Scholarly Reply
This piece of coursework is a 3,000 word reply to a scholarly article worth 60% of the overall module mark. For this you will need to choose one article from the list below and write a reply to it. To do this, you will need to consider the scholar’s position, argument, use of evidence, position in debates and use of modern scholarship. You should try either to counter or to support both the scholar’s overall position and specific aspects or elements of her/his argument. Remember that while you may agree with the overall position, you may disagree with some of the specific arguments made; if this is the case, you should make this clear in your response, and also explain why you disagree. You should always be careful to base your arguments on the ancient sources and evidence, where applicable, as well as consult and engage with other modern scholarly views and arguments on the subject.
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Press, 2002. 
Link:
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