Strength and Weakness of Herodotus
Throughout ‘The Histories’, Herodotus records an array of events that occurred before and during the Greek and Persian wars, providing us with the earliest account of all these events. There can be no doubt that Herodotus’ intention was to record every one of these events so that they may be preserved through time and without him ‘displaying his inquiry’[footnoteRef:1] within ‘The Histories’ we would certainly not have any record of these great affairs. However, we are faced with an issue in that many of Herodotus’ writings often provide us with seemingly arbitrary stories which diverge from the primary event in which he is recording and appears, at times, to be writing with the intention of entertaining, more so than informing.												The main strength of Herodotus is that he was writing with the sole intention of recording the events, as a vast collection of his research, in order that they would be preserved through time; he explains that his main aim was to record ‘human achievements’ so that they ‘may not become forgotten in time’,[footnoteRef:2] which immediately gives the impression that Herodotus is a good historian as his intention is to preserve these events through his writings. Furthermore, Herodotus evidently travelled a lot to gather his research, talking to people that lived through the events that occurred during the Greek and Persian wars, gathering possible first-hand information from Persian men, which allowed him to get the viewpoint of both sides of the conflict giving him a first-hand understanding of these events showing that we have no reason to assume Herodotus is unreliable as he has no particular bias. Plutarch’s ‘Malice of Herodotus’ would support this as he criticised Herodotus for being a ‘barbarian lover’[footnoteRef:3] claiming that he did not give the Greeks enough credit for their victories, which rejects the common notion that Herodotus held a Greek bias.[footnoteRef:4] Claughton praises Herodotus saying: ‘he has the humanity to be interested in and value all that he comes to know and he has the intelligence to create a structure that answers the fundamental question of why the Greeks and Persians came to fight each other.’[footnoteRef:5] This conveys the notion that Herodotus was a good historian as he provided us with rich information surrounding the events of the Persian wars and its cause.									Alternatively, one main weakness of Herodotus as a historian is shown through the discursive nature of his writing, supported by the fact that there is often a lack of chronology in his books as he tends to go off course from the primary narrative by informing us of a story which he deems necessary to re-tell. Moreover, his treatment of individuals can be seen as a weakness because he uses them as a way of potentially making his book more entertaining rather than historically accurate. Herodotus often includes how the Gods interfered with the Greek and Persian wars by writing about the dreams of individuals which influenced their decision making, as well as the themes of hubris and nemesis being present in certain individuals such as Xerxes who is punished by the Gods as ‘God tolerates pride in none but himself’.[footnoteRef:6]  This is presented when the oracles inform Xerxes that he should invade Greece and Xerxes believes he will conquer the world with ‘God’s own sky’[footnoteRef:7] being the boundary of his empire; when Artabanus advises against invading Greece as they should not be underestimated, Xerxes is enraged and mocks him for being insolent.[footnoteRef:8] Additionally, van Wees states that the description of the last stand of the 300 Spartans ‘presents a scene that might have come straight out of the Iliad,’[footnoteRef:9] which conveys the notion that Herodotus wants to be seen as reminiscent of Homer through writing in his style of an epic and having the Gods intervening with human affairs. This aspect of Herodotus’ writing suggests that he is attempting to entertain the reader with the intention of a contemporary, Greek audience in mind, and the portrayal of Xerxes appears too fantastical to be true; Bridges explains that the Greek propaganda of Xerxes would have swayed the image of him from being a respectable king of an enormous empire to an impudent king who underestimated the Greeks, succumbing to his own hubris.[footnoteRef:10]									Overall, it is clear that Herodotus is a credible historian deserving of his title, ‘Father of History’, thus we can confidently use his ‘Histories’ to understand the events which he retells, although we must be careful in taking much of what he writes literally as he tends to manipulate his writings to fit his narrative.   								 [1:  Hdt. 1.1.]  [2:  Hdt. 1.1.]  [3:  Plut. De Herod. 26.]  [4:  Claughton, J. 2008. p. 7.]  [5:  Claughton, J. 2008. p. 1. ]  [6:  Hdt. 7.10.]  [7:  Hdt. 7.8.]  [8:  Hdt. 7.11.]  [9:  van Wees. 2004. p. 180.]  [10:  Bridges, E. 2014. p. 12. 
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