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This extract originates from Herodotus’ The Histories, while it was written throughout the authors later lifetime modern scholars still debate over the publication date. Fornara and Cobet, interestingly, published works that disagree entirely over the publication date of Herodotus’ work a mere six years apart[footnoteRef:1]. This essay will discuss the relationship between the context of the work’s creation as well as modern scholar’s views on the matter and the content of the extract from Herodotus’ The Histories book 1.8. [1:  Fornara, 1971; Cobet, 1977.] 

The text is written in sections, meaning upon the completion of one ‘book’ another can be added without affecting the previously completed sections. Flory discusses how the length of the book exceeds other texts of its time[footnoteRef:2] and due to the text being recited orally, I would be inclined to agree with him that this contributes to the modern scholars struggle to determine a publication date of the entirety of the Histories. Thomas places the publication of The Histories to between 430 and 420 BCE based on the text’s structure and the date of the author’s death[footnoteRef:3]. In relation to 1.8, the length of the text ensures a number of short stories such as this one that Herodotus hears on his travels are included which widens the appeal of his work by expanding the theme of his work, reaching more people. [2:  Flory, 1980.]  [3:  Thomas, 2000.] 

The text was produced throughout the conflict that would become known as the Persian Wars, focusing on both the Greeks and the Persians. Herodotus, known as the first historian, was born in 485BC, in Halicarnassus which was, at the time, under the rule of the Persian Empire[footnoteRef:4]. The sources for Herodotus’ work were the people he encountered on his travels[footnoteRef:5], recording a number of events some rather fantastical, limiting the reliability of the text. Flory discusses the audience for the Histories to be everyone who hears them, reaching the illiterate through oral tradition[footnoteRef:6] as well as including a number of varied themes to appeal to all, the extract[footnoteRef:7] is an example of the types of themes Herodotus explores, in this instance the effect of eros on a Persian King[footnoteRef:8]. In relation to 1.8, this story focuses on the Persian royalty, in Classical Greece, hearing stories of their enemy falling victim to eros suggests an attempt to lower the threat their enemy presents with the concept of eros transcending differences in culture. The concept of eros is present across antiquity as a driving force that drives mortals to transgressive behaviour out or love or lust or simple madness.  [4:  Waters, 1985. Intro.1 ]  [5:  Waters, 1985. 76. ]  [6:  Flory, 1980. 12.]  [7:  Hdt.1.8.]  [8:  Hdt.1.8.] 

The text highlights the issues with the influence of eros, in this instance is was erotic love of a man (Candaules) for his wife that drove him to transgressive behaviour towards her. It can be argued however that the inclusion of this story is merely down to the political station of those involved. The language of Herodotus is important in this train of thought, due to the clear hierarchy created. Candaules, the King of Sardis describes Gyges as “his favourite”[footnoteRef:9], Sleeman comments the use of ‘αἰχμοφόρων[footnoteRef:10]’ in a specialised sense to mean ‘bodyguard’[footnoteRef:11] the one “he entrusted with all his most important secrets”[footnoteRef:12] while, when Gyges is refusing his King’s request to see the queen naked he refers to them as “Master”[footnoteRef:13] and “Mistress”[footnoteRef:14] suggesting this illusion of favour only extended to casual conversation and on the occasion something would transgress from what is socially acceptable in Persia, the hierarchy is maintained. Interestingly, Gyges requests his King does not ask him to carry out a “lawless”[footnoteRef:15] act but given the hierarchy identified, in the event he is ordered to do as Candaules asked, Gyges would have no choice but to comply. Two phrases present in the extract that I see worthy of note are firstly “doomed to misfortune”[footnoteRef:16] which when used to foreshadow the fate of the character Candaules at this point, allows an audience to note the deciding factor in his fate. In this case the request he made of Gyges, leading to the second phrase of note “men trust their ears less than their eyes”[footnoteRef:17] (ὀφθαλμοὶ τῶν ὤτων ἀκριβέστεροι μάρτυρες[footnoteRef:18]) this phrase has been debated to imitate the work of Heraclitus. However, How and Wells argue that it was a common sentiment[footnoteRef:19], given the context of this story, the audience would be able to piece together the actions the characters would take, creating an active telling for the audience to engage with. [9:  Hdt.1.8.1.; Sleeman, 1909.154.4]  [10:  Hdt. 1.8.1.]  [11:  Sleeman, 1909.154.4]  [12:  Hdt.1.8.1.]  [13:  Hdt.1.8.3.]  [14:  Hdt.1.8.3.]  [15:  Hdt.1.8.4.]  [16:  Hdt.1.8.2.]  [17:  Hdt.1.8.2]  [18:  Hdt.1.8.2]  [19:  How and Wells, 1989. 1.8.2] 

To conclude, this essay has explored the context surrounding the production of The Histories as well as discussed the modern scholarships view on the purpose and audience of the work. In addition, this essay has explored the issue of negative eros as well as a hierarchy/power dynamic presented between Gyges and Candaules and the how the view of that hierarchy differs from the bodyguard to the King. 
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