2000 word Reflective Essay: 500 words per section 
The first assignment (World War One Memorial Project) allowed for a large usage of a variety of the archival material, ranging from photographs of the students, to bound magazines and newspaper clippings, to handwritten college records. By providing students with such a variety of sources it was possible to produce a concise yet informed biography on our chosen past student. The lecture covering the different types of archives and archival material, as well as how to use the National Archives search feature, was most informative and helpful for this task, as it provided an insight into how to use archive search tools for more than just our university archive. This therefore leaves us with a greater understanding on how archives operate outside of university, giving us information that will serve us well if we ever attempt to access, or ever work in, other archives. This assessment also provided all of the students on this course with a base understanding in the handling of archival material and what information can be extracted from it, providing a base level of learning which could then be applied to the second and third assignments, both of which relied heavily on the study skills that were developed during this first project. The balance of lectures to timetabled study time worked well for this assignment as it was almost equally split. By being scheduled as such it was possible for the students to develop the required skills, and then apply them before the theory and knowledge gained has been forgotten. This also ensured that the disciplines were equally covered for each assignment, putting no student at a disadvantage. As such, the History or Heritage students did not have a great advantage over the English students in the historical biography assignment, and the same can be said for the book biography project, in which the English students were not given an advantage. As such, this first assignment (the research biography project) was probably my favourite assignment for this course as it was most familiar to what I was most used to. Having said this, the other two assignments were a challenge, partially because they differed from what I was used to, and this made them enjoyable and interesting as more work was required in order to create an equally strong piece of work. 
The second assignment, as has been previously stated, was far more difficult for me, as it was far removed from any type of assessment or study task I had previously completed. Despite this, it clearly met the aims of the module, as this assignment made me approach my set manuscript as a physical artefact, rather than as an indication of social standing, or through the material it contains. By doing so I have been forced to approach the manuscripts in a new way to before which, hopefully, will have changed my attitude towards them, thus adding another level to my assessment of primary sources. The lectures which were paired with this assessment were also far more crucial to understanding the task required. As each lecture was given a clearly discernable theme or topic it was clear from the offset what was going to be covered in each thus ensuring that the key information was covered before the assignment was due to be uploaded. Despite this, I was still greatly confused when it came to writing this assignment, and was unable to benefit from the assistance of other students or the archive staff, as neither of these groups understood the sections of the hand out which detailed the book biography assignment which were confusing me, or that I was unsure about. Whilst I recognise that this lack of comprehension was more than likely due to my own lack of knowledge rather than it being an overly difficult task, the fact that no-one I asked understood the task at hand did make it feel like the task was unfairly favouring one group of students over the other, an idea that was only furthered due to the lack of time available to contact the lecturer due to the short turn-around period for each assignment, especially as this assignment required a lengthy period of time with the archival material, leaving little to no tasks that could be completed at home. Once the overall task was mostly understood, however, this was an interesting assignment to complete and I do feel like I learned something from it. If this style of assessment were to be set in the future, I feel that it would be of great assistance for there to be an additional lecture period dedicated to the study of the texts each student was assigned with the lecturer available to answer questions and reinforce the information passed on during the original lectures on the topic. If this is not possible, both of these assessments would have benefitted from an additional out-of-lecture session in the archive with the lecturer present, or another informed individual who knows what is required and expected from each individual element of the task as it wholly disheartening to be unable to understand an assignment and not be able to question someone who understands, especially when you are fully aware that your queries are small and would not require much explaining, and when they are regarding one of your final undergraduate assignments. 
Thankfully the third assignment combined the favourable elements of both of the previous assessments, but in yet another style and requiring more unfamiliar tasks to be completed. Through the combination of elements from the previous assignments (the use of archival catalogues and search tools, as well as the handling of manuscripts as physical artefacts) and a recognisable format for the main element of this assignment (a PowerPoint presentation) this task was less daunting than the book biography assignment, yet more challenging than the first biography project, encouraging academic development throughout this course. The freedom of choosing a topic and the wide variety of source material provided both freedoms and challenges that needed to be overcome in addition to the unfamiliar elements of this project (finding aids and a presentation script).  Due to the freedom to select our own topic for our presentations, I was able to view and handle a new variety of manuscripts, as well as further encouraging me to view familiar source material in a different light. This has, therefore, forced me to create a new array of opinions and view elements of the manuscripts that I had, up to this point, viewed as relatively insignificant. One such element which was extremely useful and significant for this presentation but had, up to this point, been viewed as insignificant or irrelevant to my research, are illustrated initials. These were found primarily in the Lampeter Bible,[footnoteRef:1] and were filled with a variety of demons and mythical creatures. Whilst these may have simply been page decoration, I interpreted them as being full of meaning and as being open to interpretation by their intended audience. As a result of this, many of these initials were interpreted as demonic in image, partially because this met with the aims I set out with and what I was searching for in manuscripts. Whilst the creation of the presentation itself was fairly painless and easy to do, the creation of the script and finding aids was less so. Whilst I am sure that this is partially due to my own lack of understsanding again, the handout provided for the creation of a finding aid was less that useful. Because of this I submitted a piece of work feeling significantly less confident in it than I would have liked as I was unsure as to whether it was formatted correctly, or if it contained the appropriate information. Conversely, I still rather enjoyed this assignment due to its use of, and reliance on, manuscripts, imagery, and personal interpretation. [1:  Roderic Bowen Library and Archive (RBLA), The Lampeter Bible, MS1.] 

Overall, this module has been a mixed experience, mostly stemming from it being different from my expectations, or because of my lack of knowledge. This module was far more English-theory based than i expected, requiring a greater level of learning new skills and theories and adapting to new methods of assessment than expected. This however is not the fault of the lecturer or the course, and is more the fault of both my lack of understanding, and the minimal information provided when modules had to be chosen in September. This aside, the module was still a mixture of positive and negative, far more so than many of the other modules taken whilst at university. One of the major negatives towards this course is the lack of ‘mainstream’ or popular archival material required for this course. The only new source handled throughout this course was a Book of Hours which turned out not to have the images I needed in. Apart from this, all the materials relied on, such as the Beer Book,[footnoteRef:2] the Lampeter Bible,[footnoteRef:3] and the Tutor’s Register,[footnoteRef:4] have all been used in modules since my first year at UWTSD. This is not immediately negative, as much of the information contained in these works was of great use to the assessments completed during this module. It would, however, have been beneficial to use material that was unfamiliar to many of the students, as this would have presented a bigger challenge to the students, perhaps giving us a greater sense of achievement when an assignment was completed, although, given that we struggled with many of the components of each assessment, this is possibly a positive factor. This use of many familiar manuscripts for the first and third assessment could also have been to ensure that all of the students are at a similar level of understanding for each piece of work. This does still make the module sound overwhelmingly negative, which was not intended as it has, overall, been a challenge and, as always, thoroughly enjoyable, interesting and beneficial to be working with archival material, particularly the large manuscripts, such as the Lampeter Bible.[footnoteRef:5] Many of the faults experienced during this module are also due to the tutee, not with the tutoring, as has been expressed previously. Whilst it is true that there was less assistance provided with the assessments than would have been liked, this can also be contributed to three factors. The first being the lack of comprehension of the writer (myself), which has already been discussed at length. The second can be assigned to the limited amount of time given both to the amount of workshop time with the lecturer present, and the lack of time in which to complete the assessments. This however is unpreventable and can be attributed to the lack of lecture time that is available in the second semester, as well as the shortness of lectures for level sixes. The third and final factor is the only negative: the lack of information that could be discerned from the worksheets provided as the only out-of-lecture information for the creation of our assessments. Whilst this information was beneficial as they gave some basic information, it would have been more helpful to have an extended piece of example or an example of the formatting required. To conclude, this module has been an interesting experience, with the assessments having provided me with some new challenges, skills and information, even if it has not always been through my preferred method.  [2:  Roderic Bowen Library and Archive (RBLA), St David’s College Beer Accounts Book 1888-1904, 1901-1906, UA/SD/3.]  [3:  Roderic Bowen Library and Archive (RBLA), The Lampeter Bible, MS1y.]  [4:  Roderic Bowen Library and Archive (RBLA), Tutor’s Register 1899-1959 (with index), UA/A/18.]  [5:  Roderic Bowen Library and Archive (RBLA), The Lampeter Bible, MS1.] 
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