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ABSTRACT: In 2021 the Wiley Blackwell Publishing turned out a huge (three monumental volumes, 
over 1,700 pages) encyclopedia devoted to the historian Herodotus and everything related to him: 

Ch. Baron (ed.) The Herodotus Encyclopedia. Vol. 1 (A–D). Vol. 2 (E–O). Vol. 3 (P–Z). Hoboken, NJ: 

Wiley Blackwell, 2021. LII+XXXII+XXXII, 1653 p. ISBN 9781118689646 (hardback) | ISBN 

9781119113539 (adobe pdf). This grand edition was compiled to commemorate the 2,500th birthday 

of the “Father of History”. The work brought together over 180 scholars from dozens of academic 

centers from 18 counties. The head of the writing team, Christopher Baron, strove to make “The 

Herodotus Encyclopedia” represent the entire contemporary state of the Herodotus studies. The 

book encompasses a broad range of subjects: every anthroponym, ethnonym, toponym, hydronym 

mentioned in the work of the Father of History is dealt with in a separate entry. Of special interest 

are conceptual, controversial entries related to various theoretical and methodological aspects of 

Herodotus’ work. The authors of the review decided against focusing on purely informational en-

tries (which constitute the bulk, similar to every encyclopedia), but concentrated on the conceptual 
ones, they also made a number of critical remarks, since even the best works cannot be devoid of 

flaws. The work compiled to commemorate the grand jubilee of the “Father of History” is undoub-

tedly comprehensive and useful, and in spite of some minor flaws of the edition, this project of vast 

dimensions cannot help but impress. 
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Herodotus was unbelievably lucky. Here, before us is something unprecedented: 

an immense (three monumental volumes, over 1,700 pages) encyclopedic edition, 

entirely devoted to the historian of Halicarnassus and everything related to him. 

Thucydides may well turn over in his grave.  

Well, we must stop being frivolous. The head of the writing team, Christopher 

Baron (professor at the University of Notre Dame, South Bend, USA) has gone to 

great lengths to encapsulate the contemporary achievements in Herodotean stud-

ies. “The Herodotus Encyclopedia” encompasses a broad range of topics. Every an-

throponym, ethnonym, toponym, hydronym mentioned in the work of the “Father 

of History” appears as a separate entry. Moreover, there are a host of entries for 

various themes: “Archaeology”, “Anthropology”, “Ethnography”, “Geography”, “Au-

tochthony”, “Oracles”, “Climate”, “Geology”, “Nomads”, “Boundaries”, “Fortifica-

tions”, “Iron”, “Time”, “Numbers”, “Papyri”, “Death”, “Athletes and Athletic Games”, 

“Gods and the Divine”, “Freedom”, “Friendship”, “Travel”, “Myth”, “Maps”, “Music”, 

“Children”, “Warfare”, “Wine”, “Cinema”, “Money”, “Humour”, etc., etc. Of special 

note are a number of conceptual, controversial entries related to theoretical and 

methodological aspects of Herodotus’ works; they seem to be of greatest im-

portance, and it is about them (at least, some of them) that we are going to speak 

in detail. Most entries, from the longest to the shortest, contain a selected bibliog-

raphy; many entries have cross-references to other sections of “The Encyclopedia”, 

those closely related to the topic, and references to works mentioned in the entries.  

This grand work had been done to mark the jubilee of the “Father of History” 

celebrated several years ago. Each volume begins with a dedication: “To Herodotus: 

2,500 years and still going strong”. Ch. Baron in his brief foreword acknowledges 

that he has spent six years to compile “The Encyclopedia”, he says the idea to em-

bark on “this crazy project” leaped up back in 2012 (vol. 1, pp. VIII, IX). The work 

involved 180 scholars from dozens of academic circles in eighteen countries: the 

USA, the UK, Canada, Germany, France, Italy, Greece, Austria, Australia, Poland, 

Switzerland, Turkey and others.  

Among them are many most distinguished scholars. Ch. Baron’s special 

achievement is his ability to choose the right classists to write on a specific subject, 

each time he found the most competent ones. Thus, “Historical method” (pp. 694–

699) was written by Donald Lateiner,1 whose monograph on the same topic2 has, 

in many respects, become a milestone. Rosalind Thomas wrote “Medical writers” 

                                                
1 This three-volume edition also has D. Lateiner’s entries: “Bodily Adornment” (pp. 232–

234), “Extremes” (pp. 563–565), “Gestures” (pp. 609–612), “Laughter” (pp. 787–789), “Weep-

ing” (pp. 1540–1542) and others (in all, 10). 
2 Lateiner 1989. 
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(pp. 874–875); she must have been one of the first in the world scholarship who 

had emphasized in the book “Herodotus in Context: Ethnography, Science and the 

Art of Persuasion”3 the influence contemporary medical scientists had exerted on 

the historian of Halicarnassus.4 The entry for Greek dialects belongs to Stephen 

Colvin, a greatest expert on the Hellenic dialectology.5 The well-known German 

and Austrian classics, R. Bichler, R. Rollinger, J. Wiesehöfer, who have long studied 

Persian subjects (and Near Eastern ones, in the large)6 made their contributions to 

“The Encyclopedia”. R. V. Munson, well-known for her work on Herodotus’ dis-

course,7 was commissioned to write “Metanarrative” (pp. 901–905), interpreting ra-

ther complicated issues pertaining to the category of discourse. John Marincola, 

whose name as an expert on the Ancient Greek historiography8 needs no com-

ment, contributed entries for his renowned colleagues specializing in Herodotus: 

David Asheri (pp. 170–171), Felix Jacoby (pp. 762–764), Arnaldo Dante Momigliano 

(pp. 924–926) and John Enoch Powell (pp. 1162–1163).9 Such examples are galore. 

In fact, “The Encyclopedia” also presents young authors: М. Wauke, R. C. Heth, 

W. Stover, R. S. Walker, А. Zautcke, A. Foley, and L. Stephens, J. White and others;10 

some of whom attended Ch. Baron’s Herodotus class on at the University of Notre 

                                                
3 Thomas 2000.  
4 R. Тhomas is the author of entries “Ionians and Ionia” (pp. 747–749), “Panionion” 

(pp. 1041–1042), “Proof” (pp. 1174–1176), “Science” (pp. 1294–1296) and others (in all 6). 
5 See Colvin 1999; Colvin 2007; Colvin 2014. 
6 For example: Bichler, Rollinger 2000; Bichler, Rollinger 2021; Bichler 2001; Bichler 

2016; Rollinger 2004; Rollinger 2009; Rollinger 2017; Wiesehöfer 2004; Wiesehöfer 2009. 
7 Munson 2001. 
8 At least, see: Marincola 2001. 
9 “The Encyclopedia” contains entries not only for Herodotus and his work but also for 

the reception of the works by the historian from Halicarnassus from antiquity to the pre-

sent day: Jan Haywood, “Reception of Herodotus, Ancient Greece and Rome” (pр. 1206–

1209), Luke Gorton, “Reception of Herodotus, Christian” (pр. 1209–1211), Jane Grogan, “Re-

ception of Herodotus, 1350–1750” (pр. 1211–1215), S. Маrchand, “Reception of Herodotus, 

1750–1900” (рp. 1215–1218) and Emma Bridges, “Reception of Herodotus, 1900 – Present” 

(pр. 1218–1222). There is a series of entries for European publishers of “The Histories”, 

translators and major scholars on Herodotus, mainly, British researchers, with the excep-

tion of information about German classics Heinrich Stein (Аldo Corcellа, pp. 1373–1374) 

and F. Jacoby (see above), also about Lorenzo Walla (A. Foley, pр. 1517–1518). Apart from 

the above-mentioned entries by J. Marincola, Niki Karapanagioti, who specializes in the 

reception of Herodotus’ Histories in contemporary times, contributes an entry for R. W. 

Macan (pp. 833–834), brothers Henry and George Rawlinson (pp. 1203–1204).  
10 For example, Мelody Wauke, master’s student specialising in epic poetry and Latin 

and Greek paleography, contributed over 50 entries for “The Herodotus Encyclopedia”. 
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Dame (see vol. 1, pp. VIII–IX). Composite authors include non-classics, as for in-

stance, Jessica Baron, who is a specialist in the history of medicine and works in a 

health care firm.  

We are fully aware of the difficulties in reviewing such a fundamental work. 

Among other matters, the limited size of the review, willy-nilly, obliges us to make 

a selective survey. The authors decided on the following course: not to dwell on 

purely informative entries (of which there are an overwhelming majority, as there 

should be in any Encyclopedia), but to concentrate on some of the conceptual ar-

ticles, and also to provide (closer to the end) a number of critical remarks since 

even works of quality are not devoid of certain flaws.  

In particular, we shall touch upon the issue of Herodotus’ sources, various as-

pects of which are dealt with in several entries (М. Dorati, “Source citations”, pp. 

1353–1356; К. Ruffing, “Sources for Herodotus”, pp. 1356–1359; М. Таmiolaki, “Liar 

School”, pp. 804–806). This issue became extremely topical after Detlev Fehling’s 

sensational book “Herodotus and his Sources”.11 To be more exact, after its English 

edition had come out, while the original, German, book published a little earlier, 

in 1971,12 somehow created a little stir; could it have been because of its more aca-

demic and less “sensational” title? Or could it have happened because most classics 

find Germanica non leguntur?  

As is well known, D. Fehling tried to revive the ancient vision of the historian of 

Halicarnassus as a “father of lies”. According to this scholar, all references Herodo-

tus made to sources are fictitious and all the trips he allegedly took to glean infor-

mation were made up. If we consistently and wholly adopt Fehling’s concept, the 

source value of “The Histories” is close to naught. Soon followed a rather tough re-

sponse from a very reputable expert, W. K. Pritchett,13 who coined the phrase “the 

Liar School of Herodotus”, which has become a hackneyed term. The American 

classic included in “this school”, apart from Fehling, F. Hartog14 and S. West,15 many 

other scholars.  

M. Tamiolaki notes in “The Encyclopedia” under review (p. 804) that it might 

be not quite reasonable to group together the scholars whose works are very dif-

ferent; thus, F. Hartog is not interested at all in the issue of Herodotus’ references 

to sources and the credibility/incredibility of his evidence, the French classic stud-

ies the arrangement of mental constructions, the formation of the identity through 

                                                
11 Fehling 1989. 
12 Fehling 1971. 
13 Pritchett 1993. 
14 Hartog 1980; the more frequently used edition now: Hartog 1988. 
15 West 1985. 

http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm


The Herodotus Encyclopedia  

 

1126 

creating “the image of An Other”, etc. But, as to Fehling as such, his criticism of 

Pritchett’s ideas proved compelling: “his (Pritchett’s – А. S., I. S.) book demon-

strates convincingly that the characterization of Herodotus as a liar stems from 

modern and anachronistic assumptions about the role of the historian” (p. 804).  

Yet, contrary to M. Tamiolaki, M. Dorati and K. Ruffing take a less negative stance 

on D. Fehling’s constructions. While pointing out serious weaknesses of his position 

(“is rather radical and overly dogmatic”, p. 1357) and admitting that most of their col-

leagues have taken it sceptically (though Fehling has strict advocates16), they main-

tain that his book has become “a turning point in modern research” (p. 1357), “a wa-

tershed in Herodotean scholarship… Fehling’s rhetorical interpretation of SCs 

contributed to shift the focus from the image of a Herodotus proto-scientist to that 

of a writer operating within a system of literary conventions that cannot be meas-

ured by the yardstick of modern historical methodology” (pp. 1354–1355). It is impos-

sible to deny this process, but we believe that by no means did it depend on the pub-

lication of Fehling’s monograph (in which we can see nothing but extreme 

hypercriticism), but it was conditioned by the inner logic of the development of 

scholarship, the influence of new philological trends (for example, the very same 

narratology). Also, it had begun much earlier: H. R. Immerwahr’s research paper, pro-

duced well in advance of its time,17 may have been the “first harbinger”.  

It seems pertinent to dwell on the issue of the date of completion and publica-

tion of Herodotus’ work. The point is that the article on the subject written for “The 

Encyclopedia” by Elizabeth Irwin (“Date of Composition”, pр. 409–412), contains, 

in our view, quite unexpected and controversial theses.18 Since the latest events 

mentioned in “The Histories” relate to the 430s BC, the author, according to com-

munis opinio, stopped writing (and, must have died) soon after this time, that is, in 

the first half of the 420s BC. Ch. Fornara’s point of view19 (which practically none 

shared) stood out, according to which, terminus post quem for the treatise to be 

published was the Peace of Nicias (421 BC), therefore, it happened in the 410s BC. 

But Irwin goes further than Fornara does.20 

                                                
16 Including Russia, for that matter. See, for example: Podossinov 2021. Drawing upon 

D. Fehling’s observations, А. V. Podossinov argues against certain opinions entertained by 

D. S. Raevsky, E. A. Grantovsky, A. I. Ivantchik.  
17 Immerwahr 1966. “The Encyclopedia” contains an entry for Henry Immerwahr pre-

pared by Sheila Murnaghan, an American classicist and philologist (рp. 734–735). 
18 See E. Irwin’s previous works, where she treated this topic: Irwin 2007; Irwin 2013; 

Irwin 2018.  
19 Fornara 1971. 
20 One of the authors of this review has already remarked on E. Irwin’s radical change 

in the dating of Herodotus’ “Histories” (considering several works by the American scholar, 
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The researcher begins her part with stating that “Questions of dating rest on 

three types of evidence: information from the biographical tradition; supposed al-

lusions to Herodotus in Attic drama and Thucydides; and the “Histories” own ref-

erences to contemporary events, whether those explicit or only inferred by schol-

ars” (p. 409). The bibliographical tradition gives little to proceed from, even more 

so that it is largely of a later period. One of the infrequent exceptions is a remark 

made by Diyllus, a writer of the late 4th century BC (FGrHist. 73. F3), that is, rela-

tively close to the time of the “Father of History”.21 According to it, the well-known 

ruling, prompted by a certain Anytus, was made in the Athenian Ecclesia to award 

Herodotus 10 talents for public recitals. Irwin identifies this Anytus with the one 

who, starting from 399 BC, made accusation against Socrates, and occurred in the 

sources as a strategos. Hence, she concludes that the context of the event is the last 

decade of the 5th century BC, but this reasoning looks feeble. The sameness of the 

two Anytuses is impossible to prove, even if it did take place; Anytus, already not 

very young at the time of Socrates’ trial, could have entered on his political career 

before the Peloponnesian War. Moreover, the disbursement of such a large sum of 

money to the historian in the 400s BC, when Athens had been impoverished by 

military expenditures and the phoros22 was discontinued, looks highly unlikely.23  

As to the allusions made by other authors of the 5th century (among dramatists, 

there are Sophocles, Euripides, Aristophanes, and we must not forget Thucydides24), 

Irwin adduces a predictable series of arguments to show that they are not a date-

establishing characteristic. First, in a number of occasions before us there may be 

                                                
including her contribution to this “Encyclopedia” edited by Ch. Baron, which in 2019 was 

released over the Internet): Sinitsyn 2019: 109–111 (with discussion and literature). Cf. 

Sinitsyn, Surikov 2019: 191. 
21 References to this observation made by Diyllus are also found in the articles by 

Ch. Welser (p. 192) and G. Моnti (p. 1275).  
22 It is in 400 BC that financial measures were made to testify to the utterly poor state 

of the Athenian polis’s budget: the statue of Nike was remelted to mint gold and copper 

coins. 
23 Irwin comments: “While certainly large, the attested honorarium, ten talents, would 

not seem outlandish for the performance of a text that in its entirety must have required 

days to perform” (p. 409). But by no means does it follow that Herodotus narrated the 

whole of his “Histories” to the Athenians. It is almost certain that he familiarized the audi-

ence with some excerpts from his work. 
24 See, Sinitsyn 2008: 377–378 (on the similarities of subjects and realities in Sophocles 

and Herodotus, who are deemed to have influence on each other), 378–386 (relevant lit-

erature); Sinitsyn 2013: 39–44 (on parallel issues in both the “Histories”). On coincidences 

in Herodotus and Thucydides: Hornblower 1996: 137–145 and Stadter 2012. Cf. in this “En-

cyclopedia” Haywood’s entry for reception of Herodotus (p. 1206). 
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not allusions but “intertextuality” (a device favoured by protagonists of de-construc-

tivism). Second, since Herodotus, long before finishing his work, had been holding 

his notorious recitals, his contemporary authors could obtain the appropriate infor-

mation from these recitals and not from the text of his “Histories”. Third, the order 

of borrowing can be reverse: thus, according to the researcher, Herodotus’ passage 

on Minos (Hdt. 3. 122) is an answer to that of Thucydides (Thuc. 1. 4), and not other-

wise. As for Herodotus’ mentioning three or four events of the 431–430 BC, but not 

in any later years, Irwin argues that this fact cannot be regarded as a proof that he 

had seen no later ones. He just did not intend to write about them as his treatise dealt 

with a totally different topic – the history of wars with the Persians up to 478 BC. 

Also, we have only 17 references to what was happening after this year, in particular, 

none at all for the period between 450 and 431 BC. 

Irwin believes that Herodotus had references to the death of Artaxerxes I (Hdt. 

6. 98), the capture of Cythera by the Athenians in 424 BC (Hdt. 7. 235) and even the 

battle of Aegospotami (Hdt. 9. 114–121). And the well-known passage on Decelea 

(Hdt. 9. 73), in her opinion, could have been written only after the end of the Pelo-

ponnesian War and the following stasis in Athens (404–403 BC).25 So, concludes 

Irwin, the “Father of History’ either published his work at the very end of the 5th 

century BC, or, at least, had an enlarged edition published. Some of Irwin’s argu-

ments cannot be found uninteresting, but on the whole, the system produces a 

picture which is hard to believe in: Herodotus, who died a little earlier than Thu-

cydides. Or even outlived him? The researcher goes in for a paradoxical assertion: 

the statements in Thucydides’ “methodological” passage (1. 22) incur that the latter 

allegedly had not seen Herodotus’ work in the written form (p. 410).  

By the way, we cannot help but notice that should the historian of Halicarnas-

sus have lived at least to the end of the 5th century BC, he would have been in his 

eighties. In which case, it is strange that he is not on any lists of long livers, of whom 

there were quite a few in the Antiquity. And, finally, it should be mentioned that 

Irwin’s original viewpoint stands distinctive among the authors of “The Encyclope-

dia” under review. Her other entries which, this way or another, touch upon the 

dating of “The Histories”, refer to the traditional dating of this event, that is, the 

420s BC.26 

                                                
25 For a deeper discussion of this argument, see in Irwin’s entry for Theseus’ hybris (Ir-

win 2013).  
26 References to Irwin’s opinion about a later dating of Herodotus’ work occur in other 

entries of “The Encyclopedia”, for example, Ch. Baron (p. 81; and in his entry for the “Father 

of History” — p. 677), D. Kellogg (“Decelea”, p. 419), J. Haywood (p. 1206) and others.  
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Another question related, though indirectly, to the previous issue, is whether 

the work had been completed by the author. It is dealt with by a distinguished ex-

pert, Deborah Boedeker (“End the Histories”, pp. 503–505). According to her, 

though most of the scholars studying Herodotus (including F. Jacoby) thought that 

he had not brought it to an end, “Recent criticism, however, has tended to accept 

the end of our text as the end of the ‘Histories’” (p. 504). Boedeker also shares this 

opinion. Indeed, Herodotus’ treatise, contrary to that of Thucydides, does not end 

abruptly; it has a minor conclusion hinting to further developments. But one can-

not help but get rid of the impression that the “Father of History” had intended to 

narrate the following course of the Greco-Persian wars, but something prevented 

him from doing so. This is what many classics believe in.27 We can find a middle 

ground by presuming that in the 420s BC Herodotus’ death was not unexpected. 

Having realized he would not be able to complete the whole design, he decided to 

go as far as the inflection point – the time when the enemy had been driven away 

from Hellas – and to end the account in a clincher with the story about Artembares 

and Cyrus (Hdt. 9. 122). This peculiar “epilogue” performed a dual function: it 

summed up the history and hinted at what was left unspoken.28 

Again, among scholars who contributed to “The Herodotus Encyclopedia” are 

those who, contrary to D. Boedeker, agree with F. Jacoby in his opinion that “The 

Histories” are unfinished. It is not for the first time that we encounter the disagree-

ments in the writing team. This is absolutely normal (with such a number of con-

tributors it is impossible to reach unanimity on all issues, and this was not meant) 

and by no means is it a flaw.  

In the recent decades, the issues of relations between the “Father of History” 

and the epic traditions, Homer’s influence on Herodotus, and “contests” between 

the historian of Halicarnassus and “the first poet” have become topical in the world 

Classics. As S. Murnaghan notes in the entry Homer, contemporary scholars trace 

“Homeric resonances” throughout “The Histories” (p. 702). The same goes for 

                                                
27 In particular, in Russian historiography: Мikhail L. Gasparov (Gasparov 1997: 483–

489). For the discussion of this “Herodotean issue”, see Sinitsyn 2017a: 138–140; Sinitsyn 

2017b: 38–43; Sinitsyn 2019: 84–88 (with literature). 
28 In a sense, this assumption is a compromise agreed to by the authors of this review 

since one of them thought that Herodotus intended to continue his account of the Greco-

Persian war until the Peace of Callias 449 BC (Surikov 2009: 223–224; Surikov 2010; Surikov 

2011: 271–279), the other one sticks to the opposite opinion: having completed his work on 

the great war between the Hellenes and the Persians with the expulsion of the latter from 

Europe, the “Father of History” has executed his grandiose design (Sinitsyn 2013; Sinitsyn 

2017a; Sinitsyn 2017b; Sinitsyn 2019); for the remarks on this controversies, see our previous 

publications (Sinitsyn, Surikov 2020: 151–152; Sinitsyn, Surikov 2021: 521). 
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J. Haywood, the author of the entry for the reception of Herodotus in ancient 

Greece and Rome (p. 1208). It is not fortuitous that we find the name of the “Poet 

of poets” in articles by many other authors in “The Herodotus Encyclopedia”.29 This 

is understandable since the travelling historian (keen and inquisitive, in the line of 

the Homer’s Odysseus) regarded himself as a successor to the great Homeric bard. 

C. H. George30 in his entry for “Prosa”, when speaking about the evolution of the 

prosaic genre of the Ancient Greek literature and the place of the “Father of His-

tory” in this process, notes, “Herodotus sets up his work in dialogue with Homer 

and other poetry” (p. 1181). The scholar points out that various genres of prose 

emerge from poetic analogies while history from epos; but it is Herodotus who in 

the ancient times was called a “Homeric” and even ‘”the most Homeric” 

(ὁμηρικώτατος) writer. Murnaghan points out that “Homer was for Herodotus both 

an indispensable predecessor and a foil against whom he defined his own innova-

tive practice. Herodotus’ profound debt to Homer has been recognized since an-

tiquity” (p. 702); the authors of entries adduce references (pp. 702–703; 1181–1182, 

1208) to Pseudo-Longinus (Subl. XIII. 3); Dionysius of Halicarnassus (Ep. ad 

Pomp. 3), Plutarch (Mor. 874b), consider the Salmakis inscription.31 Murnaghan 

points to a number of parallel places in The Histories and Homer’s poems, but she 

shows the differences between them: Herodotus considers a broader range of hu-

man achievements than Homer does, including monumental engineering con-

structions; the veracity of the historian’s accounts comes not from the divine Muse 

but from his own observations and critical thinking (p. 703). The theme of Herod-

otus and Homer has remained debatable to this very day. J. Marincola’s article 

                                                
29 See “Aretē” (J. М. Romney, pp. 124–125), “Epic poetry” (E. J. Bakker, pp. 513–514), “Hes-

iod” (Z. Stamatopoulou, pp. 682–683), “Historical method” (D. Lateiner, pp. 694–699), 

“Homer” (S. Murnaghan, pp. 702–703), “Myth” (К. Wesselmann, pp. 952–955), “Poetry” 

(Ch. C. Chiasson, pp. 1149–1151), “Prosa” (C. H. George, pp. 1180–1183), “Trojan War” (V. Par-

ker, pp. 1502–1503) and dozens of other articles devoted to gods, heroes, ethnonyms and 

toponyms occurring in Homer’ poems and Herodotus’ “Histories”.  
30 C. H. George is Professor of classics at the University of Virginia, specializing in the 

historical development of ancient languages (see George 2005; George 2014; George 2020); 

the entry for “Prose” is his only contribution to “The Herodotus Encyclopedia”. 
31 The text of inscription is cited below. See Isager 1998. Apart from the above-men-

tioned articles by Murnaghan, George and Haywood, where there are references to S. Is-

ager’s paper in ZPE, it is also referred to by Ch. Baron (p. 517) and Ian Oliver in the entry 

for “Panyassis” (p. 1046). 
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“Ὁμηρικώτατος? Battle Narratives in Herodotus”32 and a new collection “Herodo-

tus — The Most Homeric Historian?” compiled by I. Matijašić,33 must be added to 

the three articles and a monograph listed in the scanty additional literature (p. 703, 

here are all the works of the 1970s – 2000s).  

“The Encyclopedia” does not contain an entry “Fortune”, but the Polish classic, 

M. Wecowski’s entry for “Versatility” (pp. 297–300) describes different stories in 

which the volatile τύχη is totally missing. The notion of tyche is treated in E. Ei-

dinow’s long article (pp. 1507–1509), and moira never occurs in the entries “Fate” 

(p. 571), “Gods and the Divine” (p. 620) and “Tychē” (p. 1507).34 The researcher, re-

ferring to her monograph on fate and fortune,35 notes that “Yet moira, in fact, makes 

few explicit appearances in The Histories” (p. 1507). Yet it should be noted that the 

word τύχη (fortune, lot) occurs in “The Histories” 14 times while the word μοῖρα (lot, 

portion) is used by Homer more often (in all, 37 occasions of which over a half have 

fateful meanings.36 Eidinow examines the passages in “The Histories” containing 

θείῃ τύχῃ and concludes that on all occasions it is not about any act committed by 

a deity, but about the influence of outside supernatural forces that exert their in-

fluence on fates of humans or the outcome of certain events (ibid.). This assertion 

requires no argumentation, the same goes for the following, “Tychē is often trans-

lated as ‘good fortune’, but it has more nuances than this single meaning”. The au-

thor adduces examples from “The Histories” to illustrate various meanings of this 

and cognate words used by Herodotus: εὐτυχίη, συντυχίη, etc. (pp. 1508–1509). 

While M. Fragoulaki in his article on Herodotus observes only the meaning of hap-

penstance for τύχη in Herodotus’ younger contemporary: “Contingency or chance 

                                                
32 Marincola 2018. For the review and discussion of this work and the whole of the col-

lection “Herodotus – Narrator, Scientist, Historian”, where it was published (Bowie 2018), 

see in our review: Sinitsyn, Surikov 2019 (it also contains references to the additional liter-

ature of the influence of the Homerean epos of Herodotus’ work: pp. 185–187). Also: a long 

article of Herodotus-ὁμηρικώτατος: Berruecos Frank 2015. 
33 Matijašić (ed.) 2022. The collection was published as a supplement to the American 

electronic journal Histos (Supplement, vol. 14).  
34 The title “Moirae” on p. 92 has a reference to “Fate”. But the entry for fate prepared 

by A. Ellis, Moirae (capital letter for goddesses of fate and destiny) are mentioned only 

once in the list of “external metaphysical powers — the gods, “fate”, or the Moirai, deciding 

the future…” (p. 571). H.-G. Nesselrath’s entry for gods (pp. 617–622), “the Moirai (Fates)” 

are invoked only in connection with the story about Cyrus (Hdt. 1. 91). The reference to the 

prediction from the same chapter (1. 91. 1), speaking about τὴν πεπρωμένην μοῖραν, is also 

found in C. Dewald’s entry for Croesus, the Lydian King of (p. 368). 
35 Eidinow 2011. 
36 See Powell 1960: 227, s.v. μοῖρα; 363, s.v. τύχη. 
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(TYCHĒ) is another factor of human history in Thucydides” (p. 1464). But it is not 

true, for the term is polysemous and in the work of the Athenian historian τύχη and 

other words with the root τυχ- express different aspects of the manifestation of the 

supernatural in “The History of the Peloponnesian War”.37 

D. Branscome’s “Memory” (pp. 891–893) examines numerous examples from 

“The Histories” with words denoting “memory” (with the root μνη-), gives refer-

ences to many oracles and prophecies the memory of which urges Herodotus’ he-

roes to act in a particular way; he mentions special objects, memorials which are 

supposed to preserve memories. The theme of history and memory emerges in Ma-

ria Pavlou’s “Time” (pp. 1473–1475). The Greek researcher begins with comparing 

the “Father of History” with his younger contemporary: “In contrast to Thucydides, 

Herodotus sets out to memorialize the past rather than record contemporary po-

litical history” (p. 1473). But Herodotus’ narration is not built on a linear chrono-

logical order; his works seldom have events that are date-bound. Pavlou shows 

“chronological linchpins” in “The Histories” (first of all, Heracles), speaks about the 

purpose of Herodotus’ digressions from the main theme, which, seemingly disrupt-

ing the unity of narration, create a metanarrative of the past (pp. 1474–1475). The 

scholar speaks about different perceptions of time by different peoples as seen 

through the prism of Herodotus, about the “chronological gap” and complex syn-

chronization of events in the work of the historian, she keeps pointing to “relative 

chronology”, “reinforces chronological”, “indifferent attitude to chronological pre-

cision” and “anachronical” (here with reference to the work by I. J. F. de Jong38) 

contrary to Thucydides, who chronicles the course of events dividing them into 

summer and winter military campaigns (cf. М. Fragoulaki’s entry on Thucydides, 

p. 1464).  

К. Dolle in “Calendars” (pp. 258–259) also examines the issue of “relative chro-

nology” in Herodotus, speaks about infrequent dates and complex synchronization 

of events in “The Histories”, about genealogies and the use of paper-and-pencil cal-

endars. K. Dolle does not mention the first month in a calendar year in Athens, but 

this occurs in Ch. Baron’s entry in “Chronology” (pp. 312–314): “the Athenian calen-

dar began with what is ‘July 1’” (p. 312). The topic of this article is relevant to that in 

the two previous entries – on time and calendars, but, contrary to Pavlou and Dolle, 

Ch. Baron delves into various problems and aspects. He notes that Herodotus 

                                                
37 This is dealt with in the dissertation of one of the authors of this review: Sinitsyn 1998. 
38 de Jong 2001. Cf. also Ch. Baron’s entry for “Chronology” (p. 313). 
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wrote his works at the time when “absolute chronology” did not exist (with refer-

ence to D. Bouvier39), and his historical narrative defied continuous linear chrono-

logical order; at least, as Ch. Baron points out, until Xerxes invaded Hellas (that is, 

Books 7–9 of “The Histories”) (p. 312); he also cites Macan on Herodotus’ “chrono-

logical triumph” in Books 7–9 (p. 313). But then Ch. Baron points out that the course 

of time in “The Histories” gets more clearly defined in Book 6 onward (with refer-

ence to the well-known work by P. J. Rhodes on chronology in the historian’s nar-

rative).40 Ch. Baron dwells on Herodotus’ remarks on Calliades, the archon, (Hdt. 

8. 51. 1), speaks about the ways the historian used to synchronize events, about 

“transitional temporal phrases: ‘somewhat earlier’, ‘at the same time’, ‘after this’, 

‘some time later’, etc.” (p. 313) Here we also encounter a remark on “markers of 

historical time”, though only in passing. Yet, the temporary markers and summing-

up phrases related to the end of a certain period (a generation, a year or days) con-

stitute an important point in discussions about chronology in the Herodotus’ nar-

rative.41 The afore-mentioned entries for time and chronology draw upon works by 

E. J. Bickerman, P. Vannicelli, Ju. Cobet, I. J. F. de Jong, F. Мitchel, P. J. Rhodes, 

Т. Rood, R. Тhоmas, R. W. Wallace, H. Strasburger and other scholars.42 

We live in the age of the cinema, and, in our view, an entry for the cinema (pp. 

319–921) seems to be appropriate in such a classical edition. It was written by 

Мonica S. Сyrino, Professor of Classics at the University of New Mexico (it is her 

only work in this “Encyclopedia”), who is the author of monographs and a co-editor 

of collections on ancient culture in the cinema.43 The article begins with a quota-

tion from A. Bazin, a well-known film theorist, about the ability of an historical film 

to “form our understanding of the past”. “Cinema as an art form was born to re-

count and preserve the drama of human history”, continues Сyrino (p. 319). The 

researcher gives a synopsis of the Italian-French film “The Battle of Marathon” (“La 

battaglia di Maratona”, known world-wide as “The Giant of Marathon”), created in 

1959 by Jacques Tourneur, B. Vailati and Mario Bava (it is strange that the second 

director of Cyrino is missing), which features the Marathon battle waged by the 

Hellenes (490 BC) and a ‘marathon’ runner, both becoming a legend. The main part 

of the entry depicts the heroic confrontation between Leonidas, a Spartan King, 

and his army and the Persians in the battle of Thermophile after the latter invaded 

                                                
39 Bouvier 2000. 
40 Rhodes 2003. 
41 For greater detail, see the work by one of the authors of this review: Sinitsyn 2013, 42–48.  
42 A reference to a large article written by one of the authors of this review on this topic 

can be added: “Images of Time in Herodotus’ Historical Work”: Surikov 2011: 179–211 (with 

literature). 
43 For example, Cyrino 2005; Cyrino 2013; Cyrino, Safran 2015; Augoustakis, Cyrino 2017. 
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Hellas in 480 BC. The author describes in detail three American films: the classical 

peplum by Rudolph Maté “The 300 Spartans” (1962), the blockbuster film “300” 

(2007) by Zack Snyder and the relatively recent film directed by Noam Murro “300: 

Rise of an Empire” (2014). Сyrino notes that the story of R. Maté’s contains a large 

number of quotes from Herodotus’ Histories (p. 319). Snyder’s blockbuster, on the 

contrary, was severely criticized for its historical incongruities; the directors of the 

film were accused of racism and political incorrectness for a negative representa-

tion of the Persian King Xerxes and “the barbarian horde” of Asians, the critics 

failed to see that the film was based on F. Miller’s comics (p. 320). N. Murro made 

a sequel to the film directed by Snyder (who is also the author of the screen story). 

His “300” includes several events in the Persian invasion of 480 BC, but the focus is 

largely on the two sea battles which were fought at the promontory of Artemisium 

and on the island of Salamis, the latter became a turning point in the Greco-Persian 

War. Cyrino notes that owing to the world box-office takings, “300” established a 

new commercial and aesthetic standard for the ancient world on screen, and gen-

erated countless parodies in participatory mass culture” (p. 320; with reference to 

G. Nisbet’s article indicated in the previous Note), however, the scholar mentions 

neither.44 

Undoubtedly, the feat performed by the Greek heroes at Thermophile had be-

come a super legend among all the outstanding battles in antiquity, and the sacri-

ficial death of Leonidas and 300 Spartans, even the very number 300, had become 

                                                
44 J. Friedberg’s and A. Seltzer’s film “Meet the Spartans” (2008) is the most well-known 

American parody film. It should be noted that rendering a film, together with its prizes 

and box office takings, is worth of an encyclopedic entry.  
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fateful in “the cultural memory of the English-speaking world” as the German clas-

sic, К. Ruffing,45 put it (he is one of the authors of “The Encyclopedia”).46 We cannot 

help but agree with it, yet, by no means is the Spartans’ heroism the only topic in 

“The Histories” that inspired the filmmakers. Of no less importance are (and should 

have been mentioned, if not detailed) the classical American films by D. W. Grif-

fith. His monumental epic “Intolerance” (1916) is regarded as a masterpiece of the 

silent cinema, it marks an epoch in the cinematography. It has been frequently 

noted that the story (the part where the plot belongs to Babylon) was based on 

Herodotus’ work; and some film stories in “The Fall of Babylon” (1919) were bor-

rowed from the Book of Daniel, the prophet, and Herodotus’ historical accounts of 

the Persian Conquests.47 In no way are they loosely based on The Histories, likewise 

all those Cyrino writes about.48 The article ends with a rather detailed rendering of 

A. Minghella’s “English Patient” (1996), which shows scenes of the Second World 

War – like a modern variation of one of the Eastern stories in Herodotus’ “Histo-

ries”.49 Cyrino’s article contains no references to the new tele-series “American 

                                                
45 Ruffing 2013: 201: “Immerhin scheint sie soweit im kulturellen Gedächtnis der 

anglophonen Welt verankert zu sein, daß der den Opfertod der 300 thematisierende 

Comic von Frank Miller und die auf seiner Grundlage erfolgte filmische Umsetzung den 

schlichten Titel ‚300‘ trugen. Auch der deutsche Verleih sah diesen Titel als ausreichend 

an und versah ihn nicht etwa mit Untertiteln, um das Sujet einer näheren Erläuterung 

zuzuführen. Anders gewendet bedeutet dies, daß man offenkundig der Meinung war, 

allein mit der Zahl 300 beim Konsumenten das entsprechende Geschichtsbild aktivieren 

zu können” (with reference to the work by W. Kofler). On the legendary feat performed by 

the Spartans in cinematography, we shall point out selected recent works: Murray 2007; 

Levene 2007; Lillo Redonet 2008; Kofler 2011; Cyrino 2011; Nisbet 2012; Beigel 2013; Ni-

koloutsos 2013; Glass 2014; Blank 2015: 72–84; Teperik 2018. 
46 K. Ruffing is the author of entries mostly for Eastern realities: “Ecbatana (Мedian)” 

(pp. 478–479), “Euphrates river” (p. 547), “Tigris river” (pp. 1471–1472), “Erythraean Sea” 

(pp. 526–527), “Royal Road” (pp. 1246–1247), “Satrapies” (pp. 1271–1272) and others.  
47 See Mayer 2013: 97; cf. Seymour 2015: 25, 29–30 (here indirectly: М. Seymour shows 

that the director D. W. Griffith films the scenes drawing upon the picture “The Babylonian 

Marriage Market” executed by the British painter Edwin Long, who was inspired by the 

story from Herodotus’ “The Histories”; McGeough 2020: 122 (with reference to М. Sey-

mour’s paper). 
48 See also about “historiographic” films in Bridges’ entry for the contemporary recep-

tion of Herodotus’ work (p. 1220). All of them are not screen versions of “The Histories” 

and even of its episodes, but all of them are loosely based on the accounts made by the 

historian of Halicarnassus. 
49 Cf. E. Bridges’ entry, p. 1220. 
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Gods” based on H. Gaiman’s novel (a brief account of which can be found in 

Bridges’ entry on the reception of Herodotus, pp. 1220–1221). 

And there is another film, “Tomyris” directed by A. Satayev in 2019 (Kazakh-

stan), it is based on Herodotus’ story about Tomyris, the ruler of the Massagetae 

(1. 205–214), the invasion of the Persian army of Cyrus the Great into the land of 

Massagetae and the death of the King the Conqueror in the battle which the “Fa-

ther of History” calls “the cruellest of all fought by the barbarians” (Hdt. 1. 214).50 

The list of bibliography to the entry Cinema contains 5 articles (the author of one 

of which is M. Cyrino) and 3 monographs on Antiquity in the cinema; it also has 

J. Solomon’s and G. Nisbet’s works, yet there is no mention of the French funda-

mental catalogue by H. Dumon,51 which is today’s best encyclopedia detailing not 

only all films on ancient history, mythology and culture, but also films encompass-

ing all antiquity in the cinema: Egypt and other barbarians, biblical stories, the his-

tory of early Christianity, etc.  

“The Encyclopedia” contains even the trifling information about certain reali-

ties. Thus, for example, a British classic A. Barker begins the entry on music with 

the following, “Despite the importance of music in ancient cultures, only a handful 

of Herodotus’ allusions run to more than a few words, and many are fairly trivial” 

(p. 940). But then the author writes at length – over two columns of text – about 

music, musical instruments, songs and dance, dramatic chorus and the patronage 

tyrants extended to musicians, the role of music in geographical description in He-

rodotus, etc. – in a word, all those sketchy musical and near-music details that oc-

cur in “The Histories” (pp. 940–941). 

N. Karapanagioti’s “Amazons” (pp. 59–60) not only briefly renders Herodotus’ 

account of the legendary tribe of warring women (their way of life, clothes, rela-

tions with Sauromatians, clashes with the Hellenes, etc.), but also the evidence 

found in other ancient writers’ works. The list of additional literature contains 

three English-language books published in the USA in the 1980s,52 yet there is no 

reference to the relatively recent German collection “The Amazons between the 

Greeks and the Scythians”.53 

                                                
50 An analysis of this film in the antiquity aspect was presented in the report of Profes-

sor E. V. Rung at a conference dedicated to the reception of ancient culture, see Sinitsyn, 

Svetlov 2021: 283–284; Sinitsyn, Svetlov 2022: 499.  
51 Dumont 2009. 
52 The short monograph by P. duBois “The Centaurs and the Amazons” of 1999 was pub-

lished 40 years ago (duBois 1982). 
53 Schubert, Weiß 2013 (here, the most prominent article is the one by Ch. Schubert, 

with new literature: Schubert 2013); also Hinge 2005.  
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Herodotus’ opus (both his literary work and his experience as an explorer) is 

really grandiose encompassing various spheres of not only Hellenic but also the 

neighbouring barbarian cultures. And the publishers of “The Encyclopedia” tried 

to echo this magnitude. Many entries deal with terms: “Archē” (pp. 114–116), “Aretē” 

(рp. 124–125), “Erga” (рp. 521–524), “Hubris” (рp. 711–712), “Isonomia” (рp. 755–756), 

“Nomos” (рp. 985–989), “Proxenos” (р. 1188), “Thōmata” (pр. 1452–1458), etc., in-

cluding those related to non-Greek culture: “Proskynesis” (pр. 1183–1184), “Tiara” 

(pр. 1469–1470) and others. “The Encyclopedia” contains entries on the subjects 

that are topical today: “Metanarrative, Ethnicity” (pp. 532–535), “Cinema”, etc.; the 

provocative, erotic subject was not overlooked either (in the last three decades it 

was greatly “emphasized” in the Western classical studies): “Sex” (pp. 594–595), 

“Gender” (pp. 1317–1318), “Pederasty” (pp. 859–860), and also “Marriage” (pp. 1065–

1066), “Concubine” (pp. 344–345), “Prostitution” (pp. 1185–1186) and others.  

Even the jacket of the book has a veneer of sexuality (in the Baroque style): it 

features “Kandaules’ wife Discovering the Hiding Gydes” by Eglon Hendrik van der 

Neer, it illustrates one of the most well-known stories in Herodotus’ “Histories”, 

which, in fact, is the starting point (Hdt. 1. 10). As to illustrations; the three volumes 

contain over 60 plates, including pictures, layouts, tables and maps,54 scenes on 

ancient vases, photographs of scholars, also pictures of coins, ethnic monuments, 

manuscripts, etc. All of them are of high quality. Of great use is the chart of places 

mentioned in Herodotus’ “Histories” (Fig. 20, p. 601). However, Fig. 14 “View of the 

Temple and Sanctuary of Apollo at Delphi” (p. 429) shows a picturesque panorama 

near today’s Delphi at the bottom of Mount Parnassus, but the ancient monument 

is so small that it is practically invisible. The same can be said about Fig. 34 

(p. 1097), the aerial photograph showing the ruins of Persepolis (Iran) at great dis-

tance. The same goes for the artist’s reconstruction of the Athenian acropolis in the 

late fifth century BCE (Fig. 8, p. 186) and the picture of the model of the surround-

ings of the Temple of Apollo at Delphi (Fig. 15, p. 431). 

“The Herodotus Encyclopedia” ends with a colossal index compiled for all the 

three volumes (pp. 1570–1653). Its electronic version is a very positive factor, which 

is very important at the age of digitization. All the three volumes are united in one 

file, and there is a system allowing for a quick search.  

Now we should like to dwell on certain drawbacks of the edition.  

We expected to find entries on “Hellanicus of Lesbos” and “Xanthus of Lydia”, 

but there are none. Objections may be raised because Herodotus does not mention 

                                                
54 Apart from various maps included in the body of the text, each volume starts with 

three maps (Vol. 1: pp. LI–LII; vol. 2 and vol. 3: pp. XXXI–XXXII). 
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these historians. Indeed, but he does not mention Thucydides either. But “The En-

cyclopedia” contains entries for Thucydides (Мaria Fragoulaki, pp. 1462–1466), 

Xenophon (Vivienne Gray, pp. 1556–1558), Ephorus, Theopompus (the author of 

both articles is Giovanni Parmeggiani, pp. 511–513 and 1437–1438) and even a short 

entry by an Israeli scholar Eran Almagor on the Hebraic historian Flavius Josephus 

(pp. 767–768).55 And this, in our opinion, is the right approach since it allows us to 

incorporate Herodotus’ work in the context of the evolution of Ancient Greek his-

toriography. And the inclusion of information about Hellanicus and Xanthus 

would contribute to a better understanding of the context.  

Hellanicus, a senior contemporary of Herodotus (who had outlived him), knew 

him personally; together they had made a journey to Macedonia.56 Their works 

bear traces of mutual influence and a certain dialogue.57 Later works of Hellanicus, 

demonstrating a sharp rise in the interest in chronology, constitute a transition 

from Herodotus to Thucydides in the development of historical thought. As to Xan-

thus, he is frequently compared with Herodotus (both very Hellenised representa-

tives of Minor Asian ethnos) and they had much in common in many respects.58 

Judging from the names of his father and uncle, Herodotus was a Hellenised Car-

ian. The historian’s uncle, Panyassis, was honoured with an entry (I. Оliver, 

pp. 1046–1047), while his father, Lyxex, somehow was not.  

In his work, Herodotus never referred to dramatists, either.59 But “The Encyclo-

pedia” has entries for the comedy dramatist, Aristophanes (I. Оliver, pp. 145–146), 

tragedians Aeschylus and Phrynichus (the author of both entries is E. Bridges, 

pp. 31–32 and 1128), Sophocles (М. Lloyd, pp. 1352–1353). This stands to reason since 

Ch. Baron compiled not a dictionary of realities occurring in the work of the “Fa-

ther of History”, but a fundamental Encyclopedia on Herodotus. Yet it is strange 

                                                
55 Also Aristotle (Susan D. Collins, p. 146–147), Dionysius of Halicarnassus (P. Payen, 

pp. 450–451), Plutarch, Lucian of Samosata, Strabo (the author of the three entries is E. Al-

magor, pp. 819–821, 1145–1148, 1376–1377) and other Ancient Greek writers who are, so to 

speak, beyond Herodotus’ “The Histories”. 
56 On Antiquity and the dating of this journey see Vasilev 2016. 
57 Surikov 2021: 855–858; Surikov 2022. 
58 For example, Mehl 2004. 
59 Apart from a single occasion when the historian mentions the poet Aeschylus, who 

presented Artemis as a daughter of Demeter in one of his dramas (extinct): Hdt. 2. 156. 6; 

see the entry for “Aeschylus” written by E. Bridges (pp. 31–32). But references to Aeschylus 

(largely to his tragedy “Persians” staged in Athens in 472 BC) occur in many entries of “The 

Encyclopedia: Barbarians” (H. J. Кim, pp. 216–218), “Marathon” (B. Steinbock, pp. 850–854), 

“Orientalism” (М. C. Miller, pp. 1021–1022), “Salamis, island and battle” (D. Yates, pp. 1254–

1258), “Tragedy” (S. Murnaghan, pp. 1483–1484) and others. 
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that not only should an article on Euripides be missing, but even his name never 

occurs in the Index though references to Euripides can be found in the three vol-

umes dozens of times (in all, over half a hundred). Well, we shall put it down as 

negligence on the part of the publishers. 

We cannot help but note, either, that such an important edition should contain 

factual errors. Thus, the article on Scylax from Caryanda (pp. 1300–1301), who was 

mentioned in Herodotus (4. 44), says that his expedition sailed down the river In-

dus to the sea, and then, along the same Indus, returned to the port of origin. But 

Herodotus expressly says that from the estuary of the Indus they navigated the sea 

westward (διὰ θαλάσσης δὲ πρὸς ἑσπέρην) and arrived in Egypt. We fail to find an 

explanation of this curious “blunder” made by G. Shipley, who quite recently pub-

lished a Pseudo‐Skylax’s Periplous60 and so should have been well-aware of every-

thing related to Scylax. 

In the entry “Fate”, A. Ellis reproduces the episode of the death of Atys, son of 

the Lydian king Croesus, who was killed by Adrastus (Hdt. 1. 34–44) and continues: 

“The best parallel for this sort of fate, which makes a mockery of human intentions 

and desires, is the story of Oedipus written by Herodotus’ contemporary Sopho-

cles” (p. 571). But if we speak not about the myth of Oedipus in Sophocles’ “Oedipus 

Tyrannys”, it is not a tragedy of fate; this tragedy does not make fun of human in-

tentions, but speaks about a hero who pledged his word to find and punish the 

murderer of his predecessor on the Theban throne no matter who this evildoer 

may have been, he conducted an investigation and on the same very day executed 

him. The theme “there is no escaping fate” in “Oedipus Tyrannus” is there, but the 

tragedy is not about it, contrary to Herodotus’ story about Croesus’ prophetic 

dream and the poor lot of Adrastus.  

M. Lloyd’s article on Sophocles speaks about friendly ties between the tragedian 

and the “Father of History”. The coincidences listed by the author on p. 1352 may 

be supplemented with numerous parallels in the passages of Sophocles’ dramas 

and Herodotus’ “The Histories”.61 Similar points and motives are plentiful; all this 

is essential though gives little. True, here the authors’ opinions diverge: some re-

gard the coincidences as substantial enough to make assertions about their being 

acquainted, close and even friendly (Sophocles’ “borrowing” from the historian is 

deemed as tokens of respect and dutiful affection),62 while the second reviewer is 

                                                
60 Shipley 2011. 
61 Murnaghan’s entry for “Tragedy” is unambiguous: Sophocles was Herodotus’ personal 

friend. Here the American colleague argues (contrary to M. Lloyd — without any reserva-

tions): “several plays by Sophocles … include direct borrowings from the ‘Histories’” 

(р. 1483). 
62 See, for example, Surikov 2011: 336–361. 
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very sceptical of this.63 Lloyd’s article contains an inaccurate reference to Anonym. 

Vita Sophocl., which speaks about young Sophocles playing the lyre after the Athe-

nian victory at Salamis: instead of § 3 it gives § 4 (p. 1352). Speaking about Sopho-

cles’ dramas in relation to Herodotus’ topics, Lloyd refers to 7 extant plays, but he 

disregards the satirical drama “Trackers” (Ichneutae); though in the vein of these 

parallels between the works of the Athenian tragedian and the “Father of History”, 

it is “Trackers” that contains the passage that allegedly testifies to Sophocles’ bor-

rowing the information about the Egyptian realities occurring in the work of He-

rodotus: the cat and the ichneumon (Sophocl. fr. 314. Ichn. 303, 305 TGF, Radt ~ 

Hdt. 2. 67. 1).64 

Now down to animals. “The Encyclopedia” has entries for “Ants”, “Dogs”, “Cam-

els”, “Horses”, “Lion”, “Birds”, “Fish”, “Crocodiles” and other species of fauna. Vari-

ous entries in “The Encyclopedia” mention Egyptian ibises, cats, snakes, etc. But 

the ichneumon, an Egyptian creature, a genuine curiosity for the Ancient Greek 

audience, is nowhere to be found. The hippopotamus occurs twice (pp. 1048, 1538), 

yet even these beasts were alien for the Hellenic audience for whom Herodotus 

wrote. The same goes for elephants, which are mentioned twice in the articles 

about Ethiopia, where elephants are found in large numbers (pp. 333, 530), and the 

very name of the town Elephantine (p. 496). Of other eastern beasties, crocodiles 

may have been the “luckiest”: they are treated in A. McDonald’s large entry (pp. 

363–364). Jessica Baron, the wife of the editor of this “Encyclopedia”, compiled two 

entries for animals: “Мules” (p. 936) and “Pigs” (pp. 1133–1134), and Christopher and 

Jessica Baron contributed аn article “Fish” (pp. 579–580). 

Without doubt, it is impossible to amass and describe everything even in such 

a monumental work as this present “Encyclopedia” is. Yet it is a pity that it missed 

separate articles on certain personalities and subjects. There are B. M. Lavelle’s ar-

ticles on the Athenian clans of Alcmaeonidae (pp. 48–49) and Peisistratidae 

(pp. 1067–1068), also his works on Alcmaeon and Peisistratus (pp. 1068–1069), 

which, of course, stands to reason since Herodotus singles them out, but no sepa-

rate articles on other Athenian clans: Kerykes, Eumolpidae65 and even Philaidae,66 

                                                
63 See Sinitsyn 2006; Sinitsyn 2008а; Sinitsyn 2008b; Sinitsyn 2011; Sinitsyn 2012. 
64 Sinitsyn 2006 (with literature). 
65 The Encyclopedia just merely mentions these Athenian clans. 
66 On Herodotus and Philaidae: Surikov 2011; Surikov 2017. On p. 1115 the title “Philaidae” 

is cross-referenced to “Miltiades”, but references to “Philaidae” are found in many other 

entries speaking about members of this family.  
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though the historian of Halicarnassus may have been in close contact with the rep-

resentatives of the latter.67 Relevant and important, in our view, would be entries 

related to early Greek historians and the ancient historiography: logopoioi, logog-

raphers, syngraphers. Yet, they are missing, though the words logographer(s), 

logographoi and logopoios(-oi) frequently occur, and the verb syngraphein is found 

in the entry for Thucydides. It is customary in modern classical studies to call early 

Ionic historians-storytellers “logographers”, which does not correspond to their an-

cient designation, but the present “Encyclopedia” maintains this approach, and 

Hecataeus of Miletus68 is deemed the main “logographer” among Ionian writers. 

But Herodotus never uses the word λογογράφος, though he frequently refers to 

Hecataeus as λογοποιός (2. 143. 1; 5. 36. 2, 125),69 cf. the article devoted to Hecataeus 

(p. 648) by Emily Varto, and К. Dollе’s entry “Logos”: “Herodotus would refrain from 

calling himself a logopoios (writer of prose); rather, it is Aesop and his own prede-

cessor Hecataeus whom he designates with this slightly pejorative word (2. 134. 3; 

5. 36. 170)” (p. 815). In the article on Ctesias, E. Almagor, with reference to the frag-

ment of the work by the historian of Cnidus, points out that he branded his prede-

cessor from Halicarnassus as logopoios (p. 374).  

As to the terminology, such a curiosity as cheiromaktron (χειρόμακτρον) is men-

tioned only once in D. Branscome’s “Hades” (р. 634), meaning “kerchief”. Yet this 

Greek word occurring in Herodotus’ “Scythian logos” (Hdt. 4. 64, bis)71 with a mean-

ing of “scalp” never features in these entries. But the Scythian scalping practice is 

mentioned in other entries of “The Encyclopedia” (see pp. 79, 875, 941, 1306, 1391, 

1552, 1523).  

There are a number of purely technical remarks. Each volume begins with brief 

particulars of all contributors to “The Encyclopedia” (vol. 1: pp. XIII–XXXV; vol. 2 

and vol. 3: pp. VIII–XXX). But the editors also provide full names of the authors and 

places of their work at the beginning of each separate entry, thus, for most of over 

two hundred authors, this information is repeated dozens and even hundreds of 

                                                
67 “The Encyclopedia” contains references to the article on Herodotus and Philaidae, 

published by one of the authors of this review in the German collection: Surikov 2013.  
68 See entries contributed by D. Branscome for Aristagoras: “the Milesian logographer 

Hecataeus” (p. 136); also in D. Lateiner (p. 563) and in other entries. 
69 On historiographers and syngraphers in Herodotus, see Sinitsyn 2021a; Sinitsyn 

2021b. 
70 Here the reference is inaccurate, it must be: Hdt. 5. 36. 2 (cf. the above). On Aesop as 

logopoios: Hdt. 2. 134. 3; Cf. Jeremy B. Lefkowitz’ entries for “Aesop” and “Fable” (pp. 32, 

566), in entries by Ch. C. Chiasson for “Sappho” (p. 1265) and G. Моnti on “Reception of 

Herodotus” (p. 1276). 
71 Sinitsyn 2008b; Sinitsyn 2011; Sinitsyn 2012. 
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times. For example, Ch. Byron, the editor of the three-volume book, is the author 

of almost 1000 (!) entries in this edition.  

Most Ancient Greek words and phrases are transcribed into Latin characters. 

The editors may have had their reasons in doing so (for example, to accommodate 

a broader audience?), though this reason seems dubious. Moreover, not all Greek 

words are transcribed uniformly and sometimes in either way. For example, the 

phrase in Greek inscription of the 2nd century BC on p. 1181 is Latinised: ton pezon 

en historiaisin Homēron; and in another article on p. 1208 the same phrase is cited 

in the original: Ἡρόδοτον τὸν πεζὸν ἐν ἱστορίαισιν Ὅμηρον. In C. Dewald’s article with 

a reference to Plut. Mor. 874b, the Ancient Greek word χάρις is in Latin characters 

(p. 641), and in another article the same fragment of Plutarch’s “Moralia” is cited in 

the original (p. 1208). Why this disparity? A. Ellis’s “Disaster” (pp. 455–456) contains 

only the Greek term in the singular and the plural: συμφορή, συμφοραί; In “Jealousy” 

(pp. 765–766) A. Ellis frequently uses Ancient Greek words together with their 

Latin transcription: for example, “Herodotus does not use the word ζῆλος (zēlos), 

only φθόνος (phthonos)”. In one of the articles by the editor, Ch. Baron, the word is 

spelled at first in Latin and then in Greek: dikē (δίκη) (p. 449). A. Lanski’s article on 

messengers/heralds (pp. 899–900) the order is reversed: a word/phrase is trans-

lated into English, followed by the Greek originals and Latin transcriptions: “mes-

sengers” ἄγγελος (angelos), “herald” (κῆρυξ, kēryx), “oracle-consultant” (θεοπρόπος, 

theopropos), “message-bearer” (ἀγγελιηφόρος, angeliēforos), such examples are ga-

lore. What purpose do these reiterations serve and for whom are the “elucida-

tions”? The editor, Baron, provides spelling notes (pp. XI–XII), where he spells the 

rules to transcribe Ancient Greek diphthongs and long vowels into Latin charac-

ters. Yet, in many places inaccuracies occur. For example, p. 892 features initial 

forms of Greek words: mnēmoneuo, diamnēmoneuo, anamimnēisko, hypomnēso, all 

of which end in a short vowel-о while the letter omega at the end of a word is al-

ways a long vowel -ō: ἀναμιμνῄσκω, διαμνημονεύω, μνημονεύω, ὑπομνήσω. Ch. Baron 

violates the spelling rules he himself adopted in the title of the article “Dike”. There 

are angelos, angeloi, but also syggraphein; a lot of charis, acharis, chronos, 

chrēsmologoi, parachrēma, tychē, syntychiē, eutychiē, eutycheō, lochagos, lochagos, 

etc., and many times kharis, khorēgos, khōra, hyparkhos, psykhē, aiskhynē, 

epikhōrios, aiskhros, mounarkhos, eunoukhos, iakkhos, etc. In the entry Tychē, along 

with tychē there are two variants theiēi, tuchēi (p. 1507). Dozens of times references 

to the entry on hybris are spelled either as HUBRIS or HYBRIS (though the Index 

contains 13 occasions of hubris). The examples of such a “variety” are plentiful).  

М. de Bakker’s Audience renders Phrynichus’ tragedy as “Fall of Miletus” (p. 201; 

сf. p. 1602); D. Branscome (Competition) gives another English version of the same 

play: “The Capture of Miletus” (p. 343; сf. pp. 627, 1128, 1586); the third variant of the 
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same tragedy is found in E. Bridges’ article on Phrynichus: “Sack of Miletus” 

(pp. 1128, 1541; cf. pp. 1582 and 1619). All these three translations of the name 

Phrynuchus’ δρᾶμα Μιλήτου ἅλωσις are possible and they can be found in the Eng-

lish-language literature,72 but, we believe that in the framework of one edition the 

names and titles should be unified: one play and several translations – as the saying 

goes: suit yourself. The editor should have come to an agreement with the authors 

about one version to avoid unnecessary “inconsistences”.  

And finally, some minor remarks. The information about the authors of the 

three-volume “Encyclopedia” cites E. Bridges’ edition of 2014 (vol. 1 – p. XV, vol. 2 

and vol. 3 – p. Х), but in the articles and the bibliographies (pp. 32, 1220, 1221, 1558, 

1561) references to this work are different: Bridges 2015;73 the American collection 

“Clio and Thalia” is referred to either as published in 2016 (vol. 2 and vol. 3, p. VIII), 

or in 2017 (vol. 1, p. XXV, vol. 2 and vol. 3, p. XX, 714).74 On p. 579 there is an inaccu-

rate reference to the second book of “The Histories”, where the author speaks about 

spawning fish in the Nile (Hdt. 2. 94 is not about fish). The story about a large beau-

tiful fish that a fisherman presents to Polycratus of Samoa is told in 3. 42. 1 and 3, 

and not in a whole section 3. 40–43, as the article indicates (p. 580). On p. 1321 one 

English word is misprinted, and another misprint occurs in a Greek word rendered 

in Latin: “Heredotus (7. 97)… hippagogē”, it should be: “Herоdotus (7. 97)… hip-

pagōga” (hic: ἱππαγωγὰ πλοῖα). The date of the film 300 by Z. Snyder is given differ-

ently in different places: 2007 (pp. 319 and 1220), and the caption to Fig. 11 (p. 320) 

М. S. Cyrino’s article: 2006. Examples of various inconsistences and differences are 

in great abundance. All of them are surely the minor blunders that the editors 

should correct. Well, there is a proverb that says that “there are spots on the sun”.  

A great and important work had been done to commemorate the “Father of His-

tory”. In spite of minor flaws, the magnitude of design and its execution cannot 

help but impress. We shall end our review and discussion with a “slogan” echoing 

the dedication which Ch. Baron places in his “Encyclopedia”: Herodotus is as large 

as life, and quite as natural!  

 
ABBREVIATIONS 

FgrHist – Jacoby F. Die Fragmente der griechischen Historiker. Bde. I–XV. Berlin, 1923–1958. 

                                                
72 By the way, there are doubts about the authentic name of Phrynichus’ tragedy men-

tioned in Herodotus’ “Histories” (Hdt. 6. 21. 2); see, for example: Zabudskaya 2015. 
73 Bridges 2015. The author of the monograph on Xerxes, E. Bridges prepared the fol-

lowing entries “Aeschylus” (pp. 31–32), “Black Athena” (pp. 229–231), “Jason” (pp. 764–765), 

“Medea” (p. 870), “Penelope” (p. 1079) and others (in all 9 articles). 
74 Baragwanath, Foster (eds.) 2017.  
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TGF, Radt – Tragicorum Graecorum fragmenta. S. Radt (ed.). Vol. IV: Sophocles. Göttingen, 

1977 (= 1999).  
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