Assignment 2 – Critical Analysis of Appian – Hazel Dawn Carter – Due 30/10/2018
To provide a critical analysis of Appian’s account of the third servile war, we have to compare his work to other accounts of the war. Furthermore, it requires one to look into the background of the man and how this may have affected his work and view point on the war itself. As a whole, it appears that whilst Appian has kept true to the general events of the war, his bias and flattery swayed his writing and reliability as a source.
Because Appian was writing the ‘Civil War’[footnoteRef:1] volumes in the mid-second century[footnoteRef:2], his account of events is based upon only what he has been able to read from others. It has been attested to by modern scholars that Appian adheres to propaganda made by emperors/high powers from the period he writes of[footnoteRef:3]. Like all historians, he was concerned with making the Romans seem like the more powerful force[footnoteRef:4]. Furthermore, due to the information that he had available in archives, he was able to compare accounts of the Servile war with historians such as Plutarch[footnoteRef:5] or Cicero[footnoteRef:6]. Moreover, we can see the way in which Appian[footnoteRef:7] has been influenced by Plutarch[footnoteRef:8] in the more storytelling aspect of the account of the third Servile war. Plutarch, at the end of Crassus 8, illustrates the fact that Spartacus had a wife with him that was brought to the gladiatorial school and escaped with him, something which does not feel like it could be possible considering the circumstances he was under[footnoteRef:9]. Similarly, Appian tells an account of how was wounded in the leg and called his army into the mountains[footnoteRef:10]. However, if there was such a detailed account of this, there would have been someone who was able to identify the body of Spartacus which he later claims was missing from the battlefield[footnoteRef:11]. It has been stated by modern historians that both of these writers remain rather unclear on certain details, such as this, possibly even bending the truth[footnoteRef:12]. However, both of their accounts differ quite dramatically from one another; Plutarch completely disregards quite a lot of the battles between Spartacus and other armies because his account is focused on Crassus and his success, yet includes quite a lot of exposition on Spartacus[footnoteRef:13]. Appian also seems to exaggerate numbers or omit them altogether in favour of making the slave army seem more formidable, and thus more of a challenge. Whereas Sallust[footnoteRef:14] (who was alive at the time of the Servile war[footnoteRef:15]) and Florus[footnoteRef:16] (who wrote his account of the Servile war in, roughly, 76AD) both had similar values written within their works, likely because Florus[footnoteRef:17] used Sallust’s work[footnoteRef:18] as a source for his own piece. Whilst all of these works have similarities in the general path which they are portraying, their inconsistencies between events and numbers leads Appian especially to be an unreliable source. He not only glosses over some details, dramatizing others in favour of telling a story, but he also exaggerates or excludes numbers in order to make Crassus appear far more powerful. Granted, all of the historians mentioned did this but just not to the same extent that Appian does which makes Spartacus also appear more powerful than he should have been portrayed[footnoteRef:19].  [1:  Appian. Civil War. 1. Chap XIV.]  [2:  Magnino, D. 2006. B, Work.]  [3:  Lendering, J. 2003. ]  [4:  Welch, K. 2015. 11.]  [5:  Plutarch. Crassus. 8-12.]  [6:  Cicero. Phil. 3.8]  [7:  Appian. Civil War. 1. Chap XIV.]  [8:  Plutarch. Crassus. 8-12]  [9:  Plutarch. Crassus. 8.]  [10:  Appian. Civil War. 120.]  [11:  Appian. Civil War. 120.]  [12:  Ridley R.T. 2000. Pg 460.]  [13:  Plutarch. Crassus. 11.]  [14:  Sallust. Historias. Book 3]  [15:  Levene, D.S. 2010. Pg 200]  [16:  Florus. Epitome. 2.7.]  [17:  Sallust. Historias. Book 3.]  [18:  Florus. Epitome. 2.7.]  [19:  Appian. Civil War. 1. Chap XIV.] 

To conclude, whilst Appian has his strengths in including certain details, he also had a tendency to leave out or bend certain pieces of information which are integral to the account which he is trying to retell in his text[footnoteRef:20]. However, his exaggeration of values or his overdramatised account of the third servile war do serve to pain Crassus in a heroic light, both with his victory over Spartacus’ army and with his diplomacy with Pompey, he could have stuck to facts better so that his account of the war was not so unreliable to use as a source for others to reference. Due to his exaggeration of the truth, it is not safe to use his work without first cross referencing with another historian such as Cicero or Sallust who existed during the period of the war.  [20:  Appian. Civil War. 1. Chap XIV.] 
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