In this essay, I will be discussing the validity of Thucydides through the discussion of his aims, personal views, source handling and the time and place in which his history was written. I will also be discussing the role of Thucydides as the ‘Father of History’ comparing him to other historians, such as Herodotus, and Xenophon.
Although Thucydides has no outstated ethics or morals within his text, he does seem make a conscious effort to dictate history in as fair and unbiased manner as possible. This can be seen in his belief that the Peloponnesian war was “the greatest disturbance in the history of the Hellenes”[footnoteRef:1]. Although this isn’t an official statement of neutrality, this shows that Thucydides feel duty bound to record history in a factual manner, as the importance of the war shouldn’t be forgotten. This significance that Thucydides has given these events results in a very “detailed narrative”[footnoteRef:2] of the Peloponnesian wars, something that is uncommon to find amongst other authors of the time, granting more legitimacy to the writing due to evidence and insight given to the war, and the time surrounding it, due to the sources and personal accounts provided by Thucydides, creating a more scientific History.  [1:  Thuc, the Peloponnesian war 1.15]  [2:  S.Hornblower, The Greek World, 3.32
] 

Hornblower and other historians have discussed that Thucydides imposed importance of the Peloponnesian wars is linked to his personal position as commander for the Athenian Fleet, and that this focus within itself creates a problem in writing a history, as any information recorded would be seen through the eyes of someone fighting on the side of the Athenians. However, Thucydides personal views can be extensively debated as he is known to have been banished from Athens for a period of 20 years following a defeat, and to have spent much of his life outside of Athens, mixing with all kinds of ethnicities and origins, including Spartans who would have also fought in the war. I then think Thucydides personal views on Sparta and Athens had little impact on his writing as any personal animosity or bias felt would have either faded or have been changed into mere disregard by the time Thucydides wrote ‘The Peloponnesian war’. This gives aid to the validity when Thucydides writes about battle stratagems or motives for the war, as his own view on the matter is unbiased, but rather the connection he has to both sides lends to a deeper understanding and greater insight into the plight and motives of both sides. Another way in which Thucydides connection to the war actually aids with validity is that he would have actually been there for many battles he describes, and would have had access to many elite and literate individuals who could easily give details of battles he wasn’t there for. This gives aid to the events he records as many other historians would visit battlefields after conflicts had ended and there would be little for them to see, and any information gathered would be from people still in the area, if they still lived to remember the events (Hdt.7.129). This direct view of Thucydides, therefore, gives us more valid information concerning the idea of military tactics and the understanding and use if geography of the time. Thucydides records are considered more accurate than later versions of events, especially when compared to Diodorus of Sicily, who Hornblower has described as “less valuable[footnoteRef:3]” as “Diodorus liked to moralise[footnoteRef:4]”, meaning that many of the facts may have been shifted and tweaked to accompany a moral outlook on historical events I do believe there are times in which Thucydides does allow his personal views to impact his writing, and the recording of important influences, and that is his views on the supernatural. As discussed by Hornblower, Thucydides often rejects the inclusion of myth and supernatural as he “takes such religious aspects of Greek life for granted.”[footnoteRef:5]. This may not inherently affect the validity of what Thucydides says, but on the whole, it impacts the history in its entirety as it ignores aspects that would have been important to the political matters Thucydides writes about, as shown earlier in Herodotus (1,59.27) and later by Xenophon. [3:  S.Hornblower The Greek World, int.5]  [4:  S.Hornblower The Greek World, int.5]  [5:  S.Hornblower The Greek World, 3.27] 

Validity can also be discussed in the time and place in which a history is written. What makes Thucydides more valid than most Historians, writing about the Peloponnesian wars, is that he was writing the history close to the occurrence of the wars. This negates many issues of later historians such as Plutarch who was writing centuries after the event and had the external pressures of the roman empire to create bias on his recordings. This proximity to the Peloponnesian wars granted Thucydides access to sources and individuals very close to the events, that may have been lost, unavailable, or less authentic to later authors. This, alongside his personal eyewitness accounts of the wars, elevates the validity of his work far beyond other historian’s writings on the same period, and makes it some of the most accurate sources for thoughts and opinions of the time. This becomes especially apparent as later authors such as Diodorus, Xenophon and Plutarch use Thucydides as a source. It can be argued that facts may still be lost or twisted through Thucydides work, being described as “immensely detailed but at the same time highly selective"[footnoteRef:6] however the bias presented would be from individuals views of the time, so the question of validity wouldn’t be on the recordings of Thucydides, but rather the validity in using certain individuals as a source. I personally see that Thucydides has used a balance of views from either side and that overall there is be little impact on the validity of the history.  [6:  S.Hornblower The Greek World, int.5] 

The position of father of history is a difficult achievement to place on one single historian, traditionally the title is given to Herodotus over Thucydides, as he is not only the earliest written account we have available, but also one of the first to write in a historical style, and his accounts are considered so valuable that Hornblower describes him as “so rich a source that he often needs to be used even by the modern historian”[footnoteRef:7] As shown by Introduction to the Histories in 1.1and by his personal declaration that “it is my business to set down that which is told me, to believe it is none at all of my business[footnoteRef:8]” when it came to recording events. This is the first record we have of someone trying to create an impartial review of history. Herodotus is also considered quite valid as, although he doesn’t always sight sources, he is shown to have had interaction with locals in areas he describes and to note ‘interview’ individuals who were there at the time of the Persian wars. However, Fehling debates the value of certain sources in The Histories, implying that “Herodotus simply invented them to fit the contents"[footnoteRef:9], including a Persian source, who he regards as “pure fiction”[footnoteRef:10] as the inclusion of the account can be easily questioned and appears only used to sensationalise Herodotus’ narrative. This is backed up by later authours such as Plutarch referring to Herodotus as a liar and a storyteller. However, this loss of validity can be put more down to Herodotus’ inherent writing style, than any specific moral view. Fehling later discusses that the histories is more like a combination between earlier styles of epic poetry and a new emerging scientific style of history. Fehling deducts that through this melding of concepts “Herodotus did nothing less than found a new literary genre and had to hammer the rules out for himself”[footnoteRef:11] and therefore his lack of contemporary validity is expected because combining poetry and history was a stylistic choice that was necessary for the time period.  [7:  S.Hornblower The Greek World, int.1]  [8:  Hdt, The Histories, 7.152]  [9:  Detlev Fehling, Herodotus and his Sources, Int.3]  [10:  Detlev Fehling, Herodotus and his Sources, 1,1.15]  [11:  Detlev Fehling, Herodotus and his Sources, Int.11] 

This can be compared to Thucydides, who is generally regarded as the father of scientific history, as he continues to develop the ideas of recording history, but removes sensational ideas of story driven prose and myth in place of a chronological narrative based of factual information. Thucydides has a more valid approach to history than Herodotus, as he cites many different types of sources and doesn’t create them to fit an idea. This shows a more critical view of events and also makes him a template for later historians, as a way to show and compare evidence. He has the added advantage of being alive not only to see the impact of the events, but to actually be an adult to witness many of the detailed battles and incidents he discusses, something that aids his narrow focus as he actually lived through these events in his own living memory. This can be linked, however, with Xenophon, who wrote directly after Thucydides, is not considered by many to come near this title, nor do I believe that Thucydides gains this title through his journalistic style, as although he did develop it, the foundations can clearly be seen in Herodotus’ work. 
Overall, I believe that Thucydides validity as a source is fairly solid due to his ability to question his own sources and use a journalistic mind-set when writing his history, however the position as ‘father of history’ still lies with Herodotus, as he’s the first author known to write in historical prose, nevertheless I believe the title of the’ father of scientific history’ must be given to Thucydides, as he lay down the style for recording history.
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