Herodotus 5.51 Gobbet

Herodotus 5.51 continues from the subject that began in Herodotus 5.49, which centres around the encounter between the Milesian tyrant Aristagoras and Cleomenes, the Spartan king. This encounter is for the purpose of Aristagoras seeking military aid from the Spartan king for the Ionian revolt. Herodotus 5.51, however, is primarily about Aristagoras begging Cleomenes to listen to him, and pleading for his aid, offering large sums of talents. With this encounter ending due to the counsel of Cleomenes’ daughter, stating, “Father, the stranger will corrupt you, unless you leave him and go away” (Herodotus 5.51).
Herodotus is considered to be the world’s first historian, ‘in the proper sense’ (Croix, 1977, pp. 130). Herodotus’ work is surrounded by suspicion and doubt, largely due to the often fantastical nature of his writings, leading to much uncertainty about the accuracy of his histories. Herodotus is, however, considered to have used effective and useful research methodologies. Much of his research coming from his travels and first-hand accounts from those that he spoke to. A big question into his work, however, is that of moral didacticism, with many scholars separated into two separate groups on the thought, with the one group of ‘those who are content to see some moral aspect to the Histories, and those who apparently believe that admitting such an aspect to the work denies it the title of history’ (Hau, L. 2016, pp. 172).
What we can learn from Herodotus about Cleomenes and his reign is in effect very little, as the account given by Herodotus about Cleomenes is ‘very far from being a systematic account of his reign’ (Cawkwell, G. 1993, pp. 506). One example of this, given by George L. Cawkwell is on the subject of Cleomenes’ madness and the reasons behind it, ‘in accounting for his madness he gives the Spartan version, that it was caused by excessive potation with hard drinking Scyths who came to Sparta to propose a joint attack on Persia’ (Cawkwell, G. 1993, pp. 506). Herodotus leaves out much of the important detail in much of his Histories, ‘He does not give an account of how the embassy was received or indeed the precise circumstances of it’s coming, and we are left guessing about almost everything including Cleomenes’ part in the affair’ (Cawkwell, G. 1993, pp. 506-527).
Much of the themes revolving around Herodotus 5.51 is of the Ionian revolt, being unsuccessfully led by the tyrant Aristagoras. It is clear to see that the Ionian revolt was a failure largely due to the fact that they were unable to obtain enough support for their revolt to have been successful, ‘Athens, petitioned by Aristagoras, and Eretria supplied limited support for the revolt’ (Manville, P. B. 1977, pp. 80). The decision made by Cleomenes to not support Aristagoras’s cause in the Ionian revolt appears to have been, according to Jakob Larsen, due largely to the setback in prestige that Cleomenes himself along with Sparta had received, ‘the appeal of Aristagoras came at a time when the prestige of Cleomenes, and with him that of Sparta, had suffered a setback from which it was not to recover before several years had passed’ (Larsen, J. 1932, pp. 139). This setback had come from Cleomenes’ attempts to interfere with the affairs of Athens and his failure to do so, ‘The loss of prestige was due to the humiliation suffered by Cleomenes when he attempted to interfere in the internal affairs of Athens and to the failure of his subsequent plans for military intervention’ (Larsen, J. 1932, pp. 139). This resulted in Cleomenes’ decision to ultimately turn down Aristagoras’ request, as it is believed that Sparta’s position was very shaken and could not embark on any adventurous foreign policy, ‘the position of Sparta may well have been so shaken that if she had embarked on any adventurous foreign policy, she would have met with opposition even in the Peloponnesus’ (Larsen, J. 1932, pp. 139).
[bookmark: _GoBack]This chapter from Herodotus’ Histories is centred on the Ionian revolt and Aristagoras’ plea to Cleomenes for aid in the revolt. Much of this encounters reliability as a source, however, can come into question due to Herodotus, as he often contrasted and compared himself to Aristagoras, eventually leading to Aristagoras eventually taking on many of the characteristics of Herodotus himself.
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