Report on the workshop held on 24/25 March at Warwick: Britain and British America 1700-1750
The second of our three Mellon-funded workshops, this proved to be even more successful than the first. We had 30 participants, drawn mostly from Warwick and the UK’s pg and postdoc community, though with a few from the US too and one MA prospective PhD student. The standard of conversation was very high throughout a long and intense day of discussion; and a number of the participants and seminar leaders commented on how productive a day it had been. Details of the day’s organisation are at http://www2.warwick.ac.uk/fac/arts/ren/warwicknewberry/mellon-newberry/renaissanceandearlymoderncommunities/britishandamericanhistories/25march/ 
The format repeated that used in November: Trevor Burnard and I, as workshop organisers, set the participants readings of recently published work relevant to the day’s themes. We also invited 6 (rather stellar) scholars to help lead sessions: Dr Simon Middleton (Sheffield), Prof Eric Slauter (Chicago), Dr Nuala Zahedieh (Edinburgh), Dr Will Pettigrew (Kent), Prof Steve Pincus (Yale) and Prof Brendan Simms (Cambridge). These seminar leaders also suggested additional reading. This meant that participants had read widely in the recent literature for each session and came primed with questions and observations. For each session the seminar leaders began by offering 5-10 minutes each of thoughts, often couched provocatively so as to initiate debate. With no formal papers, there was plenty of time for discussion, which flowed freely. This meant that the audience could respond to and develop ideas. For example, in the first session of the day we had a particularly fruitful discussion about the concept of ‘security’ in all its different forms. A conventional paper-and-questions session would not, I think, have produced this. Moreover, the format also meant that everyone in the audience had a chance to contribute, either in the form of questions to others or observations. 
The dinner the night before undoubtedly helped the group to gel before the discussions the following day. Many participants did not know each other and this proved a useful networking occasion. For example, I heard two post-docs sharing notes about the difficulty of continuing their research because of the tight job market and it seemed that sharing the challenge was therapeutic since they remained in dialogue for the rest of the workshop. Similarly there was a PhD student and a postdoc who were working on cognate themes and I was able to introduce them to one another. At a personal level I also derived a good deal from the day, meeting scholars whose work I had read and getting a better feel for the type of work being undertaken by younger scholars. 

We had a breakfast meeting before the workshop in order to choose the successful applicants for the summer workshop. This was a difficult task because we had 29 applications and they were of a particularly high quality - we could easily have taken half a dozen more than we were able to. I am extremely grateful to Eric Slauter and Ingrid de Smet for helping Trevor and me to make the best choices. I think we have a particularly strong pool of talent. It might be worth adding that Jayne Brown (whose help in organising the Warwick workshop I would particularly like to acknowledge, since she was extremely helpful throughout) created an on-line application process that prompted users to check that they had submitted all the files we needed (covering letter, references, cv). The system also allowed us to view the applications prior to the workshop. This was particularly important as it allowed Trevor, who was coming back to Warwick from Australia, to look at them beforehand. I look forward to meeting what promises to be an exceptionally bright bunch of young scholars in the summer.
                                                  

Prof Mark Knights
