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I would struggle to think of any weaknesses, even minor ones, in the programme. There 
are, however, a very large number of strengths. The various modules on offer all appear 
to be interesting and intellectually stimulating. The students who take them may well be 
clever and gifted to begin with, but the modules are nevertheless challenging and clearly 
provide considerable value to those who take them. The level of attainment across the 
three years of the programme is extremely impressive, as is the progression from year to 
year. By the time the students reach their final year many of them are capable of 
reaching outstanding levels of achievement. The dissertations are particularly 
impressive. Those at the very top are outstanding. I commend the department for the 
work they put in and the results they get out of the student body. 
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This is an extremely impressive programme, which covers the history of many different 
places and issues. The courses that I examined focus on political and economic history, 
and give students a real opportunity to master their chosen fields of study. 
 
Judging by the standards achieved by students, methods of teaching are exemplary. In 
particular, students benefit from being able to take courses that span multiple academic 
terms, and thus to develop a real depth of understanding and breadth of knowledge. The 
opportunity to submit un-assessed, formative coursework really benefits the students, 
who are able to take risks and work in a creative fashion, without fear that a wrong step 
will lower their final marks. This shows in their assessed essays and exams, where they 
carry their creativity over into their summative work, and display the originality that 
marks out the really excellent scripts. 
 
The department’s rigorous internal marking procedures have ensured that student work 
is assessed in a fair and consistent manner. There is a great deal of transparency when it 
comes to presenting work and justification for marking decisions to the external 
examiners. The assessment process is scrupulous and extremely well-run.  
 
The standard of student performance is extremely impressive. Most students are 
performing to a consistently high standard, and among the best students the level of 
attainment is very high indeed. I saw some excellent work, and students are able to 
assess historiography in a critical fashion and deploy a great deal of detailed evidence in 
a structured way, in order to support their own arguments. Dissertation work often 
shows a real ability to deploy the historian’s scholarly tools in working with primary 
sources. 
 



 


