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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This is a very interesting, indeed thoroughly absorbing, piece of work. Your writing is clear and assured, guiding the reader through the research, from introduction, to a review of the literature (prior research and definition of terms), your methodology, a lucid analysis and discussion of your findings, and finally a succinct summarising conclusion.
There is an excellent introduction which introduces the term NDE and gives an overview of existing definitions of cosmology. Thus you set the scene, clearly showing how you intended to proceed. You also make a convincing argument regarding the contribution of your research in focusing specifically on cosmology (you mention the Alister Hardy Religious Experience Research Centre at UWTSD, so you may have something specific in mind, but it might certainly make a contribution generally to the study of religious experience) and in particular in being conducted amongst contemporary non-indigenous people in Colombia, about which you have identified a lack of prior research in this subject area.
In the Literature Review you gather various scholarly views on the nature of cosmology to define this term in the context of your research, differentiating the definitions found in the humanities from those found in the field of astronomy – these definitions are of course critical for your study. You draw on a wide range of secondary literature to discuss cosmology and NDEs, delineating these clearly in two sections where you discuss key themes and features drawn from the literature. Alongside a thorough discussion of the literature and current positions on the nature of NDEs, you give a short exploration of coverage within the context of Colombia itself. 
In the methodology section, you use appropriate secondary literature to justify your choice of methods – questionnaires and interviews – including reference to the ethical dimensions of the project. You stated explicitly, for your participants, the criteria you were using to define an NDE, and you make clear how you arrived at the basic outline of your questionnaire. You had 30 questionnaires and 10 interviews, which gave you a good amount of data to work with. Your reflexive section was similarly well done and the auto-ethnographic element (both here and in the Findings) provided enhancement to the work.
Your questionnaire and interview questions were well grounded in your literature. In your questionnaire, for instance, you give your justification for the questions you asked, referring back to the literature to support these choices. You asked your interviewees specifically about their cosmology, but your questionnaire also contained questions which would enable to you to discover if the cosmology of questionnaire participants was also affected, given the definitions of ‘cosmology’ that you drew on in the literature review. Your questions, in both the questionnaire and interviews, were designed to shed light on various aspects of cosmology and encompassed changes in spiritual and religious perspective, alongside physical and psychological changes. As stated in your literature review and methodology, your approach was phenomenological and there was consistency in this approach in your survey and interview questions.
In discussing your findings in section 4, you related them back to the literature at every stage, using it to interpret what you found (one example of this is where you correlate your results to the existing NDE-C scale; another is relating back your discussion of the ‘realness’ of the NDE experience to a range of previous literature – but indeed, you are consistent in using your literature throughout section 4). Your research supports previous findings in some areas but also presents new insights or nuances to the existing research, making this a valuable discussion. A significant finding that challenges the existing view was that not all NDErs experience the event as transformative and here your phenomenological approach showed its advantage via a questionnaire which allowed participants to express their own personal response (as you highlight on p.36). This can be important for future research design in the field.
Importantly too, you interpreted your results at each stage, commenting on them (and in light of the literature) – you did not simply report your findings and thus they feel well anchored in relation to previous research studies. The topic of each sub-section is introduced, then you discuss what you found, then finally you summarised clearly the key points arising from the survey and from the interviews in sub-sections 4.1.4 and 4.2.5.
In section 4.2.3, your findings on the notion of a Beyond were fascinating and illuminating as a key element in your research, with interesting consequences too for notions of cosmological dualism, as you state (p.51). 
A high proportion of your respondents identified as Catholic and you showed the impact of NDE experience in this context, as well as showing the impact in broader cosmological and spiritual terms too. To frame and support your discussion of cosmology (4.2.4), you drew on your chosen scholarly definitions of it (Campion, Geertz, Weiss and Chapple) and the four elements of ‘meaning’, ‘existence’, ‘reality’ and ‘cosmos’ that you drew from these definitions in the literature review. Thus, again, you were analysing and interpreting your findings in the light of the literature. You also drew in section 4.2.4 on cosmological elements discussed in prior NDE research. Towards the end of that section, you then clearly pinpointed a key finding: ‘This suggests that a high-degree cosmological change can be potentially found in 50-80% of the NDErs’ (p.59) and then your own conclusion on p.61 that ‘The NDE, then, can be viewed as a cosmological compass’. 
Your Conclusion is a deft summary of your methodology and findings, showing where your research has aligned with prior studies and where it contradicts them or brings new information. In particular your discussion of the notion of a Beyond, your idea of an NDE as a cosmological compass, and the post-materialist challenge to the scientific definition of cosmology (provided by your participants’ responses about the ‘realness’ of the Beyond and other spiritual elements arising from their NDEs) make your research a valuable and original contribution to the subject area which, as you say, can be extended out in future studies of NDEs beyond Colombia.
On a technical note, there is excellent referencing throughout, with accurate footnoting and bibliography.
In summary, this is a well-written dissertation based on a well-constructed research project and in-depth analysis of the existing research and literature. You are to be commended on a fine piece of work.
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	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:

This is a very well written and well structured dissertation making excellent use of academic conventions throughout. You begin with a very strong introduction that lays out the rationale for your research project, and gives an idea of what will follow in the dissertation. 

Your literature review is extensive and highly relevant to the subject areas you have covered in your project - including an overview of different cosmological models and ways of understanding cosmology,  different definitions of NDEs, criteria for recognising them, changes that come about as a result of them, in the context of Colombia specifically, and so on. This really helps to put your work into a larger scholarly context, demonstrates its relevance, and shows that you have a very good grasp of contemporary research in this area. Well done.

Your methodology section gives an excellent justification for the approaches you have adopted in your study, grounded in relevant theoretical reflections (e.g. Viveiros de Castro, Bowie, etc.) on researching other ‘lived cosmologies.’ You do a good job of explaining your reasoning, e.g. why you removed 8 of your initial questionnaire respondents. Your questionnaire was developed with reference to other similar projects in different contexts, which gives it added strength. Your reflexive section here makes an important contribution to the paper - it gives a good insight into your motivations for conducting this research and also positions you in the insider/outsider debate.

Your findings and discussion section does an excellent job of presenting both quantitative (e.g. demographics, statistics), as well as your qualitative and phenomenological findings, and you have compared and contrasted your own findings with those of other researchers to look for core features and patterns. This is then deepened with your interview data, which gives you the chance to zoom in on some specific examples of Colombian NDEs. You have been able to draw out themes between the different experiences your respondent have revealed to you. Your notion of ‘a beyond’ is a very useful value-free way of talking about whatever it is that is revealed to NDErs, e.g. is it an afterlife, another dimension, etc. You do a good job of summarising the key points of this section.

Your conclusion gives a succinct summary of your main findings about the role of NDEs in cosmological shifts, in Colombia.

Overall, You have contributed new and valuable data to the NDE literature by drawing attention to the lack of research on the subject in Colombia. Furthermore, not only have you collected important data but you have analysed it appropriately (and respectfully), and have brought different theoretical perspectives to bear on your findings. Very well done.
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