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Comments:
This is a very good dissertation on an exciting and fresh topic that breaks new ground in anthropological research.
The dissertation starts off with a solid introduction that clearly introduces the event being studied, as well as its context and importance. Your research aims (the questions you are trying to answer) could have appeared somewhat earlier but that doesn't really detract from it.
The Lit Review chapter, however, is a mixed bag: on the one hand your engagement with the archaeological and archaeoastronomical literature is merely superficial, most often than not only listing authors' names and works and not describing their arguments. You also omit the most recent works, particularly on the important site of Stonehenge, where Parker Pearson's book is a glaring omission. On the other hand the contextualization of summer solstice in German history and your engagement with the sacred space theorists are quite solid. As you point out, none of these theoristsengaged with the internet or cyberspace in any way, which would have much enhanced your lit review. However, this demonstrates that you are breaking new ground in an exciting way.
The dissertation really starts to shine in the Methodology chapter, where different methodological approaches to virtual ethnography are highlighted, reviewed and critiqued. It is not always clear, when talking about other author's methodologies what the methodologies actually are or involve but you round up your methodological bricolage nicely at the General Research Strategy and subsequent sections which are crystal clear. This chapter also demonstrates that you read widely on the recent topic of virtual ethnography.
I'm not too keen on mixing the results with the discussion but it has worked well. The interviewee’s voice comes through in their quotes and paraphrases and your analysis of the gathered data, and your use of it to answer the questions you set out to answer, are well structured and argued.
The conclusion is balanced and it succinctly describes the work done and key findings. A nice way to end the dissertation. I would have liked to see a paragraph or two on the students' thoughts on whether the small interview sample introduced any bias to the responses. Presumably not so, based on the 'hear-say' from some of the interviewees who themselves spoke to attendees at their sites (second hand ethnography?), butthe dissertation would benefit from a consideration of these concepts and their impact on the key results.
Overall this was a very good piece of work, entirely deserving of a solid merit.
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	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:
Overview
This is a very well expressed and presented report of a most interesting research project. The project has been informed by an extensive and wide-ranging literature review and has required the identification and justification of a method of collecting data in a field of a type which has only recently presented itself to anthropological attention. This is a very exciting field to be exploring! You have conducted extensive theoretical and practical research.  This is all very well done.  If I have a criticism, it is that – despite your presentation of yourself as a reflexive researcher with a pre-existent involvement with the event under review – you do not step forward and tell us a little of your own experience of the event. In fact, I was left wondering what personal motivations had prompted your own involvement with the project? 

Introduction
A very clear introduction, Reinhard, which does just what it says on the can!  I particularly like your clarification of three key qualities of the particular interconnection events of 2012, 2013 and 2014 that are your research focus, and which you present as examples of currently proliferating phenomena in this field.  You have articulated your three research questions at the end of the introduction, followed by the five objectives you intend to pursue in the search for answers to them.  I can see that this placement makes sense as you have taken the earlier part of the Introduction to explain the field to your reader.  However, you could have slightly re-ordered this chapter so that, conventionally, the research questions were articulated earlier on.  You might also have concluded your Introduction by outlining the content of the chapters which follow it.  But, for the most part, this is an effective start to the dissertation – well done!

Literature Review
You have covered a wide range of types of literature and you start this chapter with a very clear introduction to what follows. Your opening review of the literature which considers the role of community as a concept is very well crafted to include both neurological and sociological approaches to the subject.  You have summarised this literature very clearly.  
The next section of the review, headed The Interconnection Events is less satisfactory: your task here is admittedly a daunting one as you have to introduce each of a number of sites, some of which (eg Stonehenge) are the subjects of an extensive specialist literature which it would not be appropriate in this dissertation to review in any detail – this is not the purpose of your study after all.  You could, however, improve this section considerably by going beyond identifying the authors who have written about the less well known sites to tell your readers what these authors actually say about the sites!
Your section headed Summer Solstice in Germany: Historical and Political Problems is well summarised and informative, as is the following section on Sacred Space and Sacred Sites in which you cover the wide range of considerations of sacred space pertinent to this project.  To strengthen the review, you could have included more evaluative comment in your own authoritative voice as researcher for, while you say that some of the concepts reviewed will be useful to your project, you do not go into detail as to why this is the case.  Now, I realise that to do this would have increased your word count considerably, working within the constraints of which there are always choices to be made as to what to include and what not to.

Methodology
You start this section with an admirable introduction, overview of what is to follow and justification for the length of the chapter – well done! Your extensive research of the literature of the ethnography of virtual space and groups is demonstrated by your very clear summary of the different approaches.  If I have a criticism, it is that you do not at this stage share with your reader the salient points of the different scholars’ approaches to working in virtual space.  Hence some of the terminology and approaches you select as useful for your project are seemingly undefined upon first mention.  However, I appreciate that, as mentioned above, you have had the task of compressing a large project into a report of comparatively few words and many of the terms and styles referred to at the start of this chapter are returned to and described in more detail later in the chapter.  You have done extensive research in the literature of sociological research philosophy and styles and this is demonstrated in your justification of your choice of approach to every stage of your research in terms of the literature.  This is exemplary although I do wonder if the later paragraphs of this chapter could have been cut back somewhat to save words for the discussion of the data and findings.

Findings and Discussion
You introduce this chapter by mapping out its structure and this is a very clear start to this section.  You continue, following the outline of some demographic information about your respondents, to report your data concerning group membership and relate them to the literature.  This is very interesting and you make some observations about the nature of the group to which your respondents belong, and work to maintain, which are insightful.  The development of your data analysis, with informative reference to relevant literature, is most interesting to read.

Conclusions
You have written an efficient summary of what has gone before and pointed the way forward to follow-up research paths.  You have been reflexive in your admission of surprise at the orientation of some of your respondents.  A clear and concise conclusion.
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