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Name Gregory Radick
Home Institution University of Leeds
Full name of the course examined MPhil in History and Philosophy of Science and Medicine / Part Il in
including level, e.g. MPhil in Public Policy History and Philosophy of Science
Academic year of examination 2025-26
Level (Delete as appropriate) Postgraduate
Year of Appointment 15t X nd 3rd 4th

Yes No N/A

1. Are the academic standards set for the award appropriate for the
qualification, and comparable with similar programmes in other UK X
institutions?

2. Are you satisfied that you received sufficient programme materials
(handbooks, regulations, marking and classing criteria) in a timely X
manner?

3. Are you satisfied that you were consulted adequately on draft
examination papers, and that your comments and suggestions were taken X
into consideration?

4. Are you satisfied that the assessment was pitched at the appropriate

X
level?
5. Was the general standard and consistency of marking appropriate? X
6. Do the assessment processes measure student achievement rigorously X

and fairly against the intended outcomes of the programme?

7. Are you satisfied that issues raised on your previous report form have
been properly considered and, where applicable, acted upon?

8. Did you receive a written response from the Department to your
previous report form?

9. If you replied No to any of the questions above, please expand here:

10. Do you have any concerns about the course, including standards and quality?
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No.

11. Are you satisfied that the procedures associated with the assessment are efficient (e.g. timeframes,
draft papers, questions, design and conduct of exam, meetings, vivas)?

Yes.

12. Do you have any comments on marking and classing (e.g. range of marks, action around borderline
marks, penalties, moderation, double marking, reconciliation of marks)?

As ever with Cambridge HPS, | was very impressed with the range of topics covered in the dissertations, the
assiduity and thoughtfulness of the assessors in evaluating them, and their ability to resolve disagreements
when they arose. The lowest-marked dissertation is still very capable, the highest-marked is professional-
calibre, and in between is work so well crafted that two of the dissertations were declared, rightly, to be
potentially publishable.

13. Do you have any comments on the student experience of the course and/or their experience of the
assessment process?

No — | wasn’t given any information on student feedback on the course and/or the assessment process.

14. Please describe here any recommendations for improvement.

Based on what I've seen, all seems to me to be in excellent order; no recommendations for
improvement.

15. Please highlight any good practice you encountered.

Across the board, the assessors’ comments were exemplary in content and tone. Even so, the exam
board was alert for any scope for misinterpretation etc. and lightly edited comments where prudent.

The exam board meetings were run very efficiently, with sufficient time devoted to topics for discussion
whenever they arose, and those discussions conducted in an admirably collegial spirit.

16. Have you seen any evidence of grade inflation?

The mark profile ran from the low 60s to the low 80s, which is what one would expect for courses as
selective as these courses are. | proposed reducing two marks, but also proposed increasing one. So no,
no evidence of grade inflation.

17. Have you seen improvements over your tenure? Has the Department acted on your advice or
explained why they did not?

n/a
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18. Do you have any other comments?

Just to reiterate my congratulations to the Department on the very impressive coursework submitted,
on the high standard of the work of the assessors, and on the smooth running of the examinations
process.
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