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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This is a very well written dissertation, properly referenced, and addressing the area of how human beings interact with the cosmos through speech. You open with an excellent introduction, explaining both your approach and why you were incentivised to take on this topic, and introduce a number of secondary sources that relate to this.

This is followed by an extensive review of the literature, covering the period from ancient Greece, through the medieval period, to the twentieth-century approach of Rudolf Steiner, all of which tie together the concept of human speech being a reflection of the cosmos. This is very well researched, and you have succeeded in weaving together a number of apparently very different threads to provide a holistic picture.
The main body of your dissertation is the outcome of your extensive qualitative research, based on interviewing and surveying anthroposophical speech formation practitioners. This section, too, is very thorough, and very clearly explained. You’ve clearly defined your aims and methodology, put it into an academic context by explaining you are taking a phenomenological approach and citing suitable secondary sources to back this up. Then you have gone on to state how you will measure experience, always a challenge in qualitative research, and addressed the emic/etic issue clearly.

Your referencing is excellent throughout, and you have provided a detailed bibliography split into primary and secondary sources.

There is one major point for improvement, however. Although later on in the dissertation you do provide some direct quotes from Steiner and Duwan, in general most of your citations are not direct quotations, as required in the MA Writing Guide, but your paraphrasing of those authors. In fact, you have paraphrased and summarised the quotations (at least, the ones that I checked!) very well – but it is still important to provide direct quotations so that the marker can verify your statements. Just to give one example, on page 16 you say:

Katherine Rudolph, an anthroposophical speech therapist and poet, stated that all circulatory systems within the physical body’s constitution are connected to cosmic cyclic rhythms on multiple levels. At an unconscious level this is responded to by physical bodily movements set off into motion by the sympathetic and parasympathetic nervous systems.

This is a pretty good summary of what Rudolph said in her book, but she doesn’t specifically mention sympathetic and parasympathetic nervous systems – this is your paraphrasing. She actually says ‘the Rhythmic System… mediates between the Nerve-Sense System of the head and the Metabolic System of the limbs.’ The reason that it is important to provide direct quotations is that sometimes a student can paraphrase incorrectly, or misunderstand the author’s statement. As someone marking the dissertation, a direct quote makes it obvious what the original author said, and can then determine whether the argument that the student draws from the quotation is reasonable. By only paraphrasing authors, it’s impossible to do that.

Another area for improvement would be to include primary sources when referencing classical authors – you have access to the Loeb Classical Library online to do this. For example, you make a good observation on page 21 that Greek philosophers explained natural causes by postulating that God is the ‘primum movens’. This is correct, but rather than citing Marie-Louis von Franz saying this, a quotation from, say, Aristotle, would have strengthened your argument. Similarly, you refer to Plato on page 22, and a direct quote from him would have enhanced your dissertation. The same can be said for your reference to Ptolemy – and rather than using the Ashmand translation of Tetrabiblos, we’d urge you to use the Loeb edition instead (which you have done for most of the other classical authors). I accept that sometimes primary sources aren’t easy to get hold of – for example, you write about al-Kindi’s statement that articulated words has a cosmic effect, citing von Stuckrad. It’s a very good comment, and al-Kindi does indeed state that in chapter six, ‘On the virtue of words’, in On the Stellar Rays, tr. R. Zoller, ed. R. Hand (Berkeley Springs WV: Golden Hind Press, 1993), p.28, but you’re not necessarily expected to have access to that text – though even here, as you’ve cited von Stuckrad, a direct quote from von Stuckrad would have been useful.

In general, throughout your dissertation, you have been careful to cite other authors, and not your own opinion – but your concluding sentence in the dissertation, ‘Cultivating this awareness can guide the future of human evolution’, is an opinion rather than a fact so is best avoided in an academic paper.

These points, while important, do not detract from the fact that you have written an excellent dissertation on a topic highly relevant to the course and made an original contribution to the research in this area.








	First Marker’s Mark: 72%
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	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:
This dissertation was titled, ‘Speech and the Cosmos; A study of speech as a means of relating with the cosmos’. This is an excellent piece of work which examines the history of how humans have formed speech and continue to use speech to express their relationship with the cosmos. A qualitative study of current anthroposophical speech practitioners was conducted on how they use Steiner’s philosophy on speech to engage and interact with the cosmos in the present day.
The paper was well written with a good introduction and justification to the research. It is very well structured that presents a good analysis throughout. There is a relevant and wide use of primary and secondary sources that have been referenced throughout the paper, including a good use of quotations. You have written a good conclusion although this could have been married up to your original arguments and points throughout your literature sections.

Your strengths
· You have written a very good introduction outlining the intent of your thesis and clearly stated the two-fold purpose of your research.
· You give a good justification for your research.
· You provide a good structure overall to the paper. It has a good flow and sign posting along the way for the reader to follow.
· You have made excellent use of both primary and secondary sources and have entered a relevant and wide bibliography. You have used these sources to justify your points and arguments throughout the paper and referenced them accordingly.
· You have presented a deep and thorough analysis of both your historical analysis and in your study of current practitioners.
· The paper is well written.
· You have taken a large philosophical concept and successfully contained it in an academic framework.
· The paper has a good conclusion although there could have been more bridging to the literature sections.
· The research is interesting and original.

Points for improvement
Some final editing could be beneficial. Some typos could be avoided.
Do try and bridge your conclusion to the arguments and points you make in your literature sections.

In summary
You have drawn a historical account of the relationship between human speech and the cosmos and demonstrated its relevance and importance up to the present day. This research is exceptionally original and very well researched. Your research is interesting and well written and raises further questions for potential future research. Keep up the good work!
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	Comments (for completion by the internal markers which indicate how the agreed internal mark has been arrived at):

Each marker graded the paper at 72% so the internally agreed mark is 72%

	NB.  All marks are provisional until confirmed by the final examination board.
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