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Although I find my primary source to be very factual, it clearly has a few major weaknesses.  The first one is the time frame.  The Army were deployed between 1969 and 2007.  To do a full evaluation I need information throughout all the years involved.  This book only covers the 1980s and 90s.  It’s only giving me a limited number of years for a persuasive argument either way.
The second weakness I found is it’s a one-person account.  This is only the authors version of events.  A very one-sided argument.  To form a persuasive argument, I need both sides of the story.  Why did the IRA do what they did to need the involvement of the British Army? Why did they continue? What's their thinking behind the attacks?
Another weakness I have is it states the book had to go to the Ministry of Defence for approval before publication.  Effectively, if the Ministry of Defence do not want us to know everything, we won’t!  Some things the public will never know and there are possibly facts that have been removed from the original publication due to them being too sensitive to be released.  This is also due to the department Rob Lewis was involved in.  It’s the specialist task force, involved in recruiting from the IRA to provide intelligence information to the Army, it is not about the everyday British Army who patrolled the streets and dealt with the threats first-hand.
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