[bookmark: _Hlk104826902]Give a detailed account of Alexander’s encounter with Talestris in the sources and include
analysis of reasons for the differences. Focus upon Walter of Châtillon, Alexandreis 8.1-48;
[bookmark: _Hlk104816997]Quintus Curtius Rufus 6.5.24-32; Historia de preliis pp77-9.

Alexander the Great was heavily mythologised by both the Romans and the Greeks. Naturally there are countless sources that portray him as a God and understandably so due to the sheer range of his empire and the legacy it left on the entire of the Mediterranean. Through examining fragmented artefacts and the surviving literature an understanding of the reasons behind these mythologisations of Alexander the Greats life. Alexanders encounter with Talestris is no different, ancient scholars debated the events as they were recorded and are torn as to what was the reality of the situation. However, in the modern day this is seen as a myth rather than historical fact. 
[bookmark: _Hlk104822810]In order to assess the differing accounts of the myth surrounding Alexanders encounter with Talestris a summary of the general aspects of the myth will be given; During Alexanders campaign in Persia, he is approached by queen Talestris and three hundred of her Amazonians. Thirteen days pass, after which Queen Talestris confesses that she has become pregnant with Alexander child and departs to her back to her lands. 
[bookmark: _Hlk104822121]Quintus Curtius Rufus was a Historian during the 1st century in Rome.[footnoteRef:1] Researchers can see the problem affecting most of classical literature. This is that historians would often be writing decades or centuries after the events recorded had occurred. This is prevalent throughout both Rome and Greece in the classical period. One of the most famous of these is Homer.[footnoteRef:2] Alongside the retrospective writing another issue arises this being fragmented sources. “The history of Alexander” (Rufus, Q.C.,) which will be examined is the only surviving work of Quintus Curtius Rufus and itself is fragmented.[footnoteRef:3] Meaning there is potentially a lack of necessary context. Personal and societal bias also plays a role in the understanding of historical events. The amount of personal bias can be difficult to establish in the case of Quintus Curtius Rufus as there is little information on his life, beliefs, or experiences, making it difficult to identify bias. Quintus Curtius Rufus’ writings on Alexander and Talestris portrays the myth as fact possibly due to the tradition of mythologising the events surrounding historical figures. Alongside this it seems as though to be written that Talestris and her Amazonians are to be conquered. This links to the role of women in the society and pegan beliefs at the time.  [1:  Baynham, E. and Feldherr, A., 2009]  [2:  Minchin, E., 2001]  [3:  Ziolkowski, T., 2000.] 

In Historia de preliis Quenn Talestris extends her greetings to Alexander offering her and her Amazonians to him and his army. Alexander is courteous in return to queen Talestris as well as boastful about his accomplishments in battle. He extends the offer that Talestris and her Amazonians might join him. This depictation is done in the form of two letters written between Talestris and Alexander. This interpretation of the myth gives shows a more equal society with regards to the Amazonians in the context of the time. This is also depicting a strong female leader despite the need to breed with alexanders men to produce the next generation. This depiction is brief and is much more modern than the other depictions and would therefore portray a more modern version rather than that intended. This would also draw personal bias into question.  
Walter of Châtillon wrote his account of these events in the 12th century in his book “Alexandreis”. This immediately will have bias due to the serve change in cultural norms and values. This piece is written much more romantically to what the modern meaning of the word. The relationship between Alexander and Talestris is written much more whimsically. This may be due to the style of French literature style which would have influenced the theologen Walter of Châtillon and would have inspired his rendition on the Alexander myth.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  F. J. E. Raby] 

[bookmark: _Hlk104838671]To conclude the representations in these three sources is vastly different as each has their own distinct style and subtext. The depictions however are heavily influenced by the society and time they were written as is shown heavily in the “Alexandreis” (Walter of Châtillon) which is clearly influenced by the 12th whimsical writing style. Quintus Curtius Rufus’ writings could be more accurate to an early depictions of this myth despite this being difficult to asses due to the lack of evidence on his writings and life. 
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