Give a detailed account of Alexander’s relationship with Roxanne in the sources and include analysis of reasons for the differences. Focus upon Quintus Curtius Rufus 8.4.21-30; Plutarch Alex. 47.4; Arrian 4.19.5-6.

Roxanne was the daughter of Oxyartes, who Arrian claims was a Bactrian chief[footnoteRef:1], and Quintus Curtius Rufus calls “an illustrious satrap.”[footnoteRef:2]  Plutarch and Quintus Curtius both describe Roxanne meeting with Alexander for the first time during a banquet. Plutarch does not go into great detail, but describes Roxanne as “taking part in a dance at a banquet”[footnoteRef:3] and that the relationship between the two was “a love affair.” Quintus Curtius claims that when Alexander entered the region that Oxyartes ruled over, he submitted to Alexander willingly, and during a banquet introduced Roxanne among “thirty high-born virgins,”[footnoteRef:4] of which Roxanne was the most beautiful. Arrian gives a slightly different account, that Alexander occupied the region ruled by Oxyartes, who is described as a barbarian chief, and that Roxanne was captured along with the wives and children of a number of local members of the nobility. The difference between the identities of the three is interesting. Quintus Curtius’ claim that she is a Persian Satrap’s daughter, and that would mean that her marriage would have been useful to the stability of the entire empire that Alexander inherited from the Persians. Plutarch simply describes her as a “youthful Beauty”[footnoteRef:5] and does not give any particular ancestry or nobility like the other two authors. Arrian calls Roxanne the daughter of a Bactrian chief, which would fit Alexander’s goals at the time, of helping him secure the Afghan frontier. [1:  Arrian, Anabasis Alexandri]  [2:  Quintus Curtius Rufus, History of Alexander]  [3:  Plutarch, Life of Alexander]  [4:  Quintus Curtius Rufus, History of Alexander]  [5:  Plutarch, Life of Alexander] 

All the sources agree that there was both a romantic and political element to the marriage of Roxanne and Alexander, though the balance of the two varies from source to source. Plutarch says that the match “was a love affair, and yet it was thought to harmonize well with the matters which he had in hand.”[footnoteRef:6] The implication being that the marriage was entirely romantically motivated, and that the political conveniences were entirely coincidental. Quintus Curtius says that “he said that it was important for establishing his empire that Persians and Macedonians be joined in wedlock.”[footnoteRef:7] Which would indicate a purposeful political factor to the marriage, with the intent of legitimising Alexander’s annexation of the Persian Empire. He also later attests a quote to Alexander, in an address to an assembly of foreign troops, “I took to wife a daughter of Darius and set the example to my nearest friends of begetting children from captives, in order that by this sacred alliance I might abolish all distinction between vanquished and victor.”[footnoteRef:8] Again Quintus Curtius emphasises how much importance Alexander put onto the political match for the stability of the empire. This is very notable, given that Alexander’s later attitude to the stability of his empire seems remarkably dismissive, with no real successor being designated. This perhaps indicates that before the death of Hephaestion, Alexander had intended for his empire to continue without the strife that engulfed it after his refusal to name a successor upon his death. Arrian claims that the match was out of love[footnoteRef:9], and his note to politics by far the smallest, in a later chapter noting that while there were a number of marriages occurring between the Macedonians and the Persians, Alexander had already married Roxanne. This implies, in agreement with Plutarch, that the match was one of love, however it goes slightly further, implying that there was (at least comparatively to the other two authors) little political convenience to the marriage. Although whether this is because Arrian intends to imply an absence of political intent or simply did not consider the wider implications is unknown. [6:  Plutarch, Life of Alexander]  [7:  Quintus Curtius Rufus, History of Alexander]  [8:  Quintus Curtius Rufus, History of Alexander]  [9:  Arrian, Anabasis Alexandri] 

Plutarch, Quintus Curtius and Arrian all agree that, at the time of Alexander’s death, Roxanne was pregnant with Alexander’s child, who would be born relatively shortly after his death. However, both Roxanne and her child would be killed some time after.
Plutarch wrote the body of his work under Roman Greece, during the mid first and early second centuries A.D.[footnoteRef:10]  He lived under the emperors Claudius through to Hadrian. He lived through the particularly tumultuous time of the year of the four emperors. He was a Platonist philosopher.[footnoteRef:11] His work mentions Roxanne the least, with only two mentions of her. Additionally, he is the most neutral of the three authors on Roxanne, he puts the match as a love match with helpful political implications, and only mentions the marriage again after the death of Roxanne. [10:  Karamanolis, G. (2010).]  [11:  Karamanolis, G. (2010).] 

Quintus Curtius most likely wrote his body of work during the first century A.D. Certainly after the establishment of the principate.
Arrian wrote his body of work in the second century A.D. under the emperors from Trajan to Antonius Pius. 
None of these authors are contemporary with Alexander, nor even near contemporary, all being separated from him by several hundred years. They are all reasonably close contemporaries to each other. Quintus Curtius Rufus was a Roman, while Arrian and Plutarch were Greek. This may be part of the reason that the viewpoints of Quintus Curtius and the other two authors differ. The Greek philosophers attest that Roxanne and Alexander’s relationships were Romantic, and that political aspirations were either secondary or simply not considered. Quintus Curtius on the other hand, claims that the relationship between the two was chosen by Alexander for the political advantages in controlling the empire. This may be in part due to the difference of perspectives between the culturally Greek and Roman authors. The Greek authors seem to view Alexander more favourably, likely due to his being a Macedonian, a culture often in this period considered part of Greece. Quintus being a Roman has fewer cultural connections, and as such likely held a slightly less positive view of Alexander and his actions, he also likely held a negative view of Alexander due to his kingship, as was often held by the Romans in the early empire.
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