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[bookmark: _GoBack]             This passage was written approximately in 100AD but the conversation allegedly took place 400 years prior to being written[footnoteRef:1]. However, by not having the exact dating of this source is important in assessing its value as by not having a specific date we lose some credibility as we cannot know for certain if this conversation took place and what events may have been affected or what events had affected this passage. Although from wider reading we can determine that Alexander was on his way to campaign in Persia and from this we can assume that this conversation happened in the year 334 BC[footnoteRef:2] as this is when alexander invades the Persian empire. However, since we don’t know this from this particular passage we can’t gather a specific date and the value of this source decreases slightly. Furthermore, the dating of this passage is important as it proves that this passage is a secondary source with information taken from primary sources and influenced by its writer Plutarch and there isn’t completely discredited as a reliable source. At the time of this conversation Alexander had already conquered Greece and was on his way to try and conquer the Persian empire. This is relevant as alexander had made a name for himself and therefore the way he interacts with Diogenes is interesting.  [1:  Plutarch: Life of Alexander, 10/12/2016, [http://penelope.uchicago.edu/Thayer/E/Roman/Texts/Plutarch/Lives/Alexander*/home.html], 14/04/2018 ]  [2:  Ancient History Encyclopaedia, Alexander the Great Timeline, [https://www.ancient.eu/timeline/Alexander_the_Great/], 18/04/2018. ] 

                       This passage was written by the author Plutarch. He lived from 46AD to 125AD[footnoteRef:3] and was born in Chaeronea in what would become Greece and that had become part of the Mesopotamian empire for a brief period under Alexander. He studied mathematics and philosophy and wrote many biographies including Alexander’s. We cannot know all of Plutarch sources as many did not survive and bibliographies wasn’t a thing back then. However, we do know that he did use early historians but we don’t know who they were. It might show Plutarch’s opinions as he wrote it from primary sources and therefore the sources he chose might only showcase one opinion of the events he is describing. Secondly as this is a retelling of events described in this passage Plutarch may have been exaggerating and therefore not an accurate description of events. It was intended to be read by a public audience so it is an official document as it is a full text and therefore is not a private document.  Plutarch may have created this passage for the purpose to educate and celebrate the life of alexander. However, this particular passage is import to Plutarch as it is a conversation between Diogenes a philosopher and alexander a great leader and warrior. This is important as Plutarch himself is a philosopher and he lived in a time where being a great leader and a soldier was considered important especially in Rome. This is relevant as Plutarch himself become a Roman citizen during his life. There is a message is this passage which is to not discount the knowledge of a philosopher and their importance. Also, that a philosopher is just as worthy as a king. As Plutarch’s surviving works were written in Greek it is more than likely that this is his intended audience. However as not everyone could read and write it would suggest that his audience is the literate and the wealthy. Furthermore, it would not just be the literate in ancient Greek that was his audience but those in Rome as well. I would suggest that it would have been important to Plutarch that his book would have been read as I think it would have been intended to educate and celebrate the life of Alexander to those who may have not known him. [3:  The Biography.com website, Plutarch Biography, 14/10/2014, [https://www.biography.com/people/plutarch-21338531], 15/04/2018.  ] 

           The issues the piece raises in regards to the actual text is the attitude towards philosophers in the 1st century. In regards to the actual source, the main issue is whether this meeting actually took place as there doesn’t seem to be any other surviving texts about this meeting. This small passage gives us information about the subject matter of the whole text. We know it is most likely about Alexander and given that this passage is one story of Alexander’s life, the rest of the text is most likely other stories relating to Alexander. It also gives us information about the author Plutarch who provides us with the information that philosophy was very important to Alexander and the way it is portrayed reflects Plutarch's view on philosophy. The significance of the language used is important as it can tell us a great detail. For instance, the phrase “Alexander is said to have been greatly impressed’ is more significant than you think as Alexander would have met a lot of people and to be greatly impressed seemed to be a huge honour. This information is reliable as we know Alexander had a great influence by philosophy. However, it is not that reliable as we don’t know for certain if this conversation actually took place and it is gathered by secondary sources and not first hand. furthermore, we don’t know the date as well. There are a few contradictions in this piece as from other sources we have gathered that Alexander was described as ruthless, bloodthirsty and power-hungry [footnoteRef:4]but in this text, he is portrayed as very humble especially towards others that society would have laughed upon. I don’t think that this passage has deliberately left out any information regarding this event described as it may not have even happened or at the very least is an exaggerated story. There are not many accounts of the meeting of Alexander and Diogenes. There are however many stories like this where Alexander is portrayed as very heroic whether it is for fighting or philosophy. It can tell us things that other sources can’t as it gives us the insight from an actual person rather than an inscription. The way Plutarch describes this story gives us a different point of view such as that Plutarch see’s Alexander in this as not a leader but as an ordinary person and there makes alexander seem more human unlike other portrayals of alexander where they make him seem less human and more god like. There is discussion from historians pertaining to this as for the honest reason of there being so few sources of the classical world but also for the reason that this is another type of secondary source that could gives us an insight of not just the life of Alexander but also Plutarch and even Diogenes.  [4: History.com Staff, Alexander the Great, History.com, 2009, [https://www.history.com/topics/ancient-history/alexander-the-great], 14/04/2018.] 



