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General comments:
This is an extremely interesting paper with a very original line of enquiry: whether elements and ritual and symbolic elements are present in the craft of contemporary weavers and spinners. From the onset this is extremely topical and relevant to many scholarly debates, such as disenchantment/ re-enchantment, secularisation, cultural transmission, sacred (and profane), material religion etc. 
You make a good case when you decide to draw from many disciplines but I think although this can definitely be enriching and necessary when you deal with topics such as the one you have chosen, again it would be a good idea to ground your enquiry more clearly into a particular discipline. This is helped somewhat by your excellent structure, the structure is very good, with lots of signposting and a clear map to the dissertation which is very clear and helpful. 
You recognise key concepts ‘such as cosmology, the sacred and ritual that are mentioned in the title, and several that are not but are implicit in the research, such as magic, animism and a discussion of the properties of metaphor’(p.12) - concepts that are the territory of Anthropology and Religious Studies, and so stating this more clearly would enable you to draw on the theoretical frameworks within the respective discipline that represents your platform so to speak, from where you can reach out to other fields. 
Despite the points for improvement offered below I want to acknowledge the many excellent points you make and your original interpretation, and very clearly say : this a well-deserved distinction! I am making the recommendations below with the view that you will possibly continue your research and use this as a platform for a doctoral study and you will seek to publish your thesis as an article or develop it in a longer manuscript and publish it as a book, which is what might be more suited given its wide area of enquiry and scope.
Literature review and theoretical frameworks :
For the literature review you draw on a number of key texts and although you very nearly I think  spread yourself too thinly attempting to cover too much ground instead of investigating one or two concepts more deeply, you actually do provide a nuanced discussion of many of the areas you cover. 
My main criticism is that you tried to cover too much territory (this sort of approach would have worked for a book which is why I recommend developing this further as a book), and so in some way your dissertation aims to be both an open exploration of weaving and spinning cross culturally as well as a more focused investigation of the contemporary relevance of this tradition in UK.  I think it would have been better to focus this more clearly by locating it  in a particular area, perhaps look at weaving and spinning in Europe and use other examples as a means to contrast  what you find. 
As an opposite point, I felt that you could have talked about this craft in relation to other crafts, could you have located the craft into this wider field? Are there any contemporary crafts that incorporate the type of ritualistic action you are investigating?
In terms of your theoretical frameworks, this section has some weaknesses that you should address. Could you have more clearly connected your enquiry to central academic debates, such as material culture? This is your stronger argument throughout and rather than attempt to cover everything you need to justify why you chose a particular field and stick to it. The section on Eliade’s sacred and profane is not very clear, it seems to me your interpretation demonstrates that you have not read him in context. On page 13 you talk about an ambiguity of the sacred and profane and your references 59 and 60 are taken out of the larger context. Similarly on page 16 you talk about this repetition, this return, re-enactment that happens again and again, which is key to understanding Eliade’s model but you do not mention his myth of the eternal return and the transition into illo tempore – which tells me that your treatment of his model is superficial. However your treatment of Ingold is excellent and so it is very important to use theory you like because it makes sense to you and do not try to cover everything, justify your choices and that will be sufficient.   
Findings and conclusion
I think that more space should have been dedicated to a discussion of your findings. I would have liked to see longer quotes and more analysis of your respondents’ opinions. Your engagement with the data is good but I would have liked a clearer link with your main research question. It is interesting that you found weavers and spinners do not one to conform or restrict themselves to one tradition (p.52) but you do not go on to discuss why this is – could it be that this is a sort of New Age influence or an example of privatised religion? What are the implications of your findings?  I would have liked more engagement with the data, more emphasis on how your respondents have learnt their craft and their other pursuits, interests and values: much more context was needed here. Your conclusion is too short I think you could have had a couple more paragraphs really drawing out your key findings. My critical comments are meant as a helpful direction for future studies and the publication of the present study.  Overall this is a wonderful piece of academic writing and original research. Your illustrations are also a wonderful visual resource that really helps the reader appreciate the process and brings the subject to life. Your idea of using these material examples of your auto-ethnographic account is truly excellent. This keeps the reader involved and gives the thesis a wonderful narrative quality.
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Comments:

Overall Impression

In my consideration this is an outstanding and impressive dissertation and I have no doubt that it achieves a solid distinction grade. You have taken a universal topic, spinning and weaving and its cultural and historical association with cosmology, ritual and the sacred and tested these ideas as potentially being present in a group of contemporary spinners and weavers in their everyday practice. This is a bold and ambitious piece of research, and apparently unprecedented in modern academic work. Perhaps related to its open-minded and unprecedented nature, you have chosen to describe a wide canvas of related subjects from history, anthropology, religious studies and philosophical considerations which influence your basic question, and the potential confusion which might ensue in your text has in my opinion been saved by the excellent structure which is so clear to follow throughout the whole dissertation. It is a kind of complex balancing act, managing all the disparate material, but you basically pull it off, and there are some sections, such as Chapter 3 on Metaphor, which, given the limitation of word-space, are outstanding. The methodology is well argued, and the analysis of mythical material and the questionnaire results which follow give you a huge amount of material to further assess and discuss. Broadly, you manage all this breadth successfully enough in your discussion so as to allow for a succinct and appropriately cautious conclusion. The auto-ethnographic component of your research, whilst unique and a perfect metaphor in itself for your whole endeavour, is both aesthetically compelling as a piece of weaving, but also handled in the text with great skill. Well done!

As I comment below, the whole study cries out for a more detailed and developed format which, I hope you are able to pursue in the future in the form of a further research degree or a dedicated book (or both!).

Literature Review

Although you prepare the reader for what will follow in your Introduction, the Literature Review is hugely ambitious. Each set of paragraphs whether dealing with ‘Weaving Deities, Life Force and Gender’ or ‘Ritual and Magic’ cries out for a more detailed and critically considered approach, which is clearly beyond the limited scope of a dissertation. None the less your text has got a good number of critical comments, and very successfully integrates the broad thinking of writers like Ingold (see my note on p. 16). The section on ‘The Sacred and the Profane’ rather slips over the complexities of Eliade’s thinking – particularly on the significance of the Cosmic Pillar – but does introduce the important ambiguities between sacred and profane and the idea that many societies carry a limited or absent notion of either(see my note on p.14). Most significantly for the reader, you show in both the Introduction and in the Literature Review how the question of testing contemporary spinners and weavers attitudes related to their practical art/craft is derived from unanswered questions which are to be found in the literature.


 
Weaving and Spinning as Metaphor

This is a rich section where you have analysed the role of metaphor in a succinct but effective style, which if developed, could stand as a separate academic paper in itself. (see my comment on p.24).

Similarly, the evidential sections on Mythology and Life Force are both rich in material, thoughtful in application and analysis, and, considerably original in their implications of presenting complex ideas in a way that calls for further expansion in another setting. Many of your ideas and observations are a delight to read! More significantly for this study, the reader is now well prepared for the scope of material you require to question in your questionnaires and personal accounts.

The Findings and Discussion

Recruiting 60 respondent spinners/weavers is an achievement in itself, but the detail which you then garner from the full questionnaire presents a real challenge for effective analysis.
As I have mentioned in the text (see page  62), in a five-point rating scale, the middle position – particularly when it seems to be used quite a lot – becomes a problem in understanding quite what it represents. You do discuss this methodological shortcoming, but if you pursue this work in more detail, you will have an opportunity to explore this ‘unknown middle’ more fully. Also, I would have liked to have heard more opinions and quotes from those respondents who expressed personal statements. Perhaps, indeed more detailed piloting of the questionnaire, or the use of dedicated one-to one in depth interviews would tease out more sensitively what people really thought. Terms like ‘sacred’ and ‘ritual’ are problematic to explore in the general population – outside a clear religious context – but I consider that sensitive interviewing may reveal a quality of both sacred and ritual which does simply not get picked up in a short questionnaire. However, you have dared to ask some very ‘big’ questions and got some fascinating answers.

Conclusion

There is so much more material which you could have discussed in your Discussion, but you have carefully restricted yourself and so expressed your final conclusions in a succinct and appropriately cautious way. The Dissertation, taking on as it has such a huge and universal theme, is completed in an effective and satisfactory way. The sense of completion for the reader, and the clarity of your final statements are most commendable.

I look forward to reading a fuller published account in the future!
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