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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This is an extremely well-written and clear dissertation. You have an excellent writing style making the dissertation readable and informative.
It is very well structured. You start well with a good clear introduction that outlines the aims and approach of the dissertation. This is followed by your literature review which contains a comprehensive history of the human relationship with meteorites. However, you jump from meteorites to Sol Invictus Elagabal without any explanation and outline the life of the Roman Emperor Elagabalus to which you devote eight pages including images. The reason for this is not clear to the reader. On p. 26 you write ‘By placing important cult objects such as 'the stone of the Magna Mater-Cybele, the Palladium, the fire of Vesta and others' into the Elagabalium, Halsberghe argued, Elagabalus sought to unify the empire under a new state religion, with himself as high priest and the other cults as subordinate, a possible precursor to Christianity.’ But at this point the reader does not know what the Magna Mater-Cybele is or what relevance this has to the topic of the dissertation. The rest of the section contains descriptions of meteorites in different eras who were considered sacred or associated with gods or goddesses, followed by a section ‘Other Stones from the Heavens’ where you give an account of the finding and treatment of various meteorites but do not make a convincing argument that they were considered sacred such as the Mbosi meteorite which you simply state it was viewed positively but offer no evidence of this. On p. 52 you describe an Egyptian meteorite but simply state that they used the iron.
You make extensive use of a wide range of scholarship on the history of meteorites and engage well with it. Overall the dissertation is an excellent review of the literature on meteorites but it is mainly comprised of reporting on the literature rather than the analysis that is required at MA level. 
There are some style issues:
· Referencing could be better from the beginning. For example, bottom of p. 14 and top of p. 15
· There are statements that would benefit from explanation or examples such as on p. 6 ‘There is literature that defines meteorites, listing them by name, and analysing their composition; some also mention myths associated with certain meteorites.’ 
· In your ‘Geomythology’ section, an example of geologic event that has generated a myth or a story in the past would have been good and it would have more clearly illustrated the points being made
However even with these issues, it is still an excellent dissertation and well deserving of a distinction.
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	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:

This is an excellent dissertation; your introduction clearly lays out the scope of your dissertation and the question you are addressing; namely, how meteorites were viewed in both the past and present. You then define the terminology used in the literature, distinguishing between meteors, meteoroids, meteorites, and tektites, and make full use of secondary sources in describing them.

Your Literature Review is extensive, spanning sources from the Classical period to the current day, and covers the debate prior to the modern period about whether such objects really did come from the sky.

The main body of the text starts by identifying the problem of finding surviving material prior to the seventeenth century, but makes very wide use of secondary sources giving the background to the numerous examples you provide. By looking at a number of sources and comparing them, you have identified motifs that have not been fully addressed in existing sources – for example, by making an argument that “parasols” and “fans” found in both Pharaonic Egypt and in Roman Emesa may be more than simple devices to give protection from the sun and heat, but provide evidence that they may have the function of demonstrating divinity. While you acknowledge this is speculative, it is a good argument (which you’ve backed up with sources) and thereby adds to the scholarly debate.

Your detailed analysis of other “rocks from the sky” is extensive, and you have backed up each one with numerous primary and secondary sources.

Your conclusion ties all of your analysis together very neatly, showing the importance of objects falling from the sky throughout history, and how both traditions and ideas altered as they moved across time and cultures. You have not simply described these objects, but related them to more modern theories of how people engage with such phenomena, with reference to theorists such as Eliade, Patrick Curry, and Lévi-Strauss.

You have a very extensive bibliography with a very wide range of primary and secondary sources, all correctly referenced, and your referencing in footnotes is very thorough and correctly conforms to the Referencing Guide. Your writing style is clear and very polished – I couldn’t spot any typos or grammatical errors.

This is an extremely well written dissertation, thoroughly investigated and analysed, and is a valuable contribution to the MA’s remit of examining how cultures relate to the sky.



	Second Marker’s  Mark: 73%
Signature: Chris Mitchell
	Date: 2 January 2026

	Agreed internal mark:

Signature 1st marker:

Signature 2nd marker:

	Date

	Comments (for completion by the internal markers which indicate how the agreed internal mark has been arrived at):
The examiners discussed it and agreed it was a distinction despite some weaknesses
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