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Introduction 
The book, the Reign of Napoleon Bonaparte is one of the books of Robert Asprey. It is a summary of the life of Napoleon Bonaparte, basically as a man and finally centers on his life as the king and the emperor of France. In this book however, Asprey tries so much to dwell on the military life of Bonaparte and thus avoids more issues on his child life. The author of this book tries so much to expound on the abilities and the achievements of this ruler. As a statesman, a husband, a lover and as a king, the author tries to bring the personality and character of Napoleon to be very successful and worth imitated. 
In this book, the author gives us how Bonaparte rose to power and his dramatic dealings with chaos. In his view on the emperors tactic on the expansion of the kingdom, he says that the there were so many marriages in the dynasties, he excelled in many military struggles and tried the best he cold in diplomatic negotiations to convince his citizens and the people beyond. He also tries to bring the fall of Bonaparte especially when the people, peasants marched against him in Paris and the case of enduring defeat especially at waterloo and when he finally his exile at St. Helena where he died in 1821. All these, the author concludes simply shows that Napoleon was not a saint but a human being and a sinner just like any other person a state that contradicts Napoleon’s views on his own status. 
Napoleon had different vision of which he was his entire empire and even his world at large. He had the aspirations to lead a united Europe but this needed much killings since his aspirations were not in line with the socio-political mosaic of his time. 
The Reign of Napoleon Bonaparte 
In this book, basically what have impressed me are the intellectuality and the passion that the writer tires to expose in the leadership of Bonaparte. Asprey in his view of Bonaparte’s life in the military is very sober. He says that the impact of Napoleon on the French army and the entire empire basically rely on his personality. This is due to the approach that Napoleon put into place i. e. he gave a psycho- biographic approach to the European, Corsican and the French society. 
This proves to be true because, in the military failures and victories of Bonaparte, we see reflections and personality playing the central role and more especially when this is blended with what one would regard as the political come military prowess of the moment. It is these perceptions and personalities that Bonaparte had that made him regarded a military genius. The confidence of Napoleon is witnessed as early as when Bonaparte was in the military schools.(Asprey, 23) 
In the period between 1796 and1815 when Napoleon dominated Europe as a military leader, we can witness the rational that were behind his victories and super achievements especially during early 1796 and early 1806. The author says that the way Napoleon handled his armies was tactful and this can be one of the credit to him as a military genius. Despite the fact that he did not introduce many reforms in the army where he was, he basically refined the existing art and thus proving to be more intellect that than other leaders. 
Still on the intellectual ability of Napoleon as an excellent military officer, Asprey says that, Bonaparte could concentrate for very many hours. At the same time, his memory was also enormous and he argues that Napoleon could work for a maximum of three days continuously without rest. In his view, he says that a complete servant should be ready to spend some quantity time to reach a conclusion but the one for Bonaparte was a bit extraordinary. This is true, for Bonaparte to be regarded as one of the sup achievers in the military, we find that he was a bit different with the rest and this is one of the ways in which he was different. He was much dedicated to his work in that when it was necessary he could spend his maximum time which many could not do. He could as well further his concentration for all this time. This is also an indication that he was worth a leader and could not mislead his juniors knowingly. Even when he went to the battle of Dresden we are told that he stayed for two days without sleeping. From this we clearly get that people need such dedication to have outstanding quality as leaders. This is what is needed in any leader. This is dedication of the highest order 
Asprey in handling the importance of Bonaparte’s intellectual ability and leadership says that he had some irresistible will and charm that could propel him to the heights he could reach. We find that this helped him a lot to settle at an early age in his carrier and even propel to the leadership ranks at a very tender age as early as 1796 when he was only twenty seven years old.. We also find that leadership is not only what we think we can do but what we think and believe in. what we can do should be done. This is why I concur with Asprey when he says that the personality of Napoleon had all round influenced his leadership style and the forces he had at large. This is what builds on our spirits and thus one of the cornerstones of either success or failure in life. This is the truth as far as am concerned about leadership and personality. 
Asprey says Napoleons desire and dedication and will was not only evidenced in the leadership and military arena alone but whatever he was convinced that he could achieve, for example he was dedicated that he was to get the lady Josephine and he finally he got her. It is said that because he valued Josephine so much and tried to put her before everything else, she was one of his drawbacks in his performance especially during the campaign for Italy i. e. 1796. (Asprey, 59) 
Far from his will and vehement desire in whatever he set his mind to achieve, Bonaparte never failed to understand the importance of morale especially on modern warfare. He basically believed that morale is a three in one thing. That for every success or victory one must have morale which will help him or her to propel to the heights he or she wants and insisted that it is not the numbers that matters but the moral force that people had or could give towards fellow friends in the war. To me , I find this very encouraging and part of the best thing that forms to build on leadership of Bonaparte. As far as am concerned, leadership is too dynamic and needs deeper understanding as Napoleon did. 
It is argued that Napoleon was successful because of his obedience that was difficult to understand that made him be respected by fellow soldiers and rise to the ranks as I had earlier stated. It is also said that through this he inspired several people both French citizens and aliens alike basically with devotion and also fierce loyalty. 
On contrary to what I find best in the Asprey presentation on Napoleon Bonaparte’s rein, I find that this book is not achieving its goal as it should and this is the worst thing that can take place. For instance if Asprey had the intention of telling about Napoleon Bonaparte then, he could have traced Bonaparte’s life and documented an entire and detailed information about him. I find it very awkward to eliminate the background of someone whom you consider successful at his later age and you don’t tell of his early life stories. By telling the early life stories people will be able to understand even what could have made him form such a strong character on leadership and also personality. What could have made him remain focused and even make him have such kind of dedication and unbound desire to succeed?(Asprey, 99) 
The worst side of Asprey in his presentation comes in that he does not table Bonaparte’s France’s domestic policy. He could also have touched on Bonaparte’s philosophies and thus we could see the entire person being presented to us. When he decides to by pass such important parts of a person’s life how his work can reach the ultimate goal of understanding Bonaparte fully? 
Worse still, Asprey fails in covering the military carrier of Napoleon well. In one of the most interesting stories in Napoleons life i. e. the crossing of river Danube in 1809 during the campaign for Austria has been covered yes but also in a shadowy manner. Does this give the real accounts of the military events in the life of Bonaparte if such important episodes are left out? If Asprey really concentrated on the military life of Napoleon then he could have noticed this. This I find very unsatisfying thus the worst since the initial goal of Asprey is to give detailed information on the life of Bonaparte. He not only gave faint details on the crossing of river Danube but also the covering of the battle of Dresden has a lot of questions than answers to the readers. Collectively, I find this confusing and falling short to achieve the chief purpose to present the full view of Napoleon as a total person. It thus fails to impress in that when the goal is not fully achieved then it means that there is more confusion on the reader’s side. 
Napoleon like anybody else was not some demigod devoid of human weaknesses as would be easily believed by lay scholars neither was he absolutely angelic to be in possession of some pedigree to the extent that such ability was in totality foreign to man kind. It is thence, worth of my clarifying the above assertion with these points as pointes to his fallibility as a human being. Namely that, he his aspiration of conquering Europe was not only a madly ambition but also a misguided one since it would have to entail ail a lot of killings. This from my point of view is the chief weakness of Napoleon Bonaparte. 
I confide on this assertion due to the fact that the would have been aftermath of such an Endeavour would have had far reaching effects in the human society thus solemnizing dissenting forces of interest against him and this would have shortennened his welcome to power at a far much earlier moment. Contravention ally, Mr. Napoleon’s passion and unwavering commitment to all his affairs off engagement rolled back as a weakness to his some what successful military carrier. This is alluded to the fact that, he overly loved his wife Josephine not in the true meaning of a liberating friendship of values and grounds of conscious judgment but rather, on a more spirited bondage kind of . For example he was not able to draw remarkable distinction between his military carrier and his relationship with his wife whence, he ended up disclosing more important information to her despite the fact, there were already much evidences of leaking information’s about his military locations and whereabouts. This all allegation is cemented with the publications in the British tabloids meaning that, in someway his military antics had lost confidentiality that is much needed for a prosperous military engagement. From his letter he states that, he would commit suicide if he found out that, Josephine did not love him. Save from claiming that he would kill himself he his wife did not love him and the then apparent truth that some of his letters were being intercepted by the British, he still trusted his wife with his plans for war. In the same vein he proves to be a love sick lad and acts like a juvenile lover boy. This is because he denotes in his letter to Josephine that, she works him up strangely. 
Therefore Bonaparte’s subjection to emotional distress would be his weakest risk in the furtherance of his carrier because the nature of his calling calls for composure and firmness of purpose hence one should not be enslave with emotive spirits that may easily manifest in his mannerisms as he handles his subject. His high propensity to suffer from composure disorder is a classic weak point thereof. 
Beside the due weaknesses Napoleon had a number of many other weak manifestations too, for example, he was passion sick, love sick and he took it to an irrational level thence not exulting the conscience above emotive instincts and this is very destructive since he was at the brink of suffering form emotional aberrations. He was a frequent victim of emotional distress that would easily lead to traumas hat could easily translate into the collapsing of his carrier. 
Moreover, despite his exuded confidence in how he went along his activities, the intelligent military judgment and discretion on and during critical moments and time like during the French revolution, he wisely took side with revolutionaries and this granted him more of a less disserved victory. He possessed a lot of military skills since right from his background showcased, he was taken into a military training institution at somewhat a tender age giving him an overwhelming advantage that later became manifest when he translated it into practice. 
Along the same wavelength, he equally rose from rank to rank in ascendency of the military echelon a connotation that he had an ability intrinsic and inherent in him beside his peers with whom they had gained military requisite skills. Yet, these should not overshadow his weaknesses since he being human cannot be infallible. For all mankind errs. Still on the weaknesses of napoleon was the underlying indication of the marshaled strike aimed at hoisting him from power by the people and the peasants when they marched against him in Paris. This was a manifestation of dissent out of dissatisfaction from the masses hence making his power illegitimate. Even though he had a descent ability of containing defeat in manners necessary of any leader of his stature he dealt still with chaotic outbursts and rages with his opponents and enemies and this is a weakness characteristic predominant among power exercised without responsibility. 
As I’m a loath to close, it is important too to make not of the looming credence that, in spite of his tact level of diplomacy, the concept of using marriages in the dynasty as a means of expanding the empire is misrepresented and vague in form and content. Since this overhauls the prime purpose of a marital institution that ought to be universally founded on principle. Such as love, companionship e. t. c Napoleon was not only over ambitious but he was also workaholic and these would have impacted negatively in his health and cooperate life and my advised matrix plan would be that, he should Napoleon should have been more delegate in his duties to help him find time of work and to create room for leisure too, he should have separated his life of relationship with Josephine from his carrier to escalate his military performance and last albeit, not least he should have blended his intelligence and personality with humility since he was too snobbish as he overvalued his caprices. With these he would have been able to, blend his history with his innate calling to duty, he would have been well placed to better his best in the formulation and execution of French domestic policy and he would have avoided many flaws in his military carrier. 
Conclusion 
In this work of Robert Asprey, I basically dwelled on two things, his presentation on the leadership and the personality of Bonaparte as my best thing worth acknowledging and his failure to achieve the ultimate goal. In these I was able to get how far he (Asprey) builds on the character of Napoleon and the fact that he credits Napoleon’s achievements on his personality and intelligence. In the shortcomings of his presentation, I also noticed that Asprey, failed to acknowledge some of the fascinating events in the life of Bonaparte life thus failing in the overall achievement of his goal. When he fails to acknowledge that the crossing of river Danube, the Dresden battle, one of the major victories and the very last ones in the life of Napoleon then, I feel that there is shortage which bars the readers from getting to know everything that they should know concerning Bonaparte. He also deliberately avoids the early life of Bonaparte which acts as the cornerstone to character building to every individual. Failing in this simply implies that either this information is misleading of it is too brief to achieve the intended purpose. 
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