In this essay, I will discuss Thucydides’ validity as a source. To do this I will be comparing Thucydides to other Historians and their aims, time of writing and factuality. Then I will be Discussing Herodotus and Thucydides position as the father of History by looking at their writing styles and use of evidence.
	
Every source is writing simply to record events to be remembered, or in some cases for a nation, or a ruler such as Plutarch, who wrote for Emperors. Thucydides and Herodotus wrote for the same reasons: they wanted to record the events of a war so they were remembered through time. Thucydides describes the war as “the greatest disturbance in the history of the Hellenes”[footnoteRef:1]. This statement highlights why his focus was on the hostilities. In the introduction to Herodotus it states that he is writing “so that human achievements may not become forgotten in time”[footnoteRef:2].This supports the idea of the two figures writing to record the pivotal events. However, both Herodotus and Thucydides are tied to Athens and although Thucydides is level and equal in his work, Herodotus has a bias towards the Greeks, portraying them almost as ‘epic heroes’ equal to Aeneas or Hector. The Historians here can be questioned on their validity because they are all in one sense or another Pro Athenian in their writing, as Herodotus was living in Athens for the latter part of his life. Thucydides fought for Athens. So, it can be argued that both have a biased viewpoint.  [1:  Thuc. The histories, 1.1]  [2:  Hdt. The histories, 1.1] 


Thucydides as a source is handy when discussing the Peloponnesian war (431-401 B.C.), he was present during the majority of the events, dying near the end. The relevance of this is down to the fact that it portrays Thucydides as a highly credible source as a Historian. Not only did he focus on a niche time frame in History, he was also writing a history of war “in the belief that it was going to be a great war and more worth writing about than any of those which had taken place in the past.”[footnoteRef:3]. Therefor the specialisation in writing of just one event means he provides primary access to all the information from multiple sources, all being first-hand and eye-witnesses accounts to multiple scenes throughout the hostilities. It supports him as a source because the statement shows he intends to be thorough with his works, focusing primarily on a specific theme. However, at the same time it is also proves that he is not a valid source as the key focus is just war which means that he is disregarding associated events such as culture and day to day life. An example of this is reflected in Paul Cartledge’s book The Spartans he says; “what Thucydides does not add, because he did not need to in the context, was that these Spartan auletai were members of an honoured hereditary guild, ‘the sons of fathers who followed the same Profession,”[footnoteRef:4]. For example, the Spartans had musicians to control the movement their troops but the detail of these hereditary roles where redundant to Thucydides in his works as cultural references are not the focus, but simply war itself. [3:  Thuc. History of the Peloponnesian war 1.1]  [4:  P. Cartledge, The Spartans, 6.178] 


Xenophon in his work of the Peloponnesian war carries on straight from Thucydides however, it is presumed that the Hellenica is actually written at multiple stages, stated in Xenophon, A history of my times, giving insight that the Hellenica was written as one of Xenophon’s last works as an old man when he completed the history[footnoteRef:5]. So, although Xenophon was fighting and took part as the second generation of the war his timing of writing will make the validity of his sources and facts less accurate due to the period time of time the works being were written over. In comparison Herodotus’ Histories were written after the events occurred, as the events of the war such a Platea took place in 479 BC which would put Herodotus as a young boy during these events and thus he had to draw on 2nd and 3rd hand accounts to formulate his account - unlike Thucydides and his writings Herodotus writes across a huge geographical span, and although focussing on the Persian Wars the war itself covers huge areas of the Greek and Persian world, as the whole account is taken from both sides, although as D. Fehling points out “Herodotus does not actually say anything about speaking to any Persians. All he says is “as I learn”.”[footnoteRef:6] This makes the validity of his work less defining as he creates scenes for effect, like the final stand of the Spartans at Thermopylae, as no Greek would have been there to witness the final stand because they had all left prior or died at the scene.[footnoteRef:7] [5:  Xen. Hell. Intro. 15]  [6:  D. Fehling, Herodotus and his ‘sources’, 1.14]  [7:  Hdt. The histories, 7.222-228] 


In researching for Histories, a thorough historian visits the geographical locations that are being featured in their works, whether the battle ground is a field, towns, or Landmark. Herodotus is highly credited when it comes to travelling for his research, as he gives detailed accounts of the geographical area of regions featured such as Thermopylae[footnoteRef:8]. Thucydides also gains credibility for his travels, for his banishment in 424BC gave “greater opportunity for undistracted study for his History and for travel and wider contacts, especially on the Peloponnesian side—Sparta and its allies.”[footnoteRef:9]. He was present throughout the war and was able to cover large areas of the Hellenic world due to his banishment, thus making his sources more valid as most likely had access to records from both sides of the war. [8:  Hdt. The histories, 7.198-201]  [9:  Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2017 ] 


Another key aspect in regard to making a source valid and credible is the use of precision, not just within geography but in terms of statistics; the size of an armed force and details of financial figures raising a military force. For example,

[bookmark: _GoBack]“Apart from other sources of income, an average revenue of six hundred talents of silver was drawn from the tribute of the allies; and there were still six thousand talents of coined silver in the Acropolis… Then they had an army of thirteen thousand heavy infantry, besides sixteen thousand more in the garrisons and on home duty at Athens. ……Pericles also showed them that they had twelve hundred horse including mounted archers, with sixteen hundred archers unmounted, and three hundred galleys fit for service.” (Thucydides 2.13)

Thucydides would be accurate with this information because as a General, he was involved in the military, he would have had access to records detailing treasury affairs and could bring them as evidence. A common example in which Historians can be accurate in recording data is with Naval battles as each city will have known how many ships were sent to fight and would be kept in records. Herodotus and Thucydides both use this with Herodotus’ example with the Battle of Artemisia and the meeting with Gelon; Thucydides with listing the Allies of each side of the Peloponnesian War.[footnoteRef:10] [10:  Hdt. The histories, 8.1
Hdt. The histories, 7.157-162
Thu. 2.9] 

On the other hand, there are accounts where the numbers do not match other sources and may have been blown out of proportion for dramatic effect, such as the size of the Persian forces “Herodotus reports that the whole force numbered 5,283,220 men”[footnoteRef:11]. The figure is a clear exaggeration as even though Persia was a vast empire it could not have been practical to march with five million soldiers, as supplies would be impossible to maintain for a force that size and the population was not substantial enough to raise such a force. Financially the expedition would be heavily detrimental to the nation. This supports Thucydides as a valid source as his sources are able to provide accurate information unlike Herodotus.  [11:  Hdt. The Histories, 7. 184] 


The title of Father of History has been placed by modern society onto Herodotus as he has the oldest record of a full histories, but I believe in a different view compared to the societal viewpoint, I think he and Thucydides should share the title but for differing reasons. The title is split for multiple reasons. Herodotus’ work is full of myth and fantastic events such as “When the barbarians were near to the temple of Athena Pronaea, they were struck by thunderbolts from the sky”[footnoteRef:12]. Herodotus’ less scientific writings and use of emotive language make the writings feel like an epic style poem of history. Whereas Thucydides’ work is focusing on a small area of history and kept it very fact driven for accuracy, he writes a more factuality history than that of Herodotus. Thucydides personally maintains a strict and thoroughly researched piece of work taking multiple accounts and views and making a universally neutral viewpoint of the war; his style is more scientific and professional in terms of his recording. On the whole both figures are fathers of histories, with Herodotus being ‘the father of history’ for his largest recording of History, Thucydides on the other hand ‘the father of scientific history’ for his thorough and cut-throat style of writing history with only contemporary evidence.[footnoteRef:13] [12:  Hdt. The Histories, 8. 37]  [13:  Mingren, 2016] 


In conclusion, I see Thucydides as a valid source as he showed evidence in the sources he used and wrote during the period of events while they are ongoing. The position of ‘Father of History’ is still Herodotus’ as he was the founding father, with his whole works discovered. Thucydides is however the ‘Father of Scientific history’ as he used a different writing style and set the pretext for future writers to follow.
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