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Discuss the validity of Thucydides as a source and his position as the ‘father of history’. 

Thucydides, an Ancient Greek historian living in the period of 455/460BC - 399BC wrote one of the only surviving contemporary accounts of the Peloponnesian War, a brutal war between the years 431BC and 404 BC, primarily between the city states of Athens and Sparta. He was clear that he only wrote down what he had the power to research fully, as demonstrated through his statement '… either I was present myself at the events I have described or else I heard them from eyewitnesses whose reports I have checked with as much thoroughness as possible.'
 This method of distinguishing between fact and fiction, mythology and reality is what distinguishes him from his contemporaries and even later historians, such as Livy. His work had a vast impact on the field of historiography yet he is revered less than his predecessor Herodotus who is generally considered the 'father of history' by ancient and modern scholars. Thucydides should not be called the father of history but the epithet 'father of investigative history' may be more suitable.
The first important point to discuss is why Herodotus is considered the 'Father of History' over Thucydides. Herodotus was born in Halicarnassus, a Greek speaking city in the south west of Asia Minor, in 484BC. He spent many years travelling and amassing vast stores of research into the customs and histories of various cities. He also spent a number of years living in Athens, sharing social circles with men like Sophocles and Pericles. His 'Histories' was written over the course of his life but modern scholars are unsure as to what order he wrote it in and to what extent he edited earlier writings as he aged. 

The phrase 'father of history' comes from a passage in Cicero's 'Laws' in which he discusses the 'fact' that history should lead to the truth, although he notes that 'although in Herodotus, the father of history... there are a countless number of legends.'
 Herodotus was alive at the time that Thucydides was writing his Histories, thus it would be reasonable to assume that Thucydides knew of and had likely read his work. As a result, Thucydides' work was undoubtedly hugely influenced by the work of Herodotus even though 'History of the Peloponnesian War' improved upon the foundation set by Herodotus' work. It is generally accepted by scholars that Herodotus was one of the first western historians (and the only one who's work survived) to divert from the typical 'Homeric' style of retelling historical events by implementing a more investigative style of methodology when researching his subject. This being said, Herodotus still used a more 'romantic' style of writing, as discussed in M.I. Finley's introduction to Thucydides' Histories
. This is important as it gives context to Thucydides' rejection of that particular style. It is also interesting to note that Herodotus was writing for 'recitation rather than reading' 
. As such, he inserted fantastical accounts for entertainment purposes. However, this does make sense to some extent. Herodotus was writing an account of an universally legendary struggle for freedom against barbaric invaders, from the point of view of his Greek audience. As such, his audience would want to be entertained and told about the glorious battles and victories of the Greeks. In comparison, Thucydides was writing about a tragic internal conflict between Hellenic peoples and had to keep in mind the fact that his audience would be from both sides of the conflict so it would be wiser to keep a non-partisan perspective when retelling events.
It is of great importance to point out that Herodotus should not be faulted for his use of mythology in his work. To a modern eye, the inclusion of the abduction of Helen, for example, in his work would, if written today, make it laughable. However, the truth or lack thereof of these ancient tales is not significant in the broad picture. The fact is that in the time that these two men were writing, the narrative told in the stories of the Iliad and the Odyssey were considered historical fact by the general populace and, with no way to disprove them, it is understandable that Herodotus included such things in his work. When all is considered it is easy to see why Herodotus is crowned with the epithet 'Father of History' over Thucydides. His work lay the groundwork for the field of history and his methodology of research and attempts to cite sources had a vast influence on historians that came after him. 
Thucydides' validity as a source has been discussed to some extent above, with the conclusion that as a historical source he can generally be relied upon without many doubts, due to both his intensive research into his subjects and his view that the 'gods' had little to no impact on historical events, unlike his predecessors. However, there are some areas of his writing that need to be questioned. One area in which Thucydides can be criticised is his creation of speeches. He himself said that “my method has been...to make the speakers say what, in my opinion, was called for by each situation.”
 There are two contrasting ways to view this statement. The first of which is that Thucydides' falsifying of speeches impacts his validity as a historical source. Without wanting to state the obvious, a historian knowingly making up speeches and inserting them into a historical work is somewhat concerning. It has the potential to bring into question the reliability of other areas of his writing, perhaps not on a large scale but if small details here and there are altered or falsified by Thucydides, it could change the interpretation of the narratives by the reader. The second school of thought is that Thucydides' fabrication of the speeches is not an issue. This area of thought can be attributed to the argument that Thucydides makes it clear to the reader to take the speeches with a pinch of salt and, in addition, that these speeches, while not particularly useful for the purpose of research into the aims and thoughts of historical figures such as Pericles, they are useful for a understanding of Thucydides' point of view on what he thought what should have been said. 
On another note, there is a particular passage in Thucydides' work, 2.34.5 specifically, in which modern scholar's are referring to as 'Thucydides' Blunder'
 in which Thucydides describes the battlefield burial of the dead at Marathon was an exception to the rule that all war dead be returned to Athens for burial. It has recently come to life that this was simply untrue and battlefield burials were the norm for Athens until they changed to bring home their dead in the early fifth century. M. Toher discusses this at length and he comes to the conclusion that Thucydides did not blunder unintentionally but represented it as unusual because his audience would be unfamiliar with the practice. This is important because he's changing information knowingly to suit his audience, which contradicts his earlier statements in his 1.22 about objectivity and also his statement about his writing not being made to satisfy the taste of the audience.

Thucydides' influence on ancient historians in the centuries after him is debated at length by modern scholars. It is generally agreed that Herodotus had a larger influence on ancient historians than Thucydides but there are notable ancient examples who were clearly influenced by Thucydides' approach to writing history. For example, Tacitus in his 'The Histories' wrote about how the portrayal of history changed as the power balance was altered from the Republic to the Imperial state. He discusses how this change in power meant that the writing of history was altered to reflect the interests of the man in power.
 In his opinion this was a distortion of the truth and was somehow immoral, similar to Thucydides 1.22.  An example of this distortion would be Livy who wrote during the Augustan period. He wrote his work with the overarching view that the Romans were the 'just' or the 'liberators' of the people's they overtook. This can be demonstrated by: “On the Roman's side there was rage at the unprovoked attack by a previously beaten enemy.” 
 This is overwhelmingly similar to Herodotus' approach to his portrayal of the Greeks in their struggle against the Persians.
Thucydides is a generally reliable ancient source and his use of critical research into the subjects he  was writing about makes him a more valid source than Herodotus. This being said, he still has his flaws as a historian. His influence on ancient historians varies from historian to historian, some following in the footsteps of Herodotus by relying more on mythology and fantastical storytelling while others lean towards bare facts and tried to limit the addition of entertainment value to their work for their audience. In addition, Herodotus is more deserving of the title of 'Father of History' due to his more widespread influence on historians and his position as the creator of narrative history.
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