James Forder	1701007	HPAH6058 assignment 1
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; Quintus Curtius Rufus 6.5.24-32; Historia de preliis pp77-9.
The accounts of Alexander’s encounter with the Amazonian queen Talestris offer an interesting example of the mythologizing of Alexander’s life, persevering from soon after Alexander’s death, through to the middle ages. The origin of the account lies in the vulgate tradition of Alexander narratives, likely deriving from Cleitarchus.[footnoteRef:1] The surviving classical works of this tradition are Justin, Diodorus and Curtius Rufus, the latter being one of the focusses of this paper.[footnoteRef:2] The legitimacy of this encounter was, however, questioned by other classical authors, such as Arrian, who flat out denied its accuracy,[footnoteRef:3] and Plutarch, who questions it through recounting Lysimachus jokingly wondering where he was when this alleged event happened, while leaving the possibility open.[footnoteRef:4] However, some later medieval writers, such as in Walter of Chatillon’s Alexandreis,[footnoteRef:5] and the historia de preliis,[footnoteRef:6] include this event, albeit in different forms. This paper will give an account of these variations and offer some explanations for similarities and differences between them. [1:  Baynham 2001: 116.]  [2:  Justin 12.3; Diod. 17.77; Curt. Ruf. 6.5.24-32.]  [3:  Arr. Anab. 7.13.]  [4:  Plt. Alex. 46.]  [5:  Walter of Chatillon, Alexandreis, 8.1-48.]  [6:  Historia de preliis, 3.82-84.] 

The works of Curtius Rufus and Walter of Chatillon have almost identical accounts of Alexander’s encounter with Talestris. Both begin by describing the location of the extent of Talestris’ royal authority, Talestris arriving at Alexander’s camp with 300 women, the same description of the weaponry, clothing and practice of cauterising one breast for easing the use of weapons, while leaving other intact, her being unimpressed by Alexander’s appearance but still asking to bear his child as a union between the most powerful man and most powerful woman, with Talestris keeping a potential daughter and Alexander keeping a son.[footnoteRef:7] Both also recount Alexander offering Talestris a role in Alexander’s military campaign, with her refusing to leave her kingdom unguarded, and the two then spending 13 nights together, before Talestris departs back to her homeland.[footnoteRef:8]  [7:  Curt. Ruf. 6.5.24-30; Walter, Alexandreis 8.1-35.]  [8:  Curt. Ruf. 6.5.31-2; Walter, Alexandreis 8.36-48.] 

The main reason for this similarity is likely because Curtius was Walter’s main source for the majority of the Alexandreis,[footnoteRef:9] though Dionisotti attributes the main theme of the Alexandreis to be kingly power, with Walter selecting parts of Curtius that exhibit such power, and omitting sections which do not.[footnoteRef:10] It is also pointed out that this passage is the only example of a romantic episode in the whole of Walter’s work,[footnoteRef:11] being an example in which the choice of partner contributing to a eugenicist approach to royal procreation, as Baynham refers to it.[footnoteRef:12] These sources also present Alexander and Talestris as a union of partnership, rather than of domination or submission, possibly representing a desire for union and stability between the Greeks and their subjects.[footnoteRef:13] The context of first Century Rome may have interpreted this as a plea to fully integrate the provinces into the Empire. It also may have supported Walter’s prior mentioned theme of kingly power, being a guide for how contemporary kings should treat their foreign subjects, such as in the context of the crusader states of the 12th century, encouraging peace and reconciliation, rather than continued conflict. Overall, the reasons for the similarities between Curtius’ and Walter’s interpretations of the Talestris episode is due to Curtius being the main source for Walter’s work, with this event fitting into contemporary issues of kingship. [9:  Dionisotti 1990: 77, 80; Lafferty 2011: 185.]  [10:  Dionisotti 1990: 78.]  [11:  Dionisotti 1990: 79.]  [12:  Baynham 2001: 126.]  [13:  Baynham 2001: 123, 126.] 

However, there are some minor differences between them. One of these differences is in the wording of Alexander’s offer of military co-operation. Whereas Curtius presents this as an offer to fight “with him” (cum ipso militare),[footnoteRef:14] Walter phrases it as “under him” (uacare sub eo).[footnoteRef:15] This subtle difference in wording establishes at least an attempt from Alexander to establish himself as an authority over Talestris. In the context of the theme of kingship, this demonstrates a message that, although peace and co-operation should be encouraged between the civilised and barbaric, the civilised should strive to have authority over the barbaric. This could be viewed as an allegory for Walter’s, meaning that peace and co-operation between Christians, Muslims and Jews in the crusader states should be encouraged, but Christians should establish themselves as the authority over the other religions in the area.  [14:  Curt. Ruf. 6.5.31.]  [15:  Walter, Alexandreis 8.44; Townsend 1995: 267.] 

Whereas Curtius and Walter have many similarities, the historia de preliis is very different. Firstly, it is presented through letters between Alexander and Talestris, with them not meeting in person. It also represents a much more hostile exchange between the two, with Alexander demanding submission from the Amazons, and Talestris replying with defiance, using an ethnographical description of their customs as intimidation, also discouraging Alexander from conquest, with no honour gained from conquering women, and no spoils to steal.[footnoteRef:16] Alexander then replies that if they agree to meet he promises no harm will come to them, and allows them to give as much tribute as they wish in return for fine gifts of their own, to which they eventually submitted.[footnoteRef:17] [16:  Historia de preliis 3.82-3.]  [17:  Historia de preliis 3.84.] 

The more hostile tone of this account represents Talestris as submitting to Alexander’s authority, rather than the union as equals presented in Curtius and the Alexandreid which, according to Baynham, would have “appealed to pan-Hellenic sentiment”.[footnoteRef:18] The reference to there being no honour in conquering an army of women also contrasts with the other sources, which, in having Talestris unimpressed by Alexander’s physique, may be suggesting that Talestris saw herself as stronger than Alexander. Therefore, the representation of the Amazons in Curtius and the Alexandreid shows them as being perceived of as equal in strength to Alexander’s army, in many ways their female equivalent, whereas the historia de preliis presents them as inherently weaker due to their gender. [18:  Baynham 2001: 123.] 

The historia also shows a lower level of respect from Alexander towards the Amazons. After reading Talestris’ letter, Alexander is said to have laughed before sending his final letter,[footnoteRef:19] perhaps indicating he did not take their threat particularly seriously. In contrast, the other sources show Alexander as being convinced by Talestris that her strength combined with his own would produce a worthy heir, meaning he was clearly impressed by her. This could explain the omission of the discussion of producing an heir, with the historia de preliis’ representation of Alexander’s decreased respect for Thalestris’ strength making him less likely to be persuaded by such a notion. [19:  Historia de preliis 3.84.] 

Overall, the differences in the accounts can be attributed to differences in the contemporary application of the themes of leadership between Curtius and the Alexandreid, and representations of gender in the historia de preliis.
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