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Exercise 2

The making of the Roman army from Republic to Empire
Lawrence Keppie


Reading Christopher Shelines review from the American public university system, he comments on both strengths and weaknesses Shelines states that Keppie provided a thorough bibliography of both consulted or formally cited sources as well as detailed appendices. Shelines also writes that “as a result of the limited notes, the archaeological evidence became far more pronounced, as did its critical scientific and academic importance.” Christopher Shelines also clearly states that “Archaeological discoveries provided irrefutable evidence for Keppie’s arguments.”
[bookmark: _GoBack]Robin Seager published a review in History Today and he writes how the book is highly controversial and should not have been presented to the unwary as certainties, for example, in his review he writes “ He subscribes to the views that Augustus' foreign policy was essentially defensive in conception (with which I largely agree) and that the clades Variana ended his dream of Roman dominion to the Elbe (from which I dissent). But right or wrong these matters are highly controversial” From reading these reviews and from what I’ve read, I can see that the book has much strength in its detailed appendices thorough bibliography and details the growth and developmental of the roman army, however the biggest, and main weakness is the actual solid evidence and that many parts of this book can be argued or debated and certain areas which are highly controversial.

