The relationship of Alexander and Roxane: 
An Analysis of Difference as seen in Curtius Rufus (8.4.21-30), Plutarch (Alex. 47.4), and Arrian (Anab. 4.19.5-6)
Following Cleitarchus, Curtius Rufus provides an elaborate account of the marriage of Alexander and Roxane, detailing a ‘rich’ banquet held between the two parties, exaggerating the “power and good faith”[footnoteRef:1] of Alexander. Whilst highlighting the militaristic intentions of the marriage, explicit in this text is Curtius’ regard of Alexander’s “ardent passions”[footnoteRef:2], insinuating the partnership was motivated primarily by Roxane’s “remarkable beauty … dignity”, [footnoteRef:3] which was “uncommon among barbarians”.[footnoteRef:4] Curtius’ text concerns Alexander’s moralistic decisions, furthered by his commentary on Alexander’s ‘dismissal’ of “royal stock”[footnoteRef:5] (Darius’ wife and two daughters) as romantic partners, releasing them with only a paternal protective instinct. Curtius perhaps deliberately accentuated a contemporaneous divide (as Bactrians were deemed ‘barbarians’), furthering his conception of Alexander’s ‘demise’ in choosing Roxane, a “little maiden of obscure birth”[footnoteRef:6] over Stateira, a royal. Curtius draws a parallel to Achilles’ and Briseis’ relationship. Briseis, in the Illiad and by successive authors, is regarded as the catalyst for the soured relations between Achilles and Agamemnon. Alongside Curtius’ depiction of the marriage, this forms a deliberate retrospective ascription of Roxane (or Alexander’s passions towards her) as contributing to his ‘Achillean downfall’. As Vorhis describes, this exaggeration of the passionate Achilles is more Vergilian than Homeric,[footnoteRef:7] which Curtius (in using a near identical syntax) may be aligning with.[footnoteRef:8]  [1:  Curt. 8.4.21 (trans. Rolfe)]  [2:  Curt. 8.4.27 (trans. Rolfe)]  [3:  Curt. 8.4.23-24 (trans. Rolfe)]  [4:  Curt. 8.4.23-24 (trans. Rolfe)]  [5:  Curt. 8.4.25 (trans. Rolfe)]  [6:  Curt. 8.4.25 (trans. Rolfe)]  [7:  Vorhis, 2017, p.41; King, 1987, p.126]  [8:  Vorhis, 2017, p.38-90] 

Although dates of Curtius’ writings remain contested,[footnoteRef:9] (pre-Trajanic dates the most favoured), his ‘parable’ of judicious behaviour in defiance of “ardent passions”[footnoteRef:10] may have been a subliminal theme aimed at the contemporaneous ruling figures. A new status quo emerged from the tumultuous final stages of the Roman Republic; marked by political instability, conflict, autocracy, and tensions amongst nobles. Augustus ‘portrayed’ himself as Republican, as Princeps, but his awarded consular power heightened his auctoritas. Subsequent emperors followed in Augustus’ footsteps, signifying a lack of constitutional limit on Princeps.[footnoteRef:11] To counter this, Curtius likely employed a common practice in Roman literature; including “noble fiction”[footnoteRef:12] serving not to misconstrue but educate; a means through which the author’s values and moral credence were exemplified. It did not contrast with, but complemented historical fact. , for example: “His friends were ashamed that a father-in-law had been chosen from among the surrendered amid wine and feasting, but since after the murder of Clitus freedom of speech had been banned”.[footnoteRef:13] The murder of Cleitus is deliberately placed by Curtius (and Arrian) after the wedding, employed as part of a device to signal Alexander’s continual demise, labelled a series of ‘catastrophic’ events, fuelled by Alexander’s ‘irrational’ decisions: in marrying Roxane (within a surrendered force) and forming a union in a scenario marked by feasting and drinking.  [9:  Devine, 1979; Baynham, 1998; Nudell, 2011]  [10:  Curt. 8.4.27 (trans. Rolfe)]  [11:  Heckster, 2006, p.108-9]  [12:  Fears, 2001, p.449]  [13:  Curt. 8.4.29-30 (trans. Rolfe)] 

While Curtius highlights Alexander’s ‘unexpected’ treatment of Darius’ family as compared to Roxane’s, Plutarch interprets Alexander’s actions as an epitome of kingly (and likely Grecian ‘idealised’) behaviour. Plutarch reiterates the ulterior (militaristic) motive for marriage but diverts from Curtius’ account of supra-national ties as a by-product of Alexander’s uncontrollable eros. A crux of Plutarch’s passage is the notion of progress impinged without agreement/clarification of law between groups. Curtius describes the unification through the breaking and eating of bread, a “sacred pledge”[footnoteRef:14] of the Macedonians. However, Plutarch presents a more ‘formalised’ bond, formulated in accordance with extant law, pleasing the ‘Barbarians’ further, indirectly implying that the practice of law causes a general contentedness amongst peoples. The Plutarchian Alexander as restrained and self-controlled,[footnoteRef:15] aligned with the Greek sōphrōn - well-rooted in the Grecian psyche, espoused by Plato as central to health, bringing “bodily well-being”.[footnoteRef:16] A Platonic discussion of the tyrant in the Republic, saw unhealthy personalities regarded as immoral and requiring education (normally mental training or character development).[footnoteRef:17]  [14:  Curt. 8.4.27 (trans. Rolfe)]  [15:  Carney, 2019, p.149]  [16:  Ostenfeld, 2016, p.25]  [17:  Ostenfeld, 2016, p.28] 

Plutarch’s alignment with Platonic philosophy is seen in Galba-Otho,[footnoteRef:18] in which he critiques the behaviour of the principate and autocrats, remarking on their inevitable self/collective destruction. Plutarch (via the Parallel Lives) compared Greek figures with Roman rulers, and distanced Alexander from the notion of the tyrant, downplaying the occurrence of frequent fortune in his life, instead highlighting his virtues. In marrying in adherence to the law, Plutarch furthers the idea of Alexander exhibiting sōsphrōsyne, presenting a figure that is rooted in ‘respect’. It must be considered that Plutarch also ‘embellished’ Alexander’s life. Roxane was described by Plutarch as the first woman to “master[ed] his affections”.[footnoteRef:19]  In line with Carney, Barsine has been excluded and misrepresented in ancient texts, simply reduced (alongside Roxane) as a ‘war captive’. It is thought that Heracles, their child, was born c. 327 BC (approximate with his marriage to Roxane).[footnoteRef:20] Although the sequence is unclear, Alexander clearly had a previously established relationship. It seems dismissive to solely regard his affections with Roxane as terminus post quem (the author aligns with the possibility of Barsine as a “quasi-wife”).[footnoteRef:21] This may have been deliberate chronological manipulation by Plutarch, to exaggerate a positive light of Alexander’s character, and ‘purifying’ a narrative that incorporated Plutarch’s documented approval of his marriage to Roxane. [18:  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Plutarch [Date Accessed 14/5/22]]  [19:  Plu. Alex. 47.4 (trans. Perrin)]  [20:  Müller, 2012, p.295]  [21:  Carney, 1996, p.575] 

Arrian discusses Alexander’s passions towards Roxane, albeit in a more diluted form to Curtius. Alongside Plutarch, Arrian affirms that there was a level of self-restraint to Alexander, defending his decision to wed her, and highlighting his ‘sexual restraint’ towards Darius’ wife/sparing their family. A further difference between texts is the reception of Roxane by Alexander’s soldiers. Where Curtius suggests a disapproval (detailing an ideological suppression), Arrian includes Roxane in the superlative title: “loveliest woman in Asia”,[footnoteRef:22] placing her in the same regard as Darius’ wife, contrasting with general narratives of her lessened status. Arrian furthers this in personally approving their ‘virtuous’ marriage (like Plutarch).[footnoteRef:23] Again, fortune is discussed, though in a positive light, viewed by Arrian as maintaining and prolonging his kingly behaviour - complementary with his inherent ambition. Curtius in Alexander’s context applies fortune as emblematic of cupiditas gloriae, Arrian seemingly reinforces the precept of Alexandrian tradition, that from youth, he was frequently bestowed with good fortune (his ‘taming’ of Bucephalus) which cumulatively created and perpetuated his legacy.  [22:  Arr. Anab. 4.19.5 (trans. Brunt)]  [23:  Stove, 2014, p.14-15] 

Arrian, born in Greece, but serving in the Roman army, wrote his Anabasis of Alexander during the second century AD. Whilst partly an encomium, Arrian was also astutely aware of the ‘flaws’ of Alexander, and eventually we see a disapproval/cautiousness against Alexander’s extravagance and undue passions. A contemporary (and close friend) of Arrian was the emperor Hadrian, seeing through his predecessor Trajan, the emulation of Alexander’s conquests and the pitfalls of such repetition. Arrian’s critique of imperial expansion then, could have been aimed at Hadrian, a warning that he should keep the empire within his limits.[footnoteRef:24] [24:  Bosworth, 2007, p.451] 

To conclude, his representation and portrayal was not uniform, Alexander was essentially a subsequent literary device, subject to extant mores and enmeshed principles.
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