Assignment 1: Give a detailed account of Alexander’s relationship with Roxanne in the sources and include analysis of reasons for the differences
The surviving sources of Alexanders marriage to Roxanne differ quite heavily. This essay will discuss the works of Quintus Curtius Rufus, Plutarch, and Arrian, which all cover the story of the marriage but come at it from different angles. Curtius turns the episode into a moral drama of desire, which challenges Roman readers at the time. Plutarch uses it to reinforce the morality of Alexander’s character, and Arrian treats it as a notable event in the campaign but gives it little detail. Arguably the accounts of this event tell us more about how different authors more than the actual historical event itself.
Curtius’ notes that Alexander meets Roxanne after the capture of the Sogdian Rock. He is immediately captivated by her beauty, even though he is presented with twenty-nine other maidens at the time. There is a sense of Alexanders character being questioned here, and comparisons to Achilles moral character are even bought up in the scene due the similarity of both characters falling in love with a captive. It is admirable that Alexander does not treat Roxanne like a captive but lawfully marries her, to the delight of her father Oxyartes, but tension is stirred amongst Alexanders Macedonian friends for marrying a “barbarian” instead of their own stock (Curtius Rufus, 1946: 8.4.21–30). The emphasis on desire suggests that while Alexander is heroic, he is not beyond temptation. This work challenges the Roman ideals of citizenship and patriotism, during a time where, after the Punic wars, Rome’s leaders were criticised for the mingling with the barbaric folk. From this we can infer the Curtius was writing engage his Roman audience in this line of questioning the moral character of their leaders, who turn their back on their people in Favor of another, more tempting race.
In Plutarch’s biography, Alexander appears as a ruler who is capable of moderation and humane judgement, and the lawful marriage to Roxanne reinforces that image, as well as highlighting how Alexander was able to capture the respect and love of the “barbarians” (Plutarch, 1919: Alex. 47.4). Plutarch is not interested in staging a moral crisis inside reader; he is interested in revealing character, as seen in the rest of biographical work in The Parallel Lives, where narrative episodes are chosen to illuminate ethical traits rather than to provide a strict chronological history (Pelling, 1979: 80–82). He selects episodes that support his view of Alexander as a complex but fundamentally admirable figure. 
Arrian’s account is the shortest. He mentions the marriage briefly and without any emotional detail, treating it as a simple event within the broader campaign narrative (Arrian, 1976: 4.19.5–6). This is significant because it shows Arrian’s aim is not to explore Alexander’s inner life but to provide a reliable record of his military achievements. The marriage appears as a political act, a practical alliance that helped consolidate Alexander’s control in Bactria. Modern scholarship has argued that Alexander’s marriages in the east should be seen as part of a deliberate strategy for elite integration, rather than mere romance (Bosworth, 1988: 112–114). This argument seems to coincide with what Arrian wrote. The lack of drama is not a lack of information; it is a deliberate choice. Arrian simply does not see the episode as meaningful for understanding Alexander’s character in the way Curtius or Plutarch do.
Placed side by side, the sources reveal the intentions of each author more clearly. Curtius’ emphasis on desire and politics makes the marriage a moment of moral tension, while Plutarch’s calmer tone treats it some sort of confirmation of Alexander’s mostly admirable character. Plutarch parallels the life of Alexander with that of Ceasar and writing in a time of great admiration for this leader, it is unlikely he would want to offend him or the higher class of Romans which he is writing for. Due to the limited research on Curtius, it is unclear why he would choose to write more critically against this regime. Arrian, meanwhile, reduces the episode to a brief historical fact. As touched upon above, these differences are tied directly to genre and audience, but also period. Curtius writes for a Roman higher classed audience and uses Alexander as a vehicle for moral lessons. Plutarch writes biography and is primarily interested in character, so he uses the marriage to reinforce his positive portrait of Alexander as a balanced ruler. He too writes for a higher classed Roman audience but is less interested in proposing challenges of moral integrity at the time. Arrian writes military history and therefore focuses on chronology and political outcomes rather than personal drama, which is probably due the effect of the period Arrian writes in (the 2nd century AD, opposed to the previous authors of the late 1st century AD). Arrian is approaching this work at a time beyond that of the Ceasars. 
Another point of note here is seen in what the authors omit. Curtius and Plutarch offer little explanation of the political purpose of the marriage, because their focus is on the character of Alexander and what his story raises within the readers, particularly with regards towards the rule of Ceasar. This makes the sources less reliable if one were studying for historical accuracy, due to their potential bias.
Arrian, offers the most balanced view in this light, as he simply treats the marriage as a politically useful event. It is not necessarily a romantic event, just a practical one. This outlook supports the thinking found in Lane Fox’s analysis of Alexander’s later career, which encourages us to see Alexander’s marriages as part of a broader attempt to fuse Macedonian and Persian elements into a new imperial culture (Lane Fox, 2004: 512–514). For those studying the history of Alexander the great this is perhaps more conducive a conclusion, as it gives plausible insight into how Alexander was so successful, and is a tactic employed by many rulers across history, write up to the Napoleonic era. However, Arrian’s account does leave out an important part of how Alexanders inner character influenced his decisions, which creates speculation. 
Roxanne herself is rarely given independent agency; she functions primarily as a narrative device through which the authors explore Alexander’s identity. This is consistent with the broader tendency in ancient historiography to use women as instruments for understanding male behaviour, a useful insight into studying what ancient writers set out to achieve, and their target audiences.
In conclusion, the marriage to Roxanne is narrated differently by Curtius, Plutarch, and Arrian because each author has a different goal. Curtius uses the episode as something more allegorical, to make the Romans question and reflect on morals. Plutarch incorporates it into a moral biography. Arrian treats it as a mere political event. The accounts offer an interesting study into the history of Alexanders potential success and inner character, though they provide no clear-cut answers to these ends, teaching us more about the writers rather than Alexander the Great. What the varying portrayals do reveal is how Alexander was remembered in different lights, but also how different writers chose to construct his legacy.
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