Herodotus is pegged as the ‘father of history’ from Cicero to modern day.[footnoteRef:1] This does not put him in line as the most successful from our contemporary viewpoint, but to his time his methods where the best available, showing his strength as a historian. But when looking at the histories, the use of direct speech damages the overall validity of the work. [1:  Robinson 2019] 


As a strength to Herodotus he was a man who had travelled and literally searched for answers to his histories.[footnoteRef:2] It is obvious that he would have had to travel to be able to create certain segments.[footnoteRef:3] This tells us that as a historian he was willing to go see the sites and people and make his own judgements.[footnoteRef:4] This shows that as a historian he did not simply take the information he was given blindly, showing a good sense of judgement and balance as a historian.[footnoteRef:5]  [2:  Romm 1998: 50]  [3:  Hdt. 2.18-24]  [4:  Waters 1985: 39]  [5:  Lateiner 1989: 67] 

Within Herodotus’ histories he mentions sources to prove they were genuine people, and often gave insight into the source’s own family, most likely as a form of legitimising the information.[footnoteRef:6] Among the mentioning of sources, Herodotus lived for a time in Athens and was friends or associates of the scholars and noble orders of Athens.[footnoteRef:7] Having associates within the Polis of Athens would have been useful, for they would be able to pass down Athenian knowledge of the Persian wars. But it is important to note, Herodotus gathered details from other polis’ too.[footnoteRef:8] Which after all he focused his works to more practically due to there being a larger pool of information with oral traditions or tales being passed down through families.[footnoteRef:9] Alongside this Herodotus must have had at least one informant from Persia. This is because he writes down Persian accounts of events when you read his work. Implying he travelled or gathered information from a mixed group of peoples.  [6:  Livius 2019; Hdt. 6.66]  [7:  Romm 1998: 53]  [8:  Hdt. 1.24]  [9:  Gould 1989: 22-23; Waters 1985: 35; Hdt. 6.132.] 


The main weakness is that there is the wide use of Direct speech, this itself holds many issues for a historian[footnoteRef:10]. For although Herodotus did travel he could not travel back in time. This means that the speeches given will potentially have an influence from contemporaries or simply be used to forward his own narrative[footnoteRef:11]. This can be proven further through the diversity of a polis’ society. After all the varied views or political stance of an event will impact the reception Herodotus receives, all of which will be told orally[footnoteRef:12]. From there it can also prove that there is an issue of truth which yet again can question the validity of the source. This can be taken further when looking at the Persian Wars. Although this is closest to Herodotus’ time period, within the Histories, the information will be just as diverse. For instance in book eight, the discussions between Themistocles, Adeimantus and Eurybiades, prior to the battle of Salamis.[footnoteRef:13] So with the benefit of hindsight Herodotus can use direct speech to guide the conversation to fit the events known. Which begs the question of is this a historians piece or an account in the form of epic[footnoteRef:14], as direct speech can easily be exaggerated for the sake of an audience. One example is at the beginning of Book 7 where Xerxes and his generals gather for a war council, planning Xerxes future campaign.[footnoteRef:15] Throughout these talks, there is a great deal of direct speech being used[footnoteRef:16]. Can historians be sure of these words? Certainly Persia and Greece went to war, that much is correct[footnoteRef:17],  however Herodotus cannot conform these direct words?[footnoteRef:18] For a council of the most prominent men in Persia would be a very private gathering. [10:  Hdt. 8.59-60.]  [11:  Lang 1984: 19-20]  [12:  Waters 1985: 35]  [13:  Hdt. 8.59-61]  [14:  Waters 1985: 44; Hdt. 7.193]  [15:  Hdt. 7.8-12]  [16:  Grethlein 2009: 200]  [17:  Roberts 2005: 551-554]  [18:  Gould 1989: 27] 



In conclusion, Herodotus’ strength was that he investigated and sought out answers for his works. This would have been possible due to his roots and to his travels allowing access to people and sites making his writings valid. However, the use of direct speech in his works makes the histories and recordings become an epic to entertain the people.
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