[bookmark: _GoBack]“In Latin literature Alexander acts as a model to avoid following, not a model to emulate”. Discuss with reference to specific examples from Latin texts.

Alexander the Great was one of the greatest conquerors in history conquering from Macedonia all the way to India and south to Egypt. He achieved this through his war with the Persian Empire conquering the entire empire forming the largest nation of its time. However, it can be seen in both Latin and modern texts it is evident that he may be a great warrior but not a great leader. This is evident due to the lack of any succession plan set up by Alexander causing the almost immediate collapse of the empire as soon as Alexander drew his last breath. Born in Pella 356BCE to father Philip II. He was even educated by the famous Aristotle. But what makes someone a good role model? In the modern context usually we favour modern senses of morality however the morality in the ancient world differs greatly that our current thoughts and our philosophy has changed a lot. This essay will display that despite Alexander not being a good model to emulate in modern times, he would be a good role model for the expansionist romans especially during their Italian exodus into Europe, Africa and Asia. To do this I will discuss his positive messages to the romans like his expansionist and militaristic tendencies but also the negative ones too like his lack of stability and self-control.
Despite his many military successes Alexander displays poor leadership in aspects, not just on the battle field but also in his administration. This lack of care for the administration can be seen in Persia post-conquest, when Alexander hadn’t bothered even setting up his own administration in the region but just added onto the existing one. The evidence for the lack of actual governing leadership becomes apparent immediately as Alexander has to instantly destroy them. Hadn’t named a Successor or even a system to choose his Successor and without an heir the empire instantly fell into chaos. He didn’t bother consolidating his gains thus causing the empire to remain fractured through his reign. He ran head first into battle, maybe due to his habit of thinking that he’s extra-ordinary, this was increasingly reckless without and heir or successor in any form.
Another example of this lack of good leadership can be seen to be due to his massive ego, though being self-assured can be an amazing trait in a leader alexander lacked the self-control so valued by the romans. This lack of self-control led to most of his problems whilst living, from mutinies to outright rebellions, which could have easily been avoided if Alexander had been patient. 
As Alexander pushed further into India hoping to reach the edge of the world he ordered his men to continue their march, despite his enthusiasm his soldiers stopped not wanting to continue fighting the Indians. Fearing their elephants and powerful armies, whilst being exhausted from the years of warfare they refused to push on. Trying to rile up his men Alexander tried to get them to march however they simply refused leaving alexander with only one option, to head back unable to reach the end of the world.[footnoteRef:1] Even before crossing the sea of Marmara Alexander had to deal with rebellions the homeland with rebellions in Thrace, led by the Illyrians and Triballi. A battle commenced between the opposing sides, with the Macedonians attacking the Thracian Garrison at Mt. Haemus. Easily getting himself out menovored and the Triballi flanked the Macedonian force but was destroyed even so. He proceeded to attack the Getae tribe on the Danube, causing them to flee after a cavalry skirmish.[footnoteRef:2] Alexander proceeded to attack and destroy the Illyrians and Taulantii after they openly revolted against him leaving the northern frontier rebellion free.[footnoteRef:3] Seizing this opportunity the Thebans and Athenians began their own rebellious but were defeated. Thebes was burned to the ground for putting up such resistance, scaring the Athenians into Submission.[footnoteRef:4] If Alexander had the ability to govern effectively these rebellions may not have had to take place, but Alexandrian Macedonia was not very stable from the offset as evidenced by these early rebellions. Alexander’s lack of self-control becomes clear once again when his friend and ally Cleitus, known commonly as Cleitus the Black, was murdered by Alexander with a spear after a drunken argument at a feast. Even after he saved Alexander’s life at the Battle of Granicus (334BCE).[footnoteRef:5] Actions like this isn’t very fitting of a leader in the eyes of either modern or ancient morals. This would cause a distrust in his men until Alexander’s eventual death at Babylon not much later. [1:  Paul J. Kosmin 2014, p. 34, Plutarch, Alexander, 62, Diodorus II, 35–42,]  [2:  Arrian, The Campaigns of Alexander, p. 44–48, Renault, The Nature of Alexander the Great, p. 73–74.]  [3:  Arrian, The Campaigns of Alexander, p. 50–54, Renault, The Nature of Alexander the Great, p. 77.]  [4:  Plutarch. Phocion. 17.]  [5:  James S. Romm (2011). Ghost on the Throne: The Death of Alexander the Great and the War for Crown and Empire. Alfred A. Knopf. p. 47. ISBN 978-0-307-27164-8, Sanchez, Juan Pablo (September 27, 2018). "How suspicion and intrigue eroded Alexander's empire". History Magazine. National Geographic. Retrieved 27 January 2019.] 

Everything Alexander did could be seen as militant or aggressive, from cutting the Orcorian knot to the Conquering of Persia. These aggressive and expansionist ideals would have meshed perfectly with the Ideals of Rome especially in the later ages, as they left Italy to conquer Europe, Asia and Africa. Alexander would conquer from the Danube to the Ganges, from the Nile to the Euphrates, bringing war to the “Barbarians” east, west, north and south. A great example of this military success which caused the romans much ire is the conquest of Asia Minor, where he displayed his tactical and strategic knowledge destroying the Persians at Granicus River and Halicarnassus. He began his Persian war by consolidating Asia minor, crossing the Hellespont, an act that could be compared to Julius Caesar’s crossing of the Rubicon. Carrying 100,000 men on over 100 triple-backed triremes. An act that the Persians would foolishly choose to ignore.[footnoteRef:6] This was due to Darius believing alexander and his puny army as no serious threat. Memnon of Rhodes, who perceived Alexander as a threat, recommended a scorched earth strategy that would not only slow the Macedonian assault but even stop them in their tracks and starve them out of Anatolia. The satraps refused this believing that they should fight him.[footnoteRef:7] Darius would attempt to form some army of a coalition between the 5 ruling satraps of Asia Minor, ordering it to be guided by Memnon.[footnoteRef:8] These armies would do battle at the Granicus river. The Macedonians fielded heavy Phalanxes in the middle , with the Macedonian cavalry led by Alexander on the right and Thessalian cavalry on the left.[footnoteRef:9] He was able to out manoeuvre the Persian force and route the cavalry and the reserve Greek forces held by the Persians were slaughtered, with only 2000 surviving only to be forced into slavery back in Macedonia.[footnoteRef:10] He would move onto sieging Halicarnassus, destroying most of the city in a fire causing Memnon to flee once again. Pushing into Syria Egypt and Mesopotamia taking cities like Babylon, Assur, Nivere and founding many Alexandria’s, named after him.  It was with moves like this alexander was able to form the largest empire of his age without taking a single loss.  [6:  cf. Justinus, Marcus Junianus. Epitome of the Philippic History of Pompeius Trogus. p. 11.6.]  [7:  Strauss, Barry. Masters of Command. p. 50]  [8:  Strauss, Barry. Masters of Command. p. 48]  [9:  Strauss, Barry. Masters of Command. p. 51]  [10:  Strauss, Barry. Masters of Command. pp. 51–53.] 

In Conclusion one can see that despite our modern desires in leaders Alexander would have made a great model to emulate in Ancient Rome as he portrays the domineering attitude that they desired. During Roman times. Though in modern world we prefer our leaders to be firm but fair with them being able to lead without them at the helm but could actually continue without them via training and proper administration of powers and succession. It is evident however that this isn’t as important during to expansionist eras of Rome and Greece, where the conquest of foreign states and subjugation of their people and reasources. The lack of self-control displayed by Alexander however was not what the romans would have seen as ideal by any circumstances with examples of the murder of his friend being reported as a bad thing by the romans. Acts such as these were deemed very negative by the romans as not having self control would be the actions of a barabarisn not a civilised roman. This may however have been a way to show that dispite his many successes Alexander was still not a roman, but was still able to be civilised and a role model. The expansionist nature of Alexander would definatly been a major thing that romans would have emulated with later romans emulating him and following in his footsteps from Pompey the Great, to Crassus, to even Trajan, emperor of rome, trying to conquer all the way to India after Alexander taking Armenia and Mesopotamia reaching to the Persian gulf yet failing to reach as far as alexander. From this it appears obvious that in roman society Alexander was a man to emulate and follow in the footsteps of due to these expasionistic desires whilst overlooking the lack of self control and failed governing techniques implemented. This is despite what our more modern perspectives may be, in which we value ones ability to create a stable state and look beyond themselves as traits of a good leader whilst disapproving of actions like needless destruction like at tyre and the enslavement of peoples.
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