HI113 End of Module Feedback 2025-6 


Quantitative assessments		(average scores from all seminar groups)
				        
(s. disagree: 1 to s. agree: 5)	           A/v
Delivery					4.2		 
Feedback				4.4		 
Organization				4.4	 
Support				4.5		 
Challenge				4.5		 
Inclusivity				4.6
Overall					4.2

Qualitative Feedback

A handful of recurrent themes appeared in the feedback this year. Many of you enjoyed and appreciated the work with primary sources and felt that it helped you to develop useful analytical skills. The seminars in general were praised as being helpful and supportive, and in classes where small group discussion was a regular feature this seems to have been popular. The range of topics, and of types of assessment, was also commented on favourably.

There were relatively few suggestions for improvement, or comments on things that did not go so well. A handful or people felt the content could at times be repetitive, and there were some suggestions for themes to which more attention might have been paid, such as environmental change, and the societies of Eastern Europe.

Module Convenor’s Response

As most of you will, I think, be aware, there was a problem this year with the online feedback form, which led to many of the responses being irretrievable lost. On behalf of the Department, I apologise profusely for this. We will be taking steps to ensure this does not happen again next year.  Nonetheless, enough of the forms survived (about 50 in total, across all seminar groups) for us to hope that we have a broadly representative sample.

From both quantitative and qualitative feedback, it seems that the great majority of you were satisfied with the module, and usually agreed, or strongly agreed, that it was challenging, well organised and delivered, and that guidance and feedback were good. I am particularly pleased that the ‘top score’ in the module feedback was for inclusivity, which suggests that the team of module tutors have been doing an excellent job in helping to make seminars a safe and supportive environment for learning, where everyone’s opinion is valued.

There will be a new convenor for the module next year, and plans are underway for various revisions and changes, particularly to seminar content and format. Your feedback will be very helpful for this process over the summer, and some points raised in the exercise (for example, greater prominence to environmental history), will certainly be acted on.


Peter Marshall										July 2026
