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ABSTRACT The Thracians are a well-attested part of the Alexander’s army in Asia. But 
when, exactly, did they appear in the king’s force? The question is prompted by the 
story of Timokleia of Thebes, which is found in Plutarch (Alex. 12; De mul. virt. 24) 
and Polyainos (8.40) and happens to be the only source for Thracian presence in the 
Macedonian army before the Hellespont. During the Macedonian destruction of Thebes 
in summer 335, Timokleia is raped by a Thracian or a leader of the Thracians. The story 
is evidently designed to ennoble the figures of Alexander and Timokleia as idealized 
Greeks: Timokleia kills her rapist, and Alexander is so impressed by her comportment 
and family that he frees her. The fullest version (Plu. De mul. virt. 24) identifies this 
man as another “Alexander,” who can be easily identified with a historical figure: 
Alexander son of Aëropos/Alexander the Lynkestian, whom Alexander had a few 
months earlier made strategos of Thrace, but was nevertheless an untrustworthy figure, 
implicated in Philip II’s death and, eventually, in a plot against Alexander’s own life. 
Plutarch elsewhere names Aristoboulos as a source for Timokleia, so it is easy to 
assume she is historical and that the “evil twin” Alexander is a fiction helping to 
increase the pathos of her story. I wonder, however, if we have the situation backwards, 
and that it was Alexander the Lynkestian’s presence at Thebes that prompted 
Aristoboulos –whose attitude towards Alexander III was generally encomiastic– to 
invent Timokleia and her rape in order to malign this traitorous figure. 
 
 
KEYWORDS Alexander son of Aëropos, Alexander the Lynkestian, Polyainos, 
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1. INTRODUCTION  
 
The Thracians are a well-attested part of Alexander’s army in Asia. Of cavalry, 
Diodoros lists 900 Thracian πρόδρομοι (light cavalry, scouts) and Paionians under 
Kassandros (17.17.4) at the Hellespont crossing1, and Arrian lists Thracian cavalry 
(ἱππεῖς) under Agathon son of Tyrimmas’ command at the Granikos in spring 334 (An. 
1.14.3); on the march to Miletos in summer 334 (1.18.3); in reserve at Gaugamela 

 
1 BERVE 1926, 134 thought the πρόδρομοι should only belong to the Paionians, as he believed 
Alexander’s Thracian horse would necessarily be heavy cavalry, as Diodoros has them in the period of 
the Diadochs (19.14.5). As Carolyn Willekes has pointed out to me, however, terminology for types of 
cavalrymen relates less to armor (which does not have much variation in the fourth century) than it does 
to function –whether they are used for skirmishing, charging, or holding a defensive line. 
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(again led by Agathon but here called “Odrysians”)2 in 331 (3.12.4); sent to Parmenion 
at Ekbatana for the march to Hyrkania in summer 330 (3.19.7); and brought in as 
reinforcements to Memphis in 332/1 (3.5.1). As for foot soldiers: Diodoros lists 
Odrysians among the πεζοί at the Hellespont (17.17.4), and, given Arrian’s use of the 
Odrysian and Thracian labels interchangeably for cavalry, we can surmise that 
Diodoros’ Odrysians are the same “Thracians” whom Arrian cites frequently as 
ἀκοντισταί (javelin-men) who were led by Sitacles (probably an Odrysian “prince”, as 
he shared a name of an earlier Odrysian king) (1.28.4; 2.51; 2.9.3; 3.12.5)3. Curtius 
simply calls them “light-armed” Thracians (Thracae leviter armati: 3.4.13; 3.9.9; 
4.13.31) and indicates their presence in the army as late as the Hydaspes (8.14.24).  

Thracians continued to be used in Hellenistic warfare4, but I am interested here in 
the beginning of the story. Prior to the Hellespont, the Thracians appear in Diodoros 
and Arrian as battlefield opponents5. But when, exactly, did the Thracians appear in 
Alexander’s army? The question is prompted by the story of Timokleia of Thebes, 
which is found in Plutarch and Polyainos6 and also happens to be the only source for 
Thracian presence in the Macedonian army before the Hellespont (the razing of Thebes 
took place in summer 335, a few months after the Balkan conquests in spring 335). 
Timokleia is the sister of Theagenes, who led the Thebans in the valiant fight against 
Philip at Chaironeia and was defeated. While Thebes is being plundered, Timokleia is 
raped by a Thracian (or a Macedonian leader of Thracians) who then demands money 
from her. She leads the man to a well where she claims she has hidden the money, and 
when he looks into the well she throws him in and stones him to death (in one version, 
Plu. De mul. virt. 24, she is accompanied by her maids, αἱ θεραπαινίδες). Timokleia is 
led to Alexander in chains for punishment, but he takes mercy on her because of her 
noble demeanor and the fact that she is the sister of a hero of Chaironeia. 

The story appears, in fact, in three versions: Plutarch tells it twice (Alex. 12 and De 
mul. virt. 24); Polyainos, once (8.40). Philip Stadter has shown that Polyainos took the 
material directly from Plutarch7, but slight similarities and differences with Plutarch’s 
versions (themselves interestingly distinct) can be revealing. Importantly, in all three 
versions, Thracians are charged with, or implicated in, the rape of the noble Timokleia, 

 
2 On the Odrysian kingdom see ARCHIBALD 1998; on Odrysian warfare see WEBBER 2011. 
3 Arrian (An. 3.12.5) also has Thracian πεζοί posted to guard the baggage animals, whom BERVE 1926, 
135 identifies as peltasts. Literary and artistic evidence suggests that the Thracians were mostly known 
as fighters in this style of warfare (STOYANOV 2015, 427) and in fact influenced its adoption in Greece 
(BEST 1969). 
4 See, e. g. D.S. 19.14.5 (in Peukestas’ army); 19.27.5 (in Eumenes’ army); 19.29.4 (in Antigonos’ army); 
19.73 infra (in various alliances with the Kallantians, Lysimachos, and Antigonos). 
5 Diodoros offers few details on Alexander’s Balkan campaign, which he mentions in 17.8.1, but Arrian 
stages a memorably action-packed sequence (An. 1.1.4-10) in which the Thracians try (and fail) to crush 
the Macedonian phalanx by hurling wagons from the top of a mountain: part of the Macedonian force 
creates gaps through which the wagons fall; others connect their shields above their heads so that the 
falling wagons simply roll off. Arrian also contrasts, in a highly context-dependent way, the character of 
Thracian fighters before and after their incorporation into the Macedonian army. In his account of the 
Balkan campaign, Arrian describes them as “lightly clad and ill-armed barbarians” (ψιλοὶ κακῶς καὶ 
ὡπλισμένοι βάρβαροι: 1.1.12), but later he has Alexander (in the speech to his men before Issus) 
characterize the Thracians, alongside the Paionians, Illyrians and Agrianians, as among the “most robust” 
(εὐρωστότατοι) and “most warlike” (μαχιμώτατοι) European barbarians, who are about to be pitted 
against the laziest and softest tribes of Asia (τὰ ἀπονώτατά τε καὶ μαλακώτατα τῆς Ἀσίας γένη) (An. 
2.7.5). 
6 The story also appears in the historian Zonaras (287), but like Polyainos he is clearly taking his account 
from Plutarch. 
7 STADTER 1965. 
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who kills the perpetrator and is subsequently pardoned by Alexander. Most intriguing 
is the claim in De mul. virt. that the rapist was a Macedonian named “Alexander” who 
led the Thracians. Despite the fairy-tale-ish quality of both the rape/revenge story itself 
and the “Alexander’s evil twin” motif, the second Alexander can be identified with a 
historical personage: Alexander son of Aëropos –otherwise known as Alexander the 
Lynkestian8– as he was the real-life στρατηγός of the Thracians in 335. This note begins 
by summarizing the presence of the Thracians in the three versions (2) and attempts to 
find possible historical elements in a fog of myth and cliché (3). I then review what we 
know of Alexander the Lynkestian’s movements between his appointment as 
στρατηγός of Thrace in 335 and 334, when he reemerges as the leader of the Thessalian 
cavalry (4). Finally, I consider the role of Aristoboulos, with whom the Timokleia story 
apparently originated (5). Might his disdain for the treacherous Lynkestian (coupled 
with his encomiastic attitude towards Alexander III) and his knowledge of the former’s 
presence at Thebes have helped encouraged the creation of the Timokleia story? 
 
 
2. THE THRACIANS IN THREE VARIATIONS 
 
The chart below highlights some distinctions among the personnel in the three stories 
that are relevant to our discussion of the Thracians.  
 

 Plutarch Alex. 12 Plutarch De mul. vir. 24 Polyainos 8.40 
Plunderers 
of Thebes 

 Some of Alexander’s 
men (i.e. Macedonians) 

Some of 
Alexander’s men 
(i.e. Macedonians) 

Perpetrators of 
the break-in of 
Timokleia’s 
house 

Some Thracians   

Perpetrator of 
the rape 

Leader (ἡγεμὼν) of the 
Thracians who broke 
into the house; he is 
later in the passage 
refered to as “the 
Thracian” (Θρᾷξ) 

An Alexander who led a 
certain Thracian troop 
(ἦρχε Θρᾳκίου τινὸς 
ἴλης) 

The Thracian 
cavalry leader 
(Θρᾷξ ἵππαρχος) 

Who led 
Timokleia to 
Alexander? 

The Thracians The Macedonians The Macedonians 

 
In Plu. Alex. 12 and in Polyainos 8.40, the perpetrator of the rape is explicitly labeled 
Thracian; in Plu. De mul. virt. 24 the rapist is a Macedonian “Alexander” who has 
command over Thracians. In Plu. Alex. 12 there are no Macedonians involved at all: 
Thracians break into Timokleia’s house, their commander rapes her, and Thracians drag 
her in chains to Alexander. In both Plu. De mul. virt. 24 and the shorter but very similar 
Polyainos 8.40, Macedonians have a role. We do not hear of a Thracian break-in into 
Timokleia’s house (only of the plundering of the city by king Alexander’s men); in both 
Plu. De mul. virt. 24 and Polyainos 8.40 Timokleia is arrested by the Macedonians. The 
Thracians are nevertheless implicated in wrongdoing in all three: “Thracian” is the 
ethnicity either of the rapist (the ἡγεμὼν of Alex. Polyainos’s cavalry leader, the Θρᾷξ 

 
8 That these are one and the same person has generally been accepted. See CARNEY 1980, 23 n. 2. 
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ἵππαρχος) or those who are under the command of a Macedonian rapist named 
Alexander (in De mul. virt., the man who “led a certain Thracian troop”: ἦρχε Θρᾳκίου 
τινὸς ἴλης). This Alexander’s identity is not specified, but an identification of him with 
Alexander the Lynkestian might explain his whereabouts before being elevated to head 
of the Thessalian horsemen, while also supplying evidence for Thracian presence at 
Thebes.  
 
 
3. PROBABLE FICTION AND POSSIBLE FACT 
 
Before considering the possibility of Alexander the Lynkestian’s/Thracians’ historical 
presence in Thebes, we must first admit that the Timokleia story is rife with literary 
tropes. The rape itself resonates with other rape and revenge stories found in classical 
literature9. Furthermore, the characterization of the victim as a noble Greek and the 
perpetrator as Thracian (or Thracian-adjacent) is easily read as a variation on the old 
classical Greek vs. barbarian trope. The Thracians themselves were a popular barbarian 
“type” in antiquity10, and their classic guise as such is most obviously exploited in Plu. 
Alex. 12, the evident purpose of which is to highlight Alexander’s “Hellenic” clemency 
toward the Thebans (whose city he has just razed) as well as his moderation towards 
captive women, a theme that will recur in the context of Dareios’ womenfolk in Alex. 
21. The full alignment of Alexander with Hellenism (and Timokleia) and opposing 
alignment of Thracians with barbarism is emblematized by the fact that Plutarch here 
makes Thracians fully responsible for breaking into Timokleia’s house, raping her, and 
arresting her (it is worth noting, too, that Polyainos 8.40 makes straightforward 
reference to the Thracian perpetrator as a βάρβαρος). The rapist’s specific interest in 
Timokleia’s riches can only refer to how ancients saw Thracians in particular11; it is not 
a negative commentary on her own wealth, which is explicitly connected to her nobility 
and her family.  

We do, however, have a named source for Timokleia. Plutarch twice mentions 
Timokleia without reference to the incident at Thebes: she is a woman of excellent 
character (Conjugalium Praecepta = Conjug. 48)12 and a paradigm of beauty (Non 
posse suaviter vivi secundum Epicurum = Non posse 10); in the latter, Plutarch attaches 
Timokleia to Aristoboulos13. Plutarch does not make clear what Aristoboulos said about 
Timokleia, but since Aristoboulos is exclusively known for his history of Alexander, 
presumably any story about a Theban woman would have been set during the king’s 
visit to Thebes. Whether or not this Timokleia existed is another question, but she is at 
least partly grounded in historical reality. In all versions we see reference to 

 
9 Polyainos includes another within Book 8: that of Themisto (8.46). 
10 ARCHIBALD 1998, 95. 
11 The stereotype of Thracians as money-hungry is reflected, in fact, in the sole mention of Thracians in 
Alexander’s army in Justin’s epitome of Pompeius Trogus (Epit. 11.9.3-5). Rousing his army at Issus, 
Alexander tailors his address to each nationality, including non-Greek and Greek allies: “He inspired the 
Illyrians and Thracians by showing them [Persian] wealth and luxury, the Greeks, by reminding them of 
their ancient wars and destructive hatred of the Persians” (llyrios et Thracas opum ac diuitiarum 
ostentatione, Graecos veterum bellorum memoria internecinique cum Persis odii accendebat). 
12 In Conjug. 48, Plutarch lists Timokleia among the many women whom he tells his addressee, a certain 
Eurydike, to model herself after: rather than seeking to adorn herself with priceless jewels, she should 
adorn herself with the wisdom found in such admired and renowned (θαυμασταὶ καὶ περιβόητοι) women. 
13 In Non Posse 10, Plutarch extols the joys of reading, suggesting that experiencing Xenophon writing 
on Pantheia, Aristoboulos on Timokleia, or Theopompos on Thebe is better than sex with an actual 
beautiful woman. 
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Timokleia’s brother Theagenes, whose name Timokleia invokes in Alexander’s 
presence, and in whose honor she gains her freedom. Theagenes was, in fact, a real 
person: he is attested as one of three Theban generals at Chaironeia in a contemporary 
source, Deinarchos (1.74). Rather oddly for the modern reader, the two sources for the 
Timokleia story that are ostensibly praises of (or at least focused on) women –De mul. 
virt. 24 and Polyainos 8.4014– begin not with the woman herself but with Theagenes, 
who is compared to the great Epaminondas and Pelopidas and whom both quote as 
telling a fleeing Macedonian that he would pursue him as far as Macedonia.  

Historical reality notwithstanding, the pairing of Timokleia, noble Greek rape 
victim, with Theagenes, Greek hero of Chaironeia, allows Plutarch to hit two 
Alexander-tropes at once. If Alexander’s respect for Timokleia corresponds to his 
kindness towards women in general, his respect for Timokleia sister of Theagenes 
corresponds to his generous treatment toward Thebes, seen also in his clemency 
towards the priests (guest-friends of the Macedonians), the descendants of the Theban 
poet Pindaros, and those who had voted against the revolt (Alex. 11.11). This also 
corresponds to Arrian’s presentation of a “moderate” Alexander at Thebes15, which 
contains no reference to Timokleia or Theagenes. Whatever the distinct details, there is 
an air in both Plutarch’s and Arrian’s Theban accounts of apologia for Alexander’s 
destruction of an ancient city that had not only a rich political history but also an 
important role in Greek literary history (which is especially relevant to authors like 
Plutarch and Arrian, who were steeped in classical literature). That said, while the 
narrative convenience of pairing Timokleia and Timogenes does not do much to 
establish our faith in the incident itself, the fact that Timokleia’s name is attached to an 
author who wrote about Alexander allows us to imagine there are some seeds of 
historical truth in the scenario depicted.  
 
 
4. ALEXANDER THE LYNKESTIAN 
 
Plu. De mul. virt. 24, is the only one of the three renditions of the Timokleia story that 
does not blame a Thracian directly in Timokleia’s rape, but rather a Macedonian. It is 
perhaps relevant that this is the most elaborate account, which prompted Philip Stadter 
to see this as the closest to Aristoboulos’ original16. The rapist of De mul. virt. 24 is not 
a Thracian “leader” (ἡγεμὼν: Alex. 12) nor a Thracian “cavalry leader” (Θρᾷξ 
ἵππαρχος), but a man named Alexander who led (ἦρχε) some Thracian force (Θρᾴκιός 
τις ἴλη). Plu. De mul. virt. 24 presents this Alexander as an anti-type to king Alexander: 
“He commanded a certain Thracian troop and had the same name as the king, but he 
was nothing like him” (ἦρχε δὲ Θρᾳκίου τινὸς ἴλης καὶ ὁμώνυμος ἦν τοῦ βασιλέως 
οὐδὲν δ᾽ ὅμοιος). In response to Robin Lane Fox’s identification of this man with 
Alexander the Lynkestian, Waldemar Heckel demurs: Plutarch chose the name 
Alexander “deliberately to create a contrast between the “good” and “bad” 

 
14 Book 8 of the Stratagemata is half-devoted to female “strategists”. 
15 In An. 1.9.10, Arrian also notes that Alexander made sure to spare Pindar’s house, and indicates in 
Book 2, once the Persian campaign is well underway, that Thebes still lingers in Alexander’s mind: when 
some Theban, Athenian, and Spartan envoys to Dareios are captured after Issos, Alexander lets the 
Thebans go out of respect for their resistance to having been enslaved by the Macedonians (An. 2.15.3-
5). The story of the envoys appears in Curtius (3.13.15), too, but without the Thebans –only Athenian 
and Spartan envoys are listed. 
16 STADTER 1965, 114. 
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Alexander”17. One could, however, equally imagine the Timokleia story growing up 
around the presence, in Thebes, of a real-life Alexander whom posterity will readily see 
as a “bad” Alexander.  

Arrian’s account neither confirms nor precludes Alexander the Lynkestian’s 
presence in Thebes in 335. In An. 1.25.2, Arrian presents the man’s backstory in a brief 
flashback from the point of view of 334, during which time he was commander of the 
Thessalian horse. Alexander was laying low for the winter in Phaselis when he learned 
that Alexander the Lynkestian (always called son of Aëropos by Arrian) was discovered 
to be plotting against him. Arrian takes a moment to recall the time when Alexander 
the Lynkestian’s two brothers, Heromenes and Arrhabaios, had been executed for their 
complicity (unquestioned by Arrian) in Philip’s murder. Even though Alexander the 
Lynkestian was also implicated, the new king pardoned him, as the former was among 
the first to come to the latter after his father’s death, helping him put on his breastplace 
and escorting him to the palace18. Alexander continued to maintain a place of honor in 
the king’s court and was sent to Thrace as στρατηγός. He was appointed to lead the 
Thessalian cavalry after the promotion of Kalas (whom Diodoros names as the leader 
of the Thracian and Paeonian cavalry in 17.17.4) to the satrapy of Hellespontine Phrygia 
in 334. Peter Delev notes that Alexander the Lynkestian was the first known holder of 
the post of στρατηγός of Thrace and assumes that he continued to occupy the position 
until he was appointed commander of the Thessalians19. 

It does not seem impossible, however, that Alexander the Lynkestian would have 
time to organize the Thracians into his army and bring those forces to Thebes on 
Alexander’s command between spring 335 (when he became στρατηγός of Thrace) and 
summer 335 (the destruction of Thrace). If it is true, as Heckel claims regarding his 
Thessalian promotion, that Alexander did not trust Alexander the Lynkestian enough 
to keep him in Thrace20, it is reasonable to imagine the king bringing him along to 
Thebes to keep an eye on him. We should note that the στρατηγός of Thrace was not a 
stationary position: Arrian tells us in his narrative of the events of winter 329/8 that one 
of the Lyncestian’s successors in that office, Ptolemaios, was among those returning 
from the coast to meet Alexander at Zariaspa in Baktria (An. 4.7.2). We may also note 
that, unlike in the case of infantry (where a Thracian, Sitalkes, leads Thracian 
ἀκοντισταί), we do not hear of any Thracian leaders of cavalry in Alexander’s army. If 
we imagine that De mut. virt. 24 –which posits a Macedonian leader of Thracians at 
Thebes– is the closest to Aristoboulos’ original, the “Thracian” leaders of Thracians in 
Alex. 12 (ἡγεμὼν) and Polyainos (ἵππαρχος) appear as “slips”21 from the original.  

Arrian throws a bit of a wrench in the works, however, as he explicitly denies the 
presence of Alexander the Lynkestian at Thebes (1.7.5-6). A group of exiles 
(presumably men who were expelled from the city after Chaironeia) had snuck into 
Thebes with the help of some townspeople, and they told the Thebans that king 
Alexander had been killed in Illyria. When the Thebans heard that Alexander had 
reached Onchestos, a Boiotian city northwest of Thebes, with his entire army (ξὺν τῇ 
στρατιᾷ πάσῃ), the exiles further convinced them that this Alexander was, in fact, 
Alexander the Lynkestian. This is, of course, a self-deception: Alexander son of Philip 
is on his way and will soon raze Thebes to the ground. It does suggest, however, that 

 
17 HECKEL 2016, 23 n. 21; cf. LANE FOX 1973, 146. 
18 More briefly in Curt. 7.1.8 and Just. 11.2: the Lynkestian was the first to salute the king. 
19 DELEV 2015, 51. 
20 HECKEL 2016, 23; see also HECKEL 2021, 29-30, which also suggests that Alexander the Lykestian had 
a good chance at the Macedonian throne after Philip’s death in 336. 
21 HAMILTON 1969, 31-32. 
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Greeks thought it plausible that this man who had been assigned a post in Thrace in 
spring 335 could be arriving with his army that same summer. 

Diodoros offers a curious chronological connection between king Alexander’s 
presence in Thrace and his arrival at Thebes. In Arrian’s account, Alexander heard 
about Thebes when he was in Illyria, where he defeated Kleitos and Glaukias (1.6) after 
having defeated the Thracians, and from Illyria he went to Boiotia. Diodoros’ 
chronology is compressed and mostly corresponds to Arrian’s account –but with an odd 
mention of Thrace. D.S. 17.8.2 tells us that Alexander, having quelled the revolt in 
Greece, moved operations to Thrace to put down rebellion there, then did the same in 
Illyria and Paionia. He now hears that the Greeks, most importantly the Thebans, are 
revolting again, so he decides to head back to Macdeonia without finishing his business 
in the Balkans. D.S. 17.8.3 briefly moves the narrative to Thebes, describing the city’s 
attempts to form various alliances with Greeks, but then in D.S. 17.9.1 we read of 
Alexander’s (abrupt) arrival: “the king suddenly appeared out of Thrace with his entire 
force” (ὁ βασιλεὺς ἀνελπίστως ἐκ τῆς Θρᾴκης ἧκε μετὰ πάσης τῆς δυνάμεως). (Recall 
that Arrian similarly notes that Alexander has his entire force with him at Onchestos). 

The language is slightly jarring given that Alexander has most recently been fighting 
in Illyria and Paionia. Perhaps it reflects Diodoros’ own loose nomenclature for the 
Balkan theatre of war. Or, alternatively, is meant to focalize the Thebans’ general 
awareness of Alexander’s distant northern campaigns. But –if we imagine that 
Diodoros used this dramatic language for a reason– Alexander bursting into Greece 
from Thrace with his entire army may also suggest the new (and important) presence 
of Thracian troops in his army. Diodoros’ earlier statement that Alexander compelled 
many Thracian tribes to submit to him out of terror (πολλὰ…ἔθνη Θρᾴκια ταραττόμενα 
καταπληξάμενος ὑποταγῆναι κατηνάγκασεν: 17.8.1) is fully compatible with their 
quick conversion into fighters in Alexander’s army, as well as their status as an 
integrated part of the Macedonian army at the Hellespont in 334, with Kalas and 
Kassandros as respective commanders of cavalry and infantry. 
 
 
5. ARISTOBOULOS’ BIAS? 
 
Frances Pownall proposes that Aristoboulos’ inclusion of Timokleia in his largely 
“apologetic and eulogistic”22 book on Alexander may signal that he was in Alexander’s 
army as early as 33523. If so, the historian would have had firsthand or secondhand 
knowledge of Alexander the Lynkestian and Thracian presence at Thebes. Arrian’s 
story of the “Alexander of Aëropos” rumor may be a subtle rejection of Aristoboulos’ 
account, as he acknowledges elsewhere that even his main two sources, Aristoboulos 
and Ptolemy, cannot agree on everything24. As we recall, Alexander the Lynkestian 
managed to escape the immediate fate of his brothers, who were executed for their role 
in Philip’s murder, but he continued to fall in and out of favor over time. He was head 
of the Thessalian cavalry for only a short while before Parmenion reported that he had 
received money from Dareios to kill Alexander (334/3). He was arrested and kept under 
watch until he was eventually killed in 330, in the wake of the Philotas affair. If we can 
believe the testimonium of Pseudo-Lucian (Pseudo-Lucian, Octogenerians (Long-
livers) 22 = BNJ T3) that Aristoboulos lived until age 90 and wrote his history at 84 (as 

 
22 POWNALL 2013, bibliographical essay for Aristobulous (BNJ 139). 
23 POWNALL 2013, commentary on BNJ 139 F 2B. 
24 For example, concerning the question of how Kallisthenes died (An. 4.14.3-4); see LEON 2021, 30-
31. 
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Lucian claims Aristoboulos himself claimed), we can imagine him wanting to disparage 
Alexander the Lynkestian, a man whom he saw implicated during his lifetime both in 
the murder of Philip and a murder plot against Alexander.  
 
 
6. CONCLUSION 
 
The story of Timokleia demonstrates that even an episode that is clearly fictionalized, 
overtly moralizing, and trafficking in clichés may still contain enough “history” to help 
unravel some small historical mysteries. While there is always a possibility the 
Timokleia story was invented from whole cloth, there does not seem to be anything 
inherently implausible about Alexander the Lynkestian’s presence at Thebes. It would 
be justified by a desire on Alexander’s part to incorporate Thracian troops, which, of 
course, would not just appear on their own. They would come with a leader, and 
Alexander the Lynkestian was their στρατηγός in 335. Furthermore, Alexander the 
Lynkestian is a personal foil to Alexander in the way the easily caricaturized Thracians 
are not. It seems possible to me that Aristoboulos created a “noble sister of Theagenes 
rape story” to take advantage of Alexander the Lynkestian’s presence at Thebes with 
his troops: it was an opportunity to highlight the evil character of a true-life traitor in 
Alexander’s orbit. 
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