(B) Effects of Alexander’s Invasion-1. Few and Unimportant Direct
Consequences of Alexander’s Invasion - Alexander’s invasion failed
completely to produce any direct and permanent effect of great importance
on the Indian culture. Dr. V.A. Smith has rightly remarked. “/ndia ce niinued
to live her life of splendid isolation and soon forgot the passing of the
Macedontan storm.” There were many causes responsible to this poorlegacy
of Alexander’s invasion :

(1) Premature Death — Alexander was not a freelooter Like Changez or
Timur. He wanted to annex all the territories including the Indian provinces
to his empire. It WHH'WiIh this aim in mind that he had divided his Indian
territory in three provinces and made clahnrglc administrative arra ngements.
But his pre-mature death putan end to all his plans.

(2) Short Stay i1 [ndia — Alexander stayed in India lor a very short time

only for nineteen months, and hf" spent all this time in I’ighling. Under such
Y ither the Indians could understand the Greeks nor the
he Indian culture.
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ol 7 3 ir.nnn ﬂa.._mﬂ_:m__nm of Alexander’s Invasion - Although
.&”._aﬁn.-mn_.»m mvasion failed to hellenize India and did not leave any direct
ﬁ#ﬁﬂ.ﬂm greatimportance yet it produced many indirect consequences, some

‘of which are the following :

ey ) mﬂ%ﬁ%nﬂu&&. the Mauryas — Alexander’s invasion left the Pun jab
state and its war-like tribes so weak and impotent that it became very eass
for Chandragupta Maurya to conquer them. Thus Alexander’s invasion mads
Chandragupta Maurya’s work much easier.
(2) Paved the Way for Indian Unity - Alexander’s invasion indirectly
- paved the way for political unity of India. Had not Alexander weakened the
Indian states, Chandragupta Maurya might not have achicved the high aim
- of uniting India, because then there was every possibility of prolonged wars
‘Wwith other states in which he might have to spend his whole life.

" (3) Direct Touch with the European World - Alexander’s invasion
ﬂ. ought India in close contact with the European countries. Now four new
~ routes (three by land and one by sea) were found by which Indian scholars,
- merchants and religious leaders began to go to European countnies and other
~ Peoples 1oo, began to come to this country of “strange folks and surpassing

Wealth”, In this way trade relations between India and Europe were greatly
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§i(5) Foundation of the Greek States — After Alexander’s return those
Greeks who were left behind established their independent states op the
North-west frontier of India. It was with the establishment of these Greek
stal?s (Indo-Bactrian and Indo-Parthians) that a close relation betweenq the
Indfans and the Grecks was established and both affected each other. The
Indians learn a good deal from the Greeks in the field of comnage,
a-st-m'nomy, architecture and sculpture. In the religious field the Hindu
religion and philosophy affected the Greek a lot and many Greeks adopted
the Hindu religion and Hindu names. The view that the Indian drama was
also influenced by the Greeks is not now accepted by the historians.

3. Alexander’s Invasion, both Exaggerated and Under-Estimated
=Some westernschola s, especially Greek writers like Italian and Curtius.
are of the view that Alexander’s invasion produced a great many effects
on the Indian people and changed their way of life to a great extent. On
the other hand many Indian scholars and some European historians, like
Dr. VA. Smith are of the opinion that Alexander’s invasion did not
influence the Indian people inany way. According to Dr. V.A. Smith, “No
Indian author, Hindu, Buddhist or Jain makes even the faintest allusion
of Alexander or his deeds.” But both of these views either exaggerate or
under-estimate the influence of Alexander’s invasion and do not present
the correct picture. It is true that due to various causes Alexander’s
invasion did not leave any direct and permanent consequences of great
importance but it did produce many indirect effects which should not be
ignored. (Those effects have already been discussed above in detail and
need not be repeated here once again.)



