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3) ‘On the events of the war, I did not think it proper to write on the basis of chance encounters, or of my own judgement, but of events at which I was present myself and in the other cases investigating each matter with as much accuracy as possible’ (Thucydides 1.22.2). Discuss the validity of Thucydides as a source and his position as the ‘father of history’. 
Thucydides as a source has proven a useful tool in understanding the Peloponnesian War. However, in order to know to what extent, we can regard, The History of the Peloponnesian War, as valid we must look for any inconsistencies or inaccuracies which may prompt us to question the credibility of Thucydides overall. Thucydides' position as the 'father of history' will then be considered. In order to do so the origin of this title and to whom it originally referred will be discussed. Why Thucydides' is the more appropriate historian to be perceived as the 'father of history' will also be argued by presenting the strengths and weaknesses of each historian.
 By first establishing his work can be proven factual, logically sound and generally comprehensible we may consider to what degree his work is a reliable account of the events following the outbreak of war in 431BC[footnoteRef:1].  As the aforementioned can be demonstrated within Thucydides' work, via comparison to other relevant ancient sources, we can determine his overall validity to be strong despite some criticisms of him as a source. [1:  Steven Lattimore, 1998: 13] 

Thucydides (c.460/455 - 399/398BC)[footnoteRef:2] served as an Athenian general in 424BC[footnoteRef:3] experiencing first-hand the war contained within his work. When describing the way in which, 'Athens' fleet and fortifications made its urban center impregnable to attack'[footnoteRef:4] Thucydides refers to the methods used[footnoteRef:5] showing an intimate understanding of Athenian practice. We can assume he is personally aware of the many strategies referenced within his work as a result of practical engagement with these methods in turn allowing us to assume the references are fully understood and therefore accurately being recorded increasing his overall validity.  [2:  Llyod, 2012]  [3: Hornblower & Spawforth, 2005]  [4:  TRM OV 12.1.3]  [5:  Thuc. 1.107] 

Ultimately when discussing a source, one must assess multiple elements of said source to determine a degree of validity within it rather than a categorical absolutist yes, this source is valid or no it is not. It has been argued by many modern scholars that the validity of Thucydides relies on more than whether he is completely factual. The way in which his work is presented remains the biggest point of mention for this argument. Indeed, 'his work constitutes a standard of presentation'[footnoteRef:6]. Despite being a member of the Athenian elite he was willing to at the very least attempt to display, 'with as much accuracy as possible'[footnoteRef:7] as unbiased of a view as any one person can hope to achieve. As a historian it was fundamentally important that Thucydides was able to treat the war in such a way as to avoid assigning blame or accusation. As an Athenian during this time of uneasy tensions this would be a hard task to achieve without, 'challenging widely held attitudes, including those of his own social class'[footnoteRef:8]. This dedication to writing in such a way that each and every case he himself could not be present for was thoroughly researched and recorded in a relatively unbiased and largely factual, clear way allows us to fully appreciate the intention behind the writing of Thucydides. It also shows us that Thucydides is arguably, 'one of the most lucid ancient writers'[footnoteRef:9]. [6: Cochrance, 1929: 166]  [7:  Thuc. 1.22.2]  [8: C.W. Robert 1984: 11]  [9: C.W. Robert, 1934: 3] 

Within the beginning of his work Thucydides conveys his intentions suggesting you will not come across his, 'own judgement' as he did not, 'think it proper'[footnoteRef:10]. By including such a statement he shows explicitly to the reader that as far as he can determine everything contained within the work shall be impartial, at least from his own view points and opinions. But to what extent is he able to remain objective? It is safe to assume that Thucydides has a very personal connection to this time period and the conflict that took place during it. He began to record his version of an unbiased history during the same year the war took place[footnoteRef:11] and as a result, may have struggled to maintain his bias and prevent emotions from effecting how he chooses to describe and inform on certain events of the war. One example of this can be found when he describes the way in which the people of Mycalessus where brutally attacked by the Thracians during the early hours of the morning, 'The inhabitants being off their guard and not expecting that anyone would ever...molest them'[footnoteRef:12], the particular use of the word 'molest' here is quite a striking choice as it suggests an abuse of these people and their home not, which we may expect from a military historian, typical collateral damage of an ongoing war. He also uses the superlative, 'bloodiest'[footnoteRef:13], to describe the Thracians which suggests opinion.  [10:  Thuc. 1.22.2]  [11: Lattimore, 1998: 13]  [12:  Thuc. 7.29.3]  [13:  Thuc. 7.29.4] 

Many older modern scholars appreciated the work of Thucydides due to the presumed unemotional and detached nature[footnoteRef:14]. Over more recent years much Thucydidean scholarship has branched away from this view point and after much analysis and debate headed in quite the opposite direction to an emotionally driven Thucydides[footnoteRef:15]. It has been suggested over the last fifty years or so that what was previously seen as an emotionally deficient piece of historic writing is actually intrinsically imbedded with deeply rooted and widely ranged emotions. To some a 'postmodernist'[footnoteRef:16]There are many more examples to be found within Thucydides’ work that allow us to access the authors own feelings and indeed his own opinions. The previous example given shows pity for those who were attacked, the Mycalessus, and a clear distain for those who attacked, the Thracians. Another example is, 'the state being still in the flower of her strength'[footnoteRef:17], here Thucydides is indirectly showing his patriotic devotion to his Athenian heritage and the success of his state. The frequency at which these highly emotionally charged sections can be discovered has lead modern scholars to argue that within, The History of the Peloponnesian War, Thucydides proves himself to be an author who, despite his apparent efforts to be objective, writes with an, 'intensity of feeling and thought'[footnoteRef:18] and that this, 'intensity of feeling everywhere reminds us of Thucydides personal involvement'[footnoteRef:19]. Despite him being a general for a duration of the war means we are able to assume a certain confidence in his knowledge and understanding of the topic, at least from an Athenian perspective, it also means that he is directly tied to the very actions, events and strategy being recorded. Whilst initially it may appear that as a source the first-hand nature of Thucydides' account validates that which he conveys, it may be the very reason that the validity of Thucydides as a source is in fact not very preferable.  [14:  Robbert, 1984: 11]  [15:  W.R. Connor, 1977: 289]  [16:  W.R. Connor, 1977: 289, Lattimore, 1998: 13]  [17:  Thuc. 2.31.2]  [18:  W.P. Wallace, 1964: 251]  [19:  Parry, 1972: 47] 

Originally Cicero assigned the title of 'The Father of History' to Herodotus[footnoteRef:20] during the 2nd century BC to recognise the significant impact his work, The Histories, which focused on the conflicts that occurred prior to and during the Persian War.  There is a possibility that due to translation issues he was actually referring to Herodotus as 'The Father of Lies'[footnoteRef:21] however, we cannot hope to know for sure exactly which he meant. Herodotus' writing predated that of Thucydides' but both were present during the same time period and as such were able to dispute one another's work. When trying to discern which historian, Herodotus or Thucydides, best deserves the former title one must look at the ancient criticisms and praises. Once this has been achieved it becomes very clear who was held in higher regard during their own time.  [20:  Lloyd, 2013]  [21:  Evans, 1985] 

Plutarch is perhaps the most useful ancient source for assessing each historians position as the 'Father of History'. His work, De Herodoti Malignitate (The Malice of Horodotus), provides us with an interpretation of the common opinion's shared in regards to the work of Herodotus much time after said work was produced. Plutarch writes in such a way that his works sets out to discredit and dismantle the reputation of the historian. Among many, arguably harsh, critiques are such things as, 'Not to be esteemed impartial, but an enjoyer of his own fancy'[footnoteRef:22], 'envious and malicious'[footnoteRef:23], 'he joins malice to blasphemy'[footnoteRef:24]. The general consensus at the time in which Plutarch was writing, c.45/50 AD- c.120/125AD[footnoteRef:25], was in agreeance with the opinions displayed with his work. Clearly in the ancient world Herodotus as a historian was not viewed as particularly meticulous or authoritative perhaps as a result of his many mistakes and exaggerations. For example, when discussing Babylon he reports the city as having some one hundred gates[footnoteRef:26] which archaeological evidence disputes only showing eight[footnoteRef:27]. [22:  Plut. De Herod. 6.]  [23:  Plut. De Herod. 12.]  [24:  Plut. De Herod. 15.]  [25:  Cartwright, 2016]  [26:  Hdt. 1.179.3]  [27:  Mark, 2009] 

There is a great disparity to be found in the way Plutarch address both historians. Where he is hugely deprecatory of Herodotus it is frequently believed by scholars that Plutarch not only had access to and read in the full Thucydides work but also that he utilised much of it in the writing of his biographies[footnoteRef:28]. Evidently Plutarch considered Thucydides a beneficial source. This implies that Thucydides' successfully shows the ideal qualities expected of a historian according to Plutarch, which he outlines in his work[footnoteRef:29]. Indeed, even Thucydides himself took the opportunity to comment on the way in which Herodotus produced and presented his, Histories, stating that unlike his fellow historian he wished not for the appreciation of the people in the moment but for the longevity of his work to establish an understanding of this great war[footnoteRef:30]. [28:  Frances B. Titchener, 1995 : 189]  [29:  Plut. De Herod. 5-6]  [30:  Thuc. 1.22.4] 

Taking everything into account we may conclude that within his work, The History of The Peloponnesian War, Thucydides maintains his overall validity, despite not being the most objective source due to his closely entangled emotions, because he is able to sustain a high degree of truthfulness and clarity. Whilst Herodotus might have been the first or indeed oldest ancient source we can access his fictitious record of history affords him the title of the 'father of lies' and Thucydides, due to the fact that he is chronologically the next historian, gains the title of the 'father of history'. 
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