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Comments:

Your dissertation is a detailed, multifaceted study of the role played by the sun, the light of the sun, and the nature of insemination. In order to explore this idea you examined the idea of ‘phallic solarism’ in three distinct areas of research: extant Egyptian texts, artefacts and art; the text of the Orphic Derveni Papyrus; and art of the fourteenth to sixteenth centuries that depicted the Annunciation and thus reflected early textual Christian understanding of the Virgin Mary’s impregnation. Through these areas you sought to find a common thread of understanding regarding the nature of the sun’s light and its ability to acting as an inseminating force. 
The dissertation is divided into five sections. Section One intelligently opens up the issue, demonstrating historiographical awareness and stating the aim of tying these ideas of pallism and solarism together as a way of seeking to find evidence of Egyptian and Orphic imagery in Christian texts and art. You clearly state your methodology and differentiate the distinctive properties exemplified by the disc of the sun and the rays of the sun and how they may thus represent dissimilar ‘entities’ in real or spiritual terms as the procreative impregnating light of the sun as opposed to the disc of the sun representing divinity.
You then define your terms. As a general comment it is better to clarify subject specific terms as you proceed, or indicate that they will be defined in your ‘Definition of Terms’ section, rather than assume your reader will know what they mean. In your introductory paragraph on page 8 you introduce two terms which are essential to your argument ‘solarism’ and ‘phallism without defining them, nor indicating that you will be defined later. You do, however, define them on pages 13-14. Although it is a small point, it would help your argument to flag that these terms which are fundamental to your reasoning, will be defined pages 13 and 14. You also introduce the term ‘ithyphallic’ on page 21 and this needs defining,

A further example is in Section Two on page 27 you quote ‘the solar god appears alone in the Nun…’ Nun, needs explaining here, rather than expecting the reader to know this, since you mention ‘Nut’ a little further along, thus leaving the reader wondering whether this was a typing error. According to Geraldine Pinch (p.179), one of the authors you cite, Nun was ‘a personification of the primeval ocean form which all life came’. I only knew this, however, by searching for the term. Another instance is when you write of how Min was ‘foremost of the body of he Ennead’ (p.31) but do not define the term ‘Ennead’ when a simple phrase such as ‘the Ennead was a group of nine deities in Egyptian mythology’ would have solved the difficulty of the reader having to stop and search for an explanation.
Your literature review clearly assesses the available information and identifies areas where further investigation could be fruitful. It shows originality of thought and ideas.

Section Two considers the texts and artefacts of Ancient Egypt, Section Three examines phallic solarism in the Derveni Papyrus, Section Four assesses Christian art of the fourteenth to sixteenth centirues, and Section Five examines the results and concludes the dissertation.
The structure of your dissertation is coherent.  The line of argument is strong and nuanced. Evidence is presented perceptively and detailed evidence is provided in many places. You move clearly from one point to the next.  Many intelligent points are made, showing a degree of independence, such as the skilful differentiation of sunlight as the initiating factor and Kouremenos’ idea that night never sets’ (p.52) being paralleled with Plato’s identification of light being ‘the medium which enables access to the intellectual world of truth ‘(p.53).

Furthermore, in considering early Christian texts and mosaics you found that your argument regarding a ‘sexually generative Christ sun’ was unfounded. You argue that in Christian interpretation your argument only held insofar as the sun and its light, although fertile and procreative, maintained their holiness but were not phallic. You then differentiate between the holy light of Christianity, rather than the sexual light of Christianity. Such arguing shows an ability to assess where your research question was firmly grounded in the evidence and where it did not hold up. This demonstrates good academic research. 
The thesis was well presented. Appropriate images were selected throughout to illustrate the key points. Your writing style, however, lets you down in parts in terms of academic tone and grammar in the following areas:
The captions to the images of Luxor Temple need greater clarification. Evidence doesn’t speak for itself and the reader needs to be alerted as to what it is you want them to see in these photographs, since people looking at the images will interpret them differently.
The spells referred to on page 24 need explanation.

Your summaries are not always fully summarised. You often leave out explanatory phrases or information that would fully round out what it is you have been examining in the chapter. Your best summary was of Section Two. 

The opening paragraph of your conclusion was too generalised. It needed citations to clarify and embed your argument. Once you moved to your second paragraph, however, your conclusion was concise, clear and compelling. The use of Table ‘A’ helped explain your findings. A small point here, since you laid out the table in a particular sequence it would have helped your reader to summarise the discussion in that sequence.  Nevertheless the insights you draw in your conclusions, such as the common thread of penetrating sunlight being fertile, rather than phallic, are solidly based in the evidence you have examined.


There are also a few technical points to watch: 

* The terms ‘Literature Review’ and ‘Literary review’ are used inconsistently.

* References in footnotes are written inconsistently.
* Titles such as:

      Luc Brisson, ‘Sky, Sex and Sun: The Meaning of αἰδοῖος/αἰδοῖον in the Derveni    
      Papyrus’ in Zeitschrift fur Papyrologie und Epigraphik 
need to be checked, as in this instance the Greek has not come through and is indicated merely as two parallel lines.
* Curly quotes should be used instead of straight quotes. 

* You do not need to include the dates of contemporary scholars you are citing.
* The image caption on page 62 has slid across to the following page.
* Attention needs to be paid to full stops in your references and bibliography.

All of these points are small and easily corrected.
Overall this is a highly original dissertation that offers insights into the idea of the sun and its light as two separate deities and the procreative nature of the sun and its impact in the Egyptian, Orphic, and western medieval Christian cultures. Your dissertation shows a high level of ability to devise a research question, consider relevant primary sources and appropriate visual examples that allow you to investigate the subject matter, and select appropriate secondary sources that supported your claims. You utilised research that was current, and buttressed your central argument with a solid introduction that outlined your aims, a methodology based around comparison and examination of texts and artefacts from three distinct periods of time that employed the sun as part of their theology, and a compact conclusion. Your dissertation displays a breadth of reading and cross-referencing and in comparing and contrasting the three epochs, you were able to gain good insights. Your images are appropriate and supported the subject matter of your dissertation.  

With attention to the technical points noted above and redrafting the language in parts to bring in a stronger academic approach, this dissertation is worthy of publication. 
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Comments:

This dissertation explores the relationship between the sun and its light as depicted within imagery of Ancient Egypt and the text of the Orphic Derveni Papyrus, with that of Christian texts and fourteenth to sixteenth century Annunciation art. This is an original and insightful research question. 

The dissertation is clearly structured over five sections. The introduction contains the academic aim, methodology and the definition of terms and the beginnings of your literature review. There are three section each devoted on to one of the three areas of your research, Egyptian imagery, the texts of the Derveni Papyrus and examples of the Christian art of the sixteenth century of the Annunciation. You then conclude your work in the final section. This clear structure has provided the framework for you to develop your argument and reach a balanced conclusion. This is well done.   
Egyptian Section
Your Egyptian section would have been helped with a brief paragraph discussing the use of the terms Old, Middle and New Kingdoms giving the dates. This would have allowed any reference to a Dynasty to be easily placed into the context of these three periods. For example, you speak of the Eighteenth Dynasty but it is up to the reader to know that this belongs to the New Kingdom period. There are different examples of this type of assumption within your Egyptian section, talking of Pyramid Text then jumping to other periods or Dynasties without ensure that the reader is able to follow your through the Egyptian dating methods. 
You also make strong use of the work of Marc Orriols-Llonch  and your point out that he seems to be the only Egyptologist who draws sexual references to some of the imagery you are considering.  Because he appears to be isolated in his opinion you needed to needed to introduce him as a lecturer at Barcelona in Egyptology, and make the point that he offers a unique view, which may later prove to be challenged. This may seem like a small point but your argument is fundamentally that the Egyptian imagery is being reflected in the later Christian images, so you need to ensure that your evidence for the interpretation of the Egyptian imagery is on solid ground.  These two criticism, however, are minor and do not detract from the solid work in this chapter where you have drawn on a wide range of sources and presented complex material in a cohesive manner. 
The Derveni Papyrus Section 

This is an excellent section which draws together the actions of Zeus as the male creator god swallowing the sun’s phallus with the earlier Egyptian material. You end the section with a small reference to the sun and sun’s light in Plato’s work, justifying this inclusion as his (Plato) period was contemporary with the papyrus. This is an important inclusion because Plato’s work can be directly linked to sixteenth century Christianity, therefore it would be helpful, if you extend this work further, to develop this theme. 

Christian Annunciation Art Section 
You make excellent use of Origen’s views to bridge the divide between the ancient solar views into the Christian doctrine. This is shows good research and wide reading. What you did need to add in this section was just a few sentence supporting the influence of the work of Origen into later views on Christianity as the Annunciation Art you are examining is around 1400 years after Origen’s work.  This is, however, a well research section and your conclusion that there is no phallic imagery around the notion of a Christ Sun, reflects good research practices.    
Your Conclusion
You have drawn all your argument together into a cohesive case that does strongly support your conclusion of the link between Egyptian solar phallic imagery and symbols through the early Greek literature of the Derveni Papyrus and via the work of Origin into Christian thought. Your concluding statement of, ‘Nevertheless this work reveals that the Christian imagery has a strong similarity to the Egyptian art of the Middle and New Kingdoms’ is well founded, well-argued and strongly supported with your evidence. 
Your dissertation has added an original insights into the role of the sun and the imagery of the Christian Annunciation art of the sixteenth century. Additionally, although you do not stress it, your distinction between the two forms of the solar deity, as a shining orb or as a disk, can also contribute to the field of archaeoastronomy in its pursuit of the human relationship to the sky as it touches the horizon. 
I hope you will consider developing this work for publication. 
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