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ii) Give a detailed account of Alexander’s relationship with Roxanne in the sources and include analysis of reasons for the differences. Focus upon Quintus Curtius Rufus 8.4.21-30; Plutarch Alex. 47.4; Arrian 4.19.5-6. 
INTRODUCTION
Alexander the Great is one of the most famous figures in history, with his story documented and retold countless times and being viewed as someone who was half divine by the Gods. Tutored by the well-known Aristotle, Alexander went on to conquer Egypt, the Mediterranean, the Middle East and parts of Asia, all before his death at the young age of 32 (National Geographic Society, 2023). 
	The key point of interest below is the depiction of his relationship with Roxanne in three different sources; Quintus Curtius Rufus, Arrian, and Plutarch. All three writers depicted Alexander according to their own personal view of him, which was, of course, influenced by times they lived in. But how strongly do those differences present themselves? 

QUINTUS CURTIUS RUFUS: History of Alexander, VIII (4.21-30)
Book VIII in the series of History of Alexander is where Roxanne is introduced. She is delivered to Alexander by Oxyartes, her father, along with twenty-nine other maidens, and is described by Quintus Curtius Rufus as “… a maiden of remarkable beauty of person, and of a dignity of bearing uncommon among barbarians.” (Quintus and Rolfe, 1946). This description places Roxanne above the other women present, making her stand out with her “dignity”. Immediately, Alexander is struck with her and declares that for the benefit of his empire, “…Persians and Macedonians be joined in wedlock…”. There is then a following comparison to Achilles and his unity with a “captive” woman, which further legitimizes Alexander’s reputation. 
The source in question is theorized by classists and other academics to be written in the 1st century AD in Rome, which would fall under the reign of Emperor Claudius (History Archive, 2025). This is roughly three hundred years after the time of Alexander the Great, which would have allowed Quintus Curtius Rufus more liberty with his writings and opinions on the actions of Alexander. Field writes “As history, his work is of slight value; as entertainment it is marvelous.” (Field, 1994). This commentary on Rufus’s depiction of Alexander further suggests an agenda in the writing, which was not uncommon for texts of that time, whether it be political or moral or both. 

ARRIAN: Anabasis of Alexander, IV (19, 5-6.)
Roxanne’s beauty is mentioned with importance in Arrian’s work as well, describing her with the text “… those who served with Alexander said that she was the loveliest woman they had seen in Asia next to Darius’s wife…” (Arrian and Brunt, 1976). Arrian soon after approves of Alexander’s choice and action of not raping her as a captive but instead taking her on as his wife. Comparatively, Arrian makes no hint to Achilles at this moment in the text like Quintus Curtius Rufus did, which could favor the narrative of Alexander thinking and acting more independently outside the inspiration bolstered by Achilles. 
	Arrian himself was born around 86 AD (Britannica, 2024), meaning that his writings on Alexander the Great were written roughly 300 years after the man of the subject was dead, and coincidently not too long after Quintus Curtius Rufus. Roisman criticizes Arrian by demonstrating the priest’s consistent favoritism of Alexander, which is shown in his blaming of the people of Thebes for its destruction because they “…stubbornly rejected Alexander’s attempts at a peaceful settlement.”, and his lingering on Alexander’s virtue and nobleness in relation to Darius’s wife, whom Arrian claimed he never touched (Roisman, 2022). This largely positive depiction of Alexander in Arrian’s work contrasts Quintus Curtius Rufus and his many criticisms of the same man. 

PLUTARCH: Alex. 47.4
In Plutarch’s Lives, Alexander, Roxanne is named as Roxana and it is told that Alexander “…saw in her youthful beauty taking part in a dance at a banquet…” (Plutarch and Plutarch, 2014), and that his marriage to her was a love affair. She is described by Plutarch as “…the only woman who ever mastered his affections…” while displaying to the audience that Alexander was beloved by the “Barbarians”, who approved of his lawful approach to Roxana, in comparison to a non-consensual approach. 
	Sawada gently but expertly draws attention to the influence that Trajan very well would have had on Plutarch, with his revitalization of the imitatio Alexandri mindset, which set Alexander as a high example for behavior. Since Plutarch was an “…elite intellectual under the Roman Empire…” (Sawada, 2022), it is natural to think he would have harbored a keen interest in Alexander, which would then affect his writings of him. 

CONLUSION
As seen through the sources above, the relationship between Alexander and Roxanne is presented in two ways; a marriage to strengthen claim to a growing empire, and a marriage whisked forward into wedlock by love. 
“…Plutarch, and Arrian all glorify Alexander as a hero, while the works of Pompeius Trogus and Curtius emphasize Alexander’s human depravity and condemn him as a tyrant.” Is a quote from Sawada Noriko in their contribution to Western Historiography in Asia: Circulation, Critique and Comparison by Q. Edward Wang, Okamoto Michihiro and Li Longguo, which summarises the mindsets of the three writers analysed in this piece of work. We see these opposing agendas at play with how Quintus Curtius Rufus draws attention to Alexander’s lust for his growing empire and the comparison he makes of himself to Achilles, while Arrian and Plutarch alike frame the relationship as more of a “love affair”, which in turn presents Alexander as charismatic. Throughout al three texts there is a lingering judgement on what is considered good, Roman behaviour, specifically when it comes to treating women, and although all writers do not portray Alexander as having violated Roxanne, it is interesting to view the doubling down on his virtue on Arrian’s part compared to the others, as if he is overcompensating Alexander’s reputation for the audience. 
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