Ancient History – In-Class Roman Revision
Interpretation Question – Example Answer
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***EXAMPLE ANSWER***
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Summarise in your own words…

What this answer has done well:
1.   

2.  
 
3.  

What this answer needs to improve:
1.   

2.  
 
3.  
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Read the interpretation below.

The transformation of taste to accommodate imperial rule is nowhere more obvious than
in the wholesale adoption by people in Rome of the religious reforms of the principate....
Presumably the provision of food by the princeps at these ceremonies helped to stimulate
enthusiasm, but the thousands of extant private dedications... reveal the extent to which
the religious atmosphere of the principate was adopted by the urban populace — precisely
because they felt that the new, peaceful society into which the emperors invited them
really was theirs to enjoy.

...for ordinary people public entertainment came in the form of shows, of which the

most popular in the theatre were mimes, a form of comedy.... For special occasions,
nothing surpassed chariot racing and the amphitheatre. In Rome, imperial generosity
enshrined these different forms of entertainment in public buildings of increasing size and
magnificence....

These were the changes in the imperial city which made the place pleasanter to live in
for the mass of its inhabitants. There was more water, brought by efficiently administered
aqueducts. Public baths abounded and could be used by all. There were public gardens
for the people to stroll in. The vigiles kept at least a token guard against fire and violence.
...For those with a modicum of wealth, it had become a civilised place in which to live.

M. Goodman, The Roman World 44 BC-AD 180 (adapted)
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How convincing do you find Goodman'’s interpretation that, for the inhabitants of Imperial Rome,

‘it had become a civilised place in which to live'?

‘You must use your knowledge of the historical period and the ancient sources you have studied

to analyse and evaluate Goodman’s interpretation.
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Commentary

‘The response deals with some elemens of the interpretation providing a balance of for and against the.
view in the interpretation. The focus of the analysis s to distinguish between emperors (good and bad)
t0 determine if Rome was a civilsed piace 1o ive.

Augustus and Nero are contrasted on the religious issue, citing the temples buit by one and those.
robbed by another._t does not take a hoistic view of the period but focuses on specific moments in
two very different events. Itis not developed how restoring 82 temples makes Rome more civiised by
the use of further evidence. The same s true of the reference to Nero in terms of the context and
source for tis.

On the issue of a ‘pleasanter place’, the response quotes the reference to the ‘vigiles' but does not
refer to them, rather to Nero's re-building, and prevention of fires — righty using Tacitus and developing
2 pointin favour of the inferprefation.

It deals with food" and ‘water’ by reference to Claudius' effots with aqueducts and a shortage of grain
(although Ciaudius’ success here is not noted, rather the fact that it was an on-going problem). Here:
the issue might have been developed with a more thorough analysis of how the food issue was dealt
with through the period.

‘There are elements of the interpretation which are not discussed or challenged in any depth — ‘new,
‘peaceful society’, ‘pleasanter place to ive". However, sufficient use is made of the extract for a
‘convincing evaluation of the selected elements; there is good support and some detailed knowledge,
‘showing a developed understanding in places. Each of the issue raised lacked a thoroughness and
‘sustained focus on the issue.
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