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	For completion by the first marker:

Comments:
You have chosen a fascinating theme, and have assembled a good collection of relevant sources and quotations. The primary weakness in the dissertation is that it dwells far too much on simple reportage of what the major figures involved – primarily Jung – said. From pp. 15 – 66 in particular, the work reads as if it were primarily a précis of Jung, sometimes moving through – and quoting – a particular text paragraph by paragraph for pages. A more analytical approach to your material would have justified a much higher mark. Here, ‘more analytical’ would have two particular meanings:

Firstly, you would have adopted a more critical approach to what Jung said, in the sense of questioning what objections have been, and might be, raised to his arguments, and then evaluating those objections. For instance, the issues behind Buber’s criticism – cited at pp. 34 – 5 – could be teased out and investigated, whereas they are rather summarily dismissed with the statement that ‘De Vries concluded that Buber did not quite understand Jung’. 

Secondly, there is room for a more analytical approach to your sources, for there are quite a few references that are somewhat inaccurate or incomplete.  For instance, at p.10, a statement about Jung is attributed to Shamdasani, whereas Shamdasani is quoting van der Post. At p. 46, you attribute the quotation about Newton being ‘the last of the magicians’ to Dobbs, based in turn on a remark in Mather’s book. But the quotation should be attributed to Keynes (this is not clear from Mather’s text, but it is clear in Dobbs’s book).

To dwell on the use of quotations a bit more; the significance of quotations are sometimes represented partially. For instance at p. 54, the statement is attributed to Jung that symbols are ‘the best possible formulation of an idea’. But the quotation continues, ‘...whose referent is not clearly known’, and those words would need to be included in order to properly convey Jung’s point. In similar vein, on the following page (p.55) you state that ‘Image is psyche, and psyche is image, as Jung stated’. As presented, it is not clear what this would mean. The actual quotation from Jung is: ‘everything of which we are conscious is an image, and that image is psyche’. Your statement that for Jung, ‘every new idea for a Weltanschauung must be tested, to know whether it is true or not’ at p.67 references Jung’s statement that ‘Every new thought must be tested to see whether or not it adds something to our Weltanschauung.’ You might want to argue that this means the same as your statement; but that is a point you would need to develop and explain.

In terms of structure: when, at p. 9, you state that you will divide the subject-matter into: ‘the religious worldview, the alchemical worldview, the astrological worldview, and the synchronous worldview’ it would have been good to explain what precedent (if any) there is for this four-fold analysis, and what the pros and cons are for using it. The statement you quote from Hillman and Shamdasani at p. 71, that ‘Jung wanted to make it possible for other people to find their own way, to find their own myth...’ (which is a theme you return to at pp. 79 – 80) could have been used as a major structural element. It could have been very interesting to deploy the material you have collected in an examination of that statement. Another structural point is that there is a tension in the work which is encapsulated on p.75. After suggesting that it is possible that ‘every individual has his own cosmology’ you immediately refer to ‘possible ideas for a new cosmology’, based on contemporary discoveries in the physical sciences. There appear to be subjective and objective models of ‘cosmology’ here, and this again is an issue that could have been explored.

So, you have laid the foundations for a fascinating piece of work by assembling your source materials, but a lack of analysis and care keeps the work as presented here from realising its full potential.
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	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:

This dissertation discusses a very interesting and relevant topic, and makes use of an excellent selection of primary sources, with the addition of appropriate secondary sources. It shows a sound ability to understand the work of Carl Jung and scholarly views and contains a very useful integrating chapter prior to the conclusion. It could however benefit from a number of improvements, particularly as regards moving away from description to 
a clear academic argument running throughout the dissertation.
The introduction could have benefited from a little more information on Carl Jung (whereas the additional info on Nick was perhaps unnecessary) and perhaps brief clarification on some of the key Jungian terms you use (although further definitions and explanation do follow later on). You have also asked the question what is the use of describing Jung’s cosmology, yet it is not clear you have answered this! Relating the importance of an assessment of Jung’s cosmology to wider themes in academic literature would have really helped your dissertation. You do start to do this in your chapter on integration – bringing in Weber’s theory of disenchantment and some discussion of secularisation – but these links and the importance of your research needed to be set out in your introduction.
You might also have clearly explained the rationale behind your division of Jung’s worldview into four different worldviews – religious, astrological, synchronistic and alchemical. It is not clear that these can be separated or that each alone represents a worldview as such, although they are all important aspects of Jung’s overall cosmology.
On page 18 you suggest that analytical psychology is acknowledged as a science; I think this statement could easily be challenged and generally you could have brought in a much greater degree of critical evaluation of Jungian thought. The latter sections of your dissertation and the conclusion in particular, seem to be moving towards advocating the need for a new cosmology which is straying from the core academic task of analysing, and using the evidence to build a clear argument. For example on page 81 it is not clear what the function of the rainmaker story is as regards your thesis argument.
There is much very good material included in your main sections, with very relevant references to appropriate scholars such as Eliade, Otto and Ellenberger. You also give good emphasis on the importance of individuation in Jung’s thinking. Your discussion of Jung’s views on astrology uses excellent example source material, but could have more clearly discussed and analysed the problems of his conflicting views on astrology – sometimes he claimed it was science and sometimes a ‘mantic method’. You state these but do not draw out fully what the implications of this might be for his cosmology. You could also have then related these to wider debates on modernity, such as the contested role of magic/religion in a secular cosmology.
Your conclusion could be much longer and needed to sum up and restate your thesis aims and findings. It did not need to include suggestions for further research. 

Overall, this is a well-written dissertation using very good primary and secondary materials but lacking somewhat in sustained critical argument and tending to description rather than analysis. 
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