianians raided the tribe, earned gifts and Princess Cyna’s pledge, then died returning. Alexander hurried up the Erigon to Pelium. Clitus gripped city and hills; his men sacrificed nine victims, rushed out, then fled. Alexander began a wall, but dawn brought Glaucias. Philotas rode for fodder; Glaucias seized the ridges; Alexander darted with light troops and four hundred horse, drove him off, and saved the convoy. Clitus and Glaucias still crowned the crags above the narrow river road, ready to strike.






CHAPTER VI.
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Alexander forms a phalanx 120 deep with 200 cavalry per wing, orders silence, signals spears up, down, right, left, wheels the line, then drives a wedge leftward; the enemy leave the ridge, and at his battle-cry the Taulantians run to their city. Seeing a few on another hill, he rides with guards; they flee, he holds the crest, calls Agrianians and archers, covers the river crossing with engines and arrows, crosses unharmed while Glaucias stays back. Three days later he recrosses by night, storms Clitus and Glaucias’ camp, kills or captures many, chases survivors to the Taulantian mountains; Clitus burns his city and escapes.
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Table of Contents
By night, returning exiles slipped into Thebes, seized Amyntas and Timolaus outside the Cadmea and cut them down. In assembly they cried, “Liberty! Freedom of speech! Alexander is dead in Illyria; break the Macedonian yoke!” The rumor swelled and Thebes revolted. Far north, Alexander, fearing Athens, Sparta, and restless Peloponnesians might follow, drove his army through Eordaea and Elimiotis, reached Pelina in seven days, Boeotia six later, and suddenly stood at Onchestus. Rebels still shouted, “Only Alexander son of Aeropus comes!” He camped near Iolaüs’ ground, waited, repelled a sortie, settled beside the Cadmea, withheld assault while citizens sought pardon and exiles demanded war.






CHAPTER VIII.
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Perdiccas in the vanguard stormed the Theban stockade without waiting for the signal, smashed a gap and plunged in; Amyntas followed. Alexander, fearing isolation, sent archers after them and led the army forward. Perdiccas breached the second barrier but fell wounded. His men and the archers boxed Thebans on the road to Heracles’ temple until a sudden counter-charge scattered them, killing Eurybotas and about seventy. Alexander re-formed his phalanx, drove the pursuers back, and, finding the gates open, poured into the city. Macedonians overran Cadmea and marketplace; fleeing cavalry and infantry left Thebes to slaughter by Phocians, Plataeans, Boeotians—men, women, cut down at altars.







CHAPTER IX.
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Thebes fell like a thunder-bolt, stunning all Greece—even the attackers—by the city’s size and the swiftness of its ruin. Earlier blows—the Sicilian expedition, Aegospotami, Leuctra, Mantinea, Plataea, Melos, Scione—had spared walls, governments, or hopes; none froze the heart so. Thebans had risen overnight, and kindred hands now slew them, enslaved the rest, flattened their streets. Men muttered that divine vengeance answered Theban betrayals at the Persian war, the seizure and slaughter at Plataea, the vote to enslave Athens; forgotten omens regained force. Alexander let his allies decree: Cadmea[5] garrisoned, land shared, captives sold, priests and Macedon’s friends spared, Pindar’s house saved, Orchomenus and Plataea rebuilt.
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When Thebes fell, the Arcadians marching to its aid condemned the agitators to death; Elis welcomed back its Alexander-minded exiles, and each Aetolian tribe sent envoys to beg forgiveness. In Athens the Great Mysteries stopped mid-rite; terrified citizens hauled their belongings inside the walls. The assembly, led by Demades, chose ten known friends of Alexander and dispatched them saying, “Athens rejoices at your safe return and at the punishment of Theban rebels.” The king answered politely yet wrote demanding Demosthenes, Lycurgus, Hyperides, Polyeuctus, Chares, Charidemus, Ephialtes, Diotimus, and Moerocles. Athens refused, petitioned again; Alexander relented, banning only Charidemus, who fled to Darius.
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After settling affairs, Alexander returned to Macedonia, sacrificed to Olympian Zeus at Aegae, staged games and contests for the Muses. When Orpheus’ statue perspired, soothsayer Aristander assured him poets would labour to praise his deeds. In spring 334 he left Antipater in charge, marched toward the Hellespont with thirty-thousand infantry and five-thousand horse, crossed Thrace, and reached Sestus. At Elaeüs he honoured Protesilaus, then let Parmenio ferry the army. Steering his flagship, he slew a bull mid-strait, poured a libation, landed first in Asia, raised altars, visited Ilium, sacrificed to Athena, exchanged panoply for Trojan arms, and appeased Priam at Zeus Herkeios’ altar.
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