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1 
First Mercenaries
They go by many names—mercenaries, soldiers of  fortune, wild geese, hired guns, legionnaires, contract  killers, hirelings, condottieri, contractors, and corporate  warriors—these men who have fought for money and  plunder rather than for cause or patriotism. Soldiers of fortune have always played significant roles in warfare, they  are present on the battlefields of today, and they certainly  will be a part of whatever combat occurs in the future.
For centuries the marching song and drinking toast of  these hired soldiers has been, “Long live war, long live  death, long live the cursed mercenary.” On land, in the air,  and on the sea, these soldiers of fortune have influenced  kingdoms, religions, and peoples of all nations since the  beginning of time.
Humans have roamed the earth for about a million  years, and their presence long predates their ability to create lasting records. Nothing exists to prove exactly when  men first adapted stones and clubs as tools for hunting and  weapons for fighting their neighbors over choice hunting  grounds, caves, water sources, or women. Except for a  few cave paintings, there are no archives of man’s activities until about five thousand years ago.
Based on these five thousand years or so of recorded  history, there is no reason to think that early man was any  different from his modern counterpart in the preparation  for and execution of war. Whether for territorial expansion, personal gain, or just the pure pleasure of it, war is  most certainly as old as mankind itself—and as warfare  evolved, so did the profession of soldiering for hire.
Archaeologists can provide insights into the long period  of unrecorded history. The occasional fire pit, rock chip,  or bone fragment prove man’s existence, but little is  known about his daily life or his eventual evolution into  bands that warred with each other.
A rare look at early man occurred with the discovery in  1991 of a frozen corpse in an Alpine glacier at 10,500 feet  on the Italian/Austrian border. Testing showed that what  became known as the Iceman died about 5,300 years previously. Scientists initially thought the Iceman, nicknamed Otzi, had likely frozen to death in an early season  snowstorm, but they could not explain why he was leaving a lush valley to make a difficult mountain crossing so  late in the season. At first it was assumed that Otzi was a  hunter armed with a copper-blade ax, a quiver of arrows,  and a stone knife. More recent investigations have proven  the Iceman to be a warrior who died not as a result of the  cold, but at the hands of multiple enemies.
In 2001, Italian researchers discovered an arrowhead  embedded in Otzi’s shoulder. Further investigation revealed that both of his hands had cuts. Blood tests on the  residue from the Iceman’s arrows and knife showed that  at least three men had fought against the lone warrior on  the mountaintop. Just why he was crossing the mountains  or why his enemies killed him remains a mystery. Regardless, the world’s oldest existing corpse is that of a warrior  who died in direct combat.
There is no record of the first mercenary, but the profession was born the first time three required conditions were  met: one, a war to fight; two, someone or a group preferring to pay for a substitute; and three, a fighter or a group  of them willing to hire out to do the fighting. Wars raged,  men died, kingdoms fell, and mercenaries fought long before anyone developed a desire or method to make a permanent record of these events. Even when records began  to be kept, mercenaries received little attention in the battle archives. As would be the case throughout the future,  the victors recorded the results of warfare, and few leaders have ever desired reports that detract from themselves  and their own great accomplishments.
The earliest existing records of organized warfare are  in the Standard of Ur, exhibited at the British Museum in  London, and in the Stele of Vultures, housed at the Louvre in Paris. Both of these relics originated in the third  millennium B.C. in the region of modern Kuwait and  southwestern Iraq, known then as Sumeria. The multipaneled Standard of Ur, composed of shell and lapis lazuli  inlaid on wood and made about 2650 B.C., depicts men of  all walks of life, including charioteers and armed soldiers,  leading what appear to be prisoners of war to their king.
Although likely several hundred years older, the Stele  of Vultures is not as well preserved. One fragment from  the original stone memorial displays soldiers wearing helmets and carrying spears. Another portion, which provides the relic its name, shows vultures carrying off the  heads of vanquished enemies.
Although neither of these relics documents the use of  mercenaries, the first written fragmented records of actual  combat do reflect the use of hired soldiers. In about 3000  B.C. Upper and Lower Egypt united to form the Egyptian  Empire. During the next five hundred years the Egyptians  began construction of the Great Pyramids and then ruled  the entire region with little opposition for the next thousand  years.
Around 1479 B.C., the Mitanni and other tribes along  the Euphrates River united under the leadership of the  King of Kadesh and challenged Egypt’s control over the  regions of modern Palestine and Syria. Egyptian King  Thutmose III responded by marching an army of about   twenty-five thousand against the enemy alliance. The two  armies met at Megiddo, where the Egyptians proved victorious.
While the Battle of Megiddo ensured Egyptian hegemony over the region for the next several centuries, the lasting significance of the fight is that it is the earliest warfare  in which chroniclers accompanied the army and recorded  details of the campaign. Unfortunately, from this first  record of warfare few details survive. The story of the  campaign was recorded on a roll of leather and later stored  in the Temple of Amon. Unfortunately, the scroll itself was  later either destroyed or lost, but there are sufficient references to it in other documents to verify its existence. None  of these references, however, provide details on the actual  fight or the presence of mercenaries on either side.
Because of the size of King Thutmose’s army and his  kingdom, however, it can be assumed that at least some of  his warriors served for money rather than for any loyalty  to the kingdom. What is known for certain is that over the  next two centuries the Egyptians actively recruited mercenaries and began to make them an integral part of their  army.
There were two primary reasons for the increase in  Egypt’s use of hired soldiers. First, as Egypt increased in  wealth and power, its citizens preferred to enjoy their  riches rather than face the hardships of the battlefield and  the possible loss of limbs or life. Second, large numbers  of poor and/or displaced tribes were readily available to  fight for money. The Nubians of North Africa provided  the greatest numbers of “local” talent for the Egyptian  ranks, but the largest and most influential groups of mercenaries for the pharaohs’ armies came from tribes in the  Aegean Islands and along the Anatolian coast.
These tribes, collectively known as “Sea Peoples,” apparently fled across the Mediterranean or by eastern land  routes because of widespread famine in their homelands.   The exact origins of these refugees are unknown, as is  their ultimate fate. None of the tribes maintained their individual histories for a significant period after their arrival  in Africa, and they either assimilated or died out over the  next few centuries. Even the name Sea Peoples is a modern label and was first used in 1881 by historian Gaston  Maspero as a collective name for the wandering tribes.
The Egyptians did not greet the Sea Peoples as future citizens but rather as an immediate source of soldiers. New  arrivals from across the Mediterranean joined the army for  sustenance as well as payment. The tribe largest in numbers and importance was the Sherdens. Based on what little  archaeological evidence is available, the Sherdens called  their homeland Shardana in Anatolia, even though they  had already migrated to Sardinia and Corsica before journeying to Egypt. The primary skills they brought were  those of warriors. Too small in numbers to challenge the  Egyptians, they readily became soldiers for hire.
Little is known about the early military activities of  Sherden, Nubian, and other tribes in Egypt. While at least  some number of mercenaries served in the Battle of  Megiddo, there is no proof of the large-scale use of hired  soldiers until the Battle of Kadesh in about 1290 B.C. This  battle also marks the earliest conflict from which sufficient  details survived to allow succeeding generations to know  the numbers, formations, and tactics of the participants.
While Egyptians were enjoying their riches and power,  a group of people known as Hittites established a kingdom in Asia Minor in what is today Syria. The Hittites  took control of various Egyptian territories and advanced  into present-day Lebanon and Israel. King Ramses II assembled his army and marched eastward to defend his  kingdom. Although Egyptian nobles still occupied most  of the leadership positions, the ranks were filled with Nubians, Sherdens, and other soldiers who fought for money  rather than for loyalty to Egypt.
Ramses II finally met the Hittites along the Orontes  River near the town of Kadesh in present-day Syria. Neither side was able to gain an advantage, and both armies  soon retreated from the battlefield. Although Ramses returned home with reports of a great victory, primarily  brought about by his claim of personal leadership and  bravery, the Battle of Kadesh was indecisive at best. The  major influence of the brief fight was to introduce self-promotion and positive public relations to warfare—and  to show that mercenaries were to be an important factor in  future battles.
Ramses II and the succeeding pharaohs employed mercenaries in all aspects of military operations. Within a  century after the Battle of Kadesh, few Egyptians served  in the pharaoh’s army in any capacity. The comfortable,  prosperous Egyptian citizens enjoyed the benefits of their  positions with no desire to serve as soldiers to defend their  privileges. Egyptian leaders, recognizing the threat of an  army composed of outsiders who fought for money rather  than loyalty to the pharaoh, offered land grants and other  rewards to assimilate the mercenaries into the general  population.
Some of the efforts to maintain the loyalty of the mercenaries proved successful, but the general lack of will of  native Egyptians to risk their own lives in defense of their  kingdom began to erode its power. Egypt’s primarily mercenary army had managed to successfully defend the  kingdom for more than seven hundred years after the Battle of Kadesh before finally falling to the Persians in 525  B.C. and then to Alexander the Great and the Greeks in  332 B.C. Egypt then remained under the control of a succession of foreign powers until the latter part of the twentieth century A.D.
During the final years of the Egyptian Empire, the  pharaohs added Greek mercenaries to their ranks. Unfortunately for the Egyptians, their Persian enemies also employed Greeks in their armies. By the time the two kingdoms met in the Battle of Pelusium in 525 B.C., Greek soldiers of fortune dominated both armies.
In addition to gaining control over Egypt, Persia’s victory also showed that mercenaries on occasion changed  sides. Shortly before the battle, the Greek Phanes of Halicarnassus became unhappy with his Egyptian employers  and defected to Persia, where he revealed the Egyptian  battle organization and plans. When the Persian and  Egyptian armies met at Pelusium, the pharaoh brought out  Phanes’s sons, who had remained in Egypt. In full view of  Phanes and his now-Persian allies, the Egyptians cut the  throats of the traitor’s sons. Their blood was caught in  large bowls, mixed with water, and passed among the  Greek mercenaries loyal to the pharaoh to drink before  the battle.
While this particular story was recorded by the classical  historian Herodotus, most of the details of mercenaries in  Egypt and the armies of its enemies remained unknown.  The tomb of Ramses mentions the Sherdens and Nubians  but, like subsequent pharaohs, the Egyptian leader made  little mention of his mercenaries in his personal history.  There are a few unofficial, graffiti-like notations, likely  made by soldiers of fortune, that proclaim “I was there.”
All in all, there are just enough actual records to show  that Egypt and its enemies used mercenaries. Interestingly, one of the most complete records of early military  actions and mercenaries comes not from a true official  record, but rather from religious documents.
Information about the composition of armies and the  use of hired soldiers by the kingdom of Israel are found  throughout the books of the Old Testament of the Holy  Bible. I Chronicles lists the specific military skills of  the Twelve Tribes that established the kingdom of Israel in what was then Canaan. The nomadic, Arabian  desert–dwelling Hebrews began slowly settling into the   region about 1800 B.C. It was not until Moses led a group  of Hebrews out of Egyptian slavery in about 1250 B.C.  that all twelve tribes united.
The Hebrews found that their claim to the lands was  challenged by Canaanites who had previously occupied  the territory for about fifteen hundred years and who  stood ready to defend what they thought was their homeland. Philistines, who arrived as a part of the general migration of Sea Peoples at about the same time as Moses’  tribe, also claimed much of the coastal regions.
Warfare among the three groups was infrequent for several centuries, with the Canaanites and Philistines maintaining an advantage with their larger, better organized  armies. Along with a strong chariot force, these armies  also contained many mercenaries from other Sea Peoples  as well as Bedouin tribesmen.
The Hebrews initially defended their territory with a  conscription army from the Twelve Tribes, but discovered  that making farmers and herders into soldiers drastically  reduced crop and animal production. Israel’s leaders, like  those of other ancient kingdoms, quickly determined that  hired soldiers from external sources freed local citizens to  maintain an economic output that supported both the  kingdom and the army. The Bible’s Judges 9:4 and 11:3  relate how Hebrew leaders in about 1250 B.C. supplemented their armies with “vain” (idle) men hired for  pieces of silver.
Generally, however, the Hebrews limited their use of  mercenaries, or hirelings as they were known, over the  next two centuries until the stronger Philistines began to  threaten their existence. During the latter years of this period, King Saul actively increased his recruitment of mercenaries. According to I Samuel 15:52, “When Saul saw  any strong man, or any valiant man, he took him unto  him.”
King Saul increased the security of his kingdom, but it   was not until David replaced him on the throne that Israel  enjoyed its first golden age. David, a sheep herder,  worked for Saul as a musician until the age of seventeen,  when he killed the Philistine giant Goliath with a sling  and a few stones. Hebrew prophets anointed David to be  the next king, causing Saul to become threatened and jealous of the young warrior.
David’s success on the battlefield made him realize that  his skills were better used as a warrior rather than as a  shepherd or musician. When Saul did not encourage him  to remain in his army, David sought employment as a  mercenary in the employment of Israel’s Philistine  enemies. David assembled an army of five hundred fellow mercenaries from his native Judean tribe and defeated  various tribes of Sea Peoples and desert nomads that opposed both Israel and Philistia.
Although the Israelis and Philistines continued their  war, David did not participate in fights against his fellow  Hebrews. Against other opponents he showed no mercy.  David’s mercenaries not only killed enemy soldiers, they  also massacred their opponents’ women and children and  looted their homes and villages.
When Saul finally fell in battle with the Philistines,  David returned home to assume the leadership of his Judah homeland. Not long afterward the other Hebrew  tribes accepted him as their king as well. David ruled the  kingdom for forty years until his death in about 965 B.C.  Both David and his son Solomon, who succeeded him,  steadily decreased their reliance on mercenaries as their  own population increased and flourished. It is noteworthy,  however, that the kingdom of Israel was strongest during  the period shortly after David took power. Although the  kingdom’s decline came more from its number of enemies than anything else, its loss of power closely paralleled its reduction in use of mercenaries.
Israel, however, never completely ceased hiring foreign   soldiers, nor did the armies of its opponents. Members of  the Sea Peoples, nomadic tribes, escaped slaves, refugees,  and other displaced people continued to seek employment  as warriors. Regardless of the ruler, the state of the economy, or the perceived threat, a man could always find a  job if he was willing to accept the dangers and hardships  of military life. This was true as well in the many islands  and city-states of Greece, where young Greeks began to  step forward to fill the ranks of armies throughout the  Mediterranean region. They quickly became the most influential soldiers for hire who had ever marched upon the  battlefield.

2 
Master Mercenaries: The Greeks
Mercenaries continued to serve throughout the last millennium B.C. wherever armies fought. During this period,  the warriors whose nationality would become synonymous with hired soldiers came to the forefront. By 400 B.C.  the very names Greek and mercenary went hand-in-hand.
Various tribes had settled mainland Greece, Crete, and  the hundreds of surrounding islands as early as 7000 B.C.  Over the next centuries they had fought among each other  as well as against outside invasions by Mycenaean and  later Dorian armies. Natives, invaders, and immigrants  merged over the passage of time until the mixed population blended into a general homogeneous population that  practiced the same culture and worshiped similar gods.  From 1000 to 600 B.C. the Greeks expanded their territory  throughout the Aegean and Ionian Seas.
As the Greek city-states became stronger during this period, their populations increased over the years to the  point where they could not support themselves. The  amount of fertile farmland was limited. Mountains,  ravines, and rocky slopes covered 80 percent of Greek  territory, and there simply was insufficient arable land to  support the people. During the seventh and sixth centuries  B.C., the larger city-states began to absorb by political and  military means the smaller territories, but crop and animal  production remained insufficient to feed the entire populations. Some of the city-states, particularly Sparta, practiced infanticide to decrease their numbers. Baby boys  who did not appear strong enough to become warriors and  girls who seemed too weak to be the bearers of future soldiers were thrown off cliffs to their deaths.
Despite the difficulties in feeding their families, the  Greeks prided themselves on their athletic abilities, and  sports contests were common. As early as 776 B.C. representatives of the various city-states met in competition at  Olympia—the origins of the Olympic Games that exist  today. Even more than athletes, the Greeks saw themselves as brave, proficient soldiers. They not only practiced their combat skills, but also readily accepted  military innovations shown by invaders as well as those  they conquered. For example, from the Carians they  learned to put handles on their shields and add crests to  their helmets.
Each of the city-states maintained an army and a navy.  Greek men at age eighteen were expected to serve for two  years and then remain on call to the active forces for  emergencies for the next thirty years. But their military  requirement did not end then. Even men over age fifty  were expected to serve in garrison and support roles when  needed.
In time, food shortages in the Greek city-states increased. Leaders and citizens realized that their greatest  resource for export was qualified, motivated soldiers willing to assume the mercenary life. When these men left  their homes (many never to return), in their own minds  they remained members of the city-state from which they  originated. Many banded together in companies composed of a network of family, friends, and neighbors. Entire units marched out of their city-states seeking  employment from anyone who would feed, support, and  pay them. Some brought their own arms and armor while  others depended on their hosts for these supplies. Wives,  children, and other camp followers joined the mercenary   companies so that they resembled traveling villages that  mirrored their native city-state.
As is true of armies today, most recruits came from the  lower classes and the disenfranchised. Social status  within city-states carried over so that those from the upper  classes assumed the leadership positions. Thus, Greek  mercenary units maintained their identity regardless of  their employer. They allowed no citizens of other countries to join their ranks, as the Greeks maintained a family  relationship within their units. Also as is true today, some  Greeks joined the mercenaries not for money, but out of a  desire for adventure and to wander the world as armed  warriors.
By the middle of the sixth century B.C., the Greek city-states were providing mercenaries to kingdoms throughout the Mediterranean as well as to other Greek colonies  to fight their battles. By the arrival of the fifth century  B.C., more Greeks served as mercenaries outside their  country than in standing armies within the city-states.
Also by that time, almost every battle fought anywhere  in the region involved Greek mercenaries. Most battles  had Greeks fighting on both sides. Often adversaries were  from city-states that opposed each other in Greece. Even  if they found themselves fighting against units from their  own city-state, the Greeks remained loyal to whomever  was paying them.
Persia became the largest employer of Greek mercenaries in the latter part of the sixth century B.C., when Cyrus,  soon to be known as “the Great,” decided to dominate his  homeland as well as the surrounding region. Cyrus began  his conquest when his father died in 556 B.C. He first  united his own country through military might and then  steadily conquered his neighbors. Along the way he  folded defeated armies into his own and hired thousands  of Greek mercenaries. Many of these Greek units acted as  personal bodyguards to Persian generals while others   formed elite organizations of hoplites (heavily armed foot  soldiers) that spearheaded attacks.
By the time of Cyrus’s death twenty-five years later, the  Persian Empire extended from the eastern Indus River  border in India to the Aral, Caspian, Black, and Mediterranean Seas. Included in the empire was the west coast of  Asia Minor, known as Ionia, which was inhabited by  Greek colonists. In 512 B.C. the Ionian Greeks briefly rebelled against their Persian occupiers, then did it again  more substantially in 499 B.C. During this latter rebellion  the Ionian Greeks requested help from city-states in  Greece itself. Athens and Eritrea responded with about  twenty-five warships, but the Persian army, supported by  Greek mercenaries from throughout the region, quickly  put down the rebellion.
Persia was not accustomed to having its hegemony  challenged, and Darius, current emperor, swore vengeance  against Greece. In 492 B.C., Darius invaded and conquered  the kingdoms of Macedonia and Thrace on the northern  Greek border. Two years later, in the late summer, Darius  led a 20,000-man army of his fellow Persians, supported  by mercenary forces—Ionian Greeks, Indians, Medes,  Egyptians, Cypriots, Phoenicians, Bactrians, Ethiopians,  and others—onto the plains of Marathon twenty-six miles  north of Athens.
Athenian leaders responded with an army of ten thousand supported by another one thousand soldiers from the  city of Platae. Although Athens and Sparta were often at  war against each other, the Athenian leaders believed that  their fellow Greeks would join them in opposing an invasion by barbarians. The Spartans responded that their religious beliefs precluded their participation until after the  next full moon.
For several days in mid-September the armies of  Athens and Persia faced each other across the Marathon  plain while both sides awaited reinforcements. Early one   morning the Persian cavalry rode away, perhaps on reconnaissance or to gather supplies. Whatever the reason, the  Athenian commander Miltiades took advantage of their  absence by ordering an attack. Armed with swords,  spears, and shields, the Athenian infantry attacked the  Persian flanks, which were defended by Ionian Greek  mercenaries. They pushed back their fellow Greeks and  then enveloped the Persian center.
At the end of the day more than six thousand Persians,  along with Ionian Greek and other mercenaries, lay dead  on the battlefield. Athenian casualties totaled only 192  men. The Spartans arrived shortly after the battle ended  and could only admire the success of their fellow Greeks  and former enemies.
The overall celebration, however, was short lived.  Those Persians who escaped the battlefield boarded their  ships off the coast and sailed for what they thought would  be an undefended Athens. Miltiades dispatched a runner  to Athens to inform the city of his victory and to warn it  of a possible attack. He then forced-marched his army  southward and arrived at the city-state before the Persian  army and navy. The Persians, wanting nothing more to do  with the army that defeated them at Marathon, sailed for  home.
Marathon, through the writings of Greek historian  Herodotus and others, quickly became celebrated as history’s first great decisive battle between the West and the  East. They touted the run of Miltiades’ messenger over  the more than twenty-six-mile route to Athens, which established the basis for the future Olympic event known as  the marathon. Historians mostly ignored the fact that  much of the battle had been between native Greek and  Greek mercenaries.
During the decade following the Battle of Marathon,  the Greek city-states drifted back to internal fighting. Not  until an even larger Persian army and navy threatened   them did the city-states once again unite against the common enemy. In 480 B.C. an allied navy of the Greek city-states finally defeated the Persian naval forces and ended  their threat against Greece’s homeland.
Once again, however, victory over the Persians did not  lead to peace. In 458 B.C., Athens and Sparta began the  First Peloponnesian War to determine Greek rule. After a  yearlong, indecisive war, the two city-states agreed to a  truce that lasted fifteen years before they renewed their  hostilities in the Great Peloponnesian War, which lasted  more than twenty-five years. Throughout the war both  Athens and Sparta relied on mercenary troops from other  city-states as well as regional tribesmen. Although the  war accomplished little beyond creating massive bloodshed and continuing the employment of mercenary  troops, Sparta did emerge as a stronger city-state, which  opened the way for an eventual unification of the Greeks  under the command of Philip of Macedonia.
Despite their defeat by the Greeks, the Persians maintained the largest empire of the age, but not everyone in  Persia was happy. In 404 B.C. the king of Persia, Darius II,  died, leaving his throne to his son Artaxerxes II. Cyrus,  the new king’s younger brother, believed that the crown  should belong to him and assembled an army to take by  force what had not been granted him by inheritance. Details about the civil war that followed are the result of the  writings of Xenophon, an Athenian-born writer, student  of Socrates, and mercenary soldier.
Xenophon understood Persia’s dependence on its Greek  soldiers of fortune. According to Xenophon, “Since the  Persians themselves recognize the parlous state of their  own forces, they give up, and no one makes war without  Greeks anymore, either when they fight each other or  when Greeks make war upon them. They have decided to  use Greeks even in order to fight Greeks.”
Cyrus also understood the importance of Greek mercenaries to the success of his rebellion against his brother.  Although the Greek city-states had been warring among  each other as usual, Cyrus convinced more than thirteen  thousand Greeks to join his force. He also convinced the  Spartan Clearchus to command the hired army.
Many of the Greeks in Clearchus’s ranks came from  opposing city-states that had stood in battle against each  other over past decades. Old differences were put aside,  however, as the hired army swore allegiance to Clearchus  and to Cyrus. Xenophon, who joined the mercenary force  as a minor leader, later wrote a book entitled Anabasis  (Greek for “expedition”) that described the army and its  activities.
About the Greeks’ motives, Xenophon wrote what is  undoubtedly the best source on mercenaries of the period.  “Most of the soldiers have not sailed out to take this paid  service because they had no livelihood, but because they  heard of the nobility of Cyrus. Some actually brought servants along, others had even spent money beforehand.  Some of these had run away from their parents, others had  even left children in the hope they would come back with  money for them, having heard that the other mercenaries  with Cyrus were active and prosperous.”
Cyrus combined the Greek mercenaries with Persians  loyal to him to field about fifty thousand men. From Sardis  in Asia Minor he marched his army toward Babylonia. As  they neared the Euphrates River, the mercenaries—  despite their loyalty to their employer and their professionalism as soldiers—demanded a pay raise before they  would continue. Because this was not an unusual mercenary tactic, Cyrus agreed to a 50 percent increase in their  gold payment. The mercenaries pocketed their pay raise  and continued the march.
In mid-September 401 B.C. near the town of Cunaxa,  Cyrus and the rebel army met the legions loyal to Artaxerxes. Some historians claim that Cyrus’s army numbered   as many as a million soldiers, but a total of about one hundred thousand is more reasonable, and most agree that Artaxerxes’ army outnumbered his brother’s by at least  two-to-one. The Greek mercenaries moved to the right wing  of Cyrus’s force and quickly pushed back the left flank of  Artaxerxes’ front line. They then pivoted to the center,  and victory was almost in hand when Cyrus left his secure  position in the rear and joined the attack. Within moments  Cyrus fell to an enemy spear—wielded by a Carian mercenary in service as a bodyguard to Artaxerxes, according  to most accounts.
Cyrus’s death immediately changed the course of the  battle. Although the Greek mercenaries and their Persian  allies had been on the verge of winning, the loss of Cyrus  left the rebellion without a leader. His Persian followers  knew there would be no mercy from a victorious Artaxerxes and quickly deserted their units, fled the battlefield, and returned to their homes.
The Greek mercenaries were now not only leaderless,  but more important, they were jobless. Clearchus and his  ranking generals met with Artaxerxes’ subordinates to  discuss surrender terms. The Persians were not hospitable. They killed Clearchus on the spot and hauled his  principal subordinates to Babylon, where they were  placed on public display and then beheaded. Artaxerxes  sent word to the Greeks that their choice was simple—  slavery or death.
Despite the loss of their senior leaders, the Greek legions remained disciplined under the command of their  junior officers. Death was not an option, and the proud  Greeks had no desire to become Persian slaves. Pragmatically, they looked to the future not as Spartans or Athenians, but as Greeks. The thirteen thousand mercenaries  decided they would fight their way out of Persia back to  their home city-states and do so with leaders they elected  from their own ranks.
The histories of the period vary on just who the Greeks  selected to lead them. At least five names appear in one  document or another, but the generally accepted commander of what would become known as the Ten Thousand is  the Spartan soldier-writer Xenophon. As many authors  would discover and rediscover over the succeeding centuries, history is not necessarily what happens, but what  gets written. Xenophon’s epic Anabasis is the most detailed and lasting of the written histories of the time, and  this Greek leader did not hesitate to promote himself.  Xenophon notes only a few of the senior officers’ names  as well as some of the braver hoplites. He includes his  own name more than two hundred times in the book as  well as in twenty speeches he made to “his troops” during  their long trek.
As Artaxerxes watched the Greek army begin its withdrawal from the battlefield, he followed but did not immediately attack. Doubtlessly he remembered how near he  had come to death and defeat when the Greeks turned on  his flank in the battle. But he had no plans to let them escape; he called for reinforcements. The Greeks would be  punished with death like their leaders or be forced to submit to slavery.
Realizing that a direct march westward would take  them through the heart of Persian power, the Greeks instead headed north into the mountains of present-day  Iraq, where they were able to slow the pursuing Persians  in the narrow passes. The Ten Thousand next crossed the  Syrian desert and then marched through what is now Albania to the Greek colonies on the Black Sea. Along the  way they fought several major battles and many skirmishes as they lived off the land. Enemy engagements,  disease, and starvation reduced the Greek army to about  six thousand over their six-month journey.
According to Xenophon, the exhausted mercenaries  joyously cried,  “Thalasa! Thalasa!” [The sea! The sea!],   when they finally reached their objective. From boats borrowed from the Greek colonies and additional vessels  captured from other communities on the Black Sea, the  survivors of the Ten Thousand made their way back  home.
Xenophon settled on an estate near the Spartan frontier.  Despite his Athenian roots, he remained in the service of  Sparta for the rest of his life. He spent little time, however, as a soldier. Instead, he began his career as an author, writing history as he saw it, or wished it to be seen.  By the time of his death in about 354 B.C., he had earned  the reputation as the true chronicler of the Ten Thousand  and one of the foremost historians of his age.
Upon reaching Greece, the Ten Thousand did not rest  long. In their absence Sparta had attacked a weakened  Athens that had shifted its emphasis and spending from  the military to arts and education. In the war that Sparta  eventually won in 404 B.C., the survivors of the Ten Thousand were in the middle of the conflict—frequently fighting on both sides.
In 395 B.C. the city-states again resumed their wars, and  the veterans of the Ten Thousand often found themselves  in mortal combat with each other once more. During this  period the combatants also hired soldiers from other city-states as well as from the various Mediterranean tribes.
Along with the continued use of mercenaries, the city-states experimented with military innovations. Their soldiers used various spear lengths and positioned themselves  in different sizes of formations, known as phalanxes. The  city-state of Thebes even went so far as to organize an  elite unit of three hundred homosexual warriors known as  the Sacred Band. This unit guarded the Theban leader and  acted as a “strike force” to influence specific points on a  battlefield.
For a quarter century the Greek city-states warred  among each other until Thebes gained the upper hand by   defeating the Spartans at the Battle of Leuctra in 371 B.C.  While the victory gained a brief peace for Greece, the  long civil war had depleted the resources and manpower  of the city-states, leaving them vulnerable to outside enemies.
In the far northern area of the Greek peninsula lay a  tribal region known as Macedon. Like the Greeks, the  Macedonians had little unity and fought against each  other as well as neighbors who raided their villages and  stole their property. After an invasion and defeat by the Illyrians in 359 B.C., Philip II, although only twenty-three  years of age, took charge of his tribe and began to unite  the diverse Macedonian groups. As a boy Philip had been  held hostage in Thebes, where he learned to appreciate  their culture and military system. He adopted the Greek  phalanx for his army as their primary formation and modified it to make it even better by increasing the length of  the soldiers’ spears and adding additional ranks.
One by one, Philip united the Macedonian tribes by first  defeating them with his phalanxes, then incorporating the  vanquished armies into his own. To ensure the loyalty of  his former enemies, he had his own officers intermarry  with the women of the defeated tribes. Philip also indulged in this practice and married Olympia of the house  of Molossia in 357 B.C. A year later Olympia gave birth to  a son they named Alexander. Philip arranged for the very  best classical and military education for his son, including  private tutoring from the Greek philosopher Aristotle.  Alexander also acquired a copy of Xenophon’s Anabasis,  and the classic tale of the Ten Thousand was never far  from his reach.
Unlike Xenophon and his fellow Greeks, Philip believed that an army that fought for their king and their  kingdom rather than for money and plunder were the key  to victory. He knew that the Greek city-states had accomplished much with hired soldiers, but he also realized that   they had become too dependent on foreign mercenaries.  As a result, he assembled a professional, full-time army  of citizen soldiers paid for by the lucrative gold and silver  mines in Macedonian territory.
Philip, however, did not completely eliminate mercenary support. On occasion he hired specialists such as  archers and cavalry, but generally the Macedonian ruler  used hired soldiers in noncombat roles, including manning occupation garrisons in recently captured territory  and instructing new recruits in the art of warfare. Actual  combat remained the responsibility of his professional  Macedonian army.
Over the next two decades Philip and his countrymen  defeated his neighbors and moved south against the Greek  city-states. At his side was Alexander, who at sixteen  years of age commanded a large portion of his father’s  army. Philip and Alexander’s victory at the Battle of  Chaeronea in 338 B.C. gave control of all of Greece to  Macedonia.
Upon Philip’s death two years later, Alexander took full  command of the Macedonian army. Although he mostly  placed his fellow Macedonian officers in charge of the  subordinate armies, he welcomed the defeated Greeks  into his ranks. He paid his soldiers as citizens of the empire rather than as mercenaries. Alexander also installed  Greek language, culture, and politics as an integral part of  his expanding kingdom.
Alexander turned from Greece toward Persia. In a series  of battles, Alexander defeated the Persians and finally put  an end to the Persian Empire with his victory at Arbela-Gaugamela in 331 B.C. Along the way Alexander used the  wealth of captured territories to pay his army. He also  continued his father’s policy of mercy and allowed defeated armies to join his own. On several occasions  Alexander found his most proficient enemies to be Greek  mercenaries in Persian employment. Nevertheless, he   welcomed the survivors into his ranks after defeating  them in battle. Alexander also copied Philip’s policy of  having his officers intermarry with women of defeated  tribes. More than ten thousand of his officers married Persian women, effectively joining East and West.
After defeating the Persians, Alexander and his army  continued east toward India. Alexander never knew defeat, but his own officers finally convinced the young  general that they had been away from home too long and  that it was time for a rest. Legend has it that Alexander  wept because there were no more territories to capture,  but in fact if he cried at all it was likely because he knew  that even more riches in India and beyond would now not  be his.
Alexander died at age thirty-three, likely of malaria, on  his way home. His empire did not survive long after his  death. Family members and subordinates began a struggle  that fragmented Alexander’s kingdom within a year.  Awaiting nearby were other leaders anxious to assume  power over the region—and mercenaries would play an  important role in their rise and fall as well.
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Item

SP Spaes
Ground System
Mission Operators
Ground Staff
Electronic Warfare
Trainers
Project Coordinator
Personnel
Equipment
Personnel Movement
Insurances
Logistics Support

Communications

Equipment:
HF Radio

System
Hardened Tac

Radio System
Satellite Comms Units

Contract Total
Minus Package
Price Reduction

FEE TO CLIENT

Quantity

1

5

5
included

w
.

1+15

1+16

Cost (U.S. $)

$600,000
$600,000
$480,000
$270,000
$120,000

included
$250,000

$250,000
included
Client
Responsibility
Subtotal
$1,100,000
$400,000
§500,000
$200,000
37,370,000
~$1,370,000

$36.000,000
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By the President, James Monroe,
James Madison Secretary of State
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Item Quantity Cost (U.S.$)

30mm grenades

(AGS-17) 2,000
60mm HE
mortar rounds 2,500
82mm HE
mortar rounds 2,500
Tlumination
grenades 200
Smoke/Frag
grenades 800
Personal kit
and uniforms 100
Mission Support: Subtotal
$29,170,000
Mi-24 Hind 2 $8,200,000
Attack
Helicopter
Ordnance: $2,500,000
57mm rocket 6
launcher pods
57mm HE 1,000
rocket
23mm ball 20,000
23mm tracer 5,000
23mm links 125,000
Mi-24 Aircrew 6 $680,000
Mi-17 Assault 2 §3,000,000
Helicopter
Mi-17 Aircrew 6 $860,000
Spares— $1,500,000
Helicopters
Surveillance 1 $2.400,000
Platform—
CASA-12
“On Board Systems™ 1 $4,850,000
SP Aircrew 4 $280,000

SP Trainers included $120,000
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SCHEDULE 1
Sandline-PNG 1997 Contract

Ttem Quantity Cost (US.$)
Special Forces Team: Subtotal
$7,100,000
Manpower 40, plus $4,500,000
2 doctors
Positioning 100,000
Equipment: $2,500,000
AK-47 Assault Rifle 100
PKM Lt. Machine
Gun 10
RPG-7 Grenade
Launcher 10
60mm Mortar 10
82mm Mortar 6
AGS-1730mm
Automatic
Grenade
Launcher 4
Makarov Pistol 20
7.62x39 (for AK-47) 500,000
AK-47 magazines 1,000
7.62x54 (for PKM) 250,000
12.7mm ball 100,000
12.7mm tracer 25,000
Ammo links 250,000
PG-7 rocket 1,000

grenades
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William Faucitt M. de Schlieffen
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