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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This is an extremely clear and well written essay dissertation. The aims are set out clearly in the first sentence as to examine the roles of effort and grace and the relevant cosmological implications. A secondary aim is to focus on quiet work. 

Chapter 1 is divided into three parts, the first focusing on the aspects of Gurdjieffian theory and practice to be examined; the second part is a contextual literature review; and the third is a very clear exposition of the research methodology to be used. All is supported with comprehensive referencing. As an insider are you have an excellent understanding of the key figures and the various strands in Gurdjieffian thought and practice, which, as you describe it has achieved some diversity within the overall body of work. It was helpful to discuss the extent to which the Gurdjieffian concept of grace corresponds to the Christian concept of grace, so it appears to be a direct lifting by Gurdjieff from Christianity. It is also interesting to note that Gurdjieff’s thinking and practice appeals to people without a previous religious background (this could open the way into the whole study of Gurdjieffian thought as a form of so-called alternative spirituality, but that would be a different dissertation)

Chapter 2 summarises the research and findings in two parts, first from insider academics and scholars and second from the Gurdjieffians who volunteered to participate. The extracts from the written and interview data are very clear and helpful. Well done on including the statement from one (or is it two?) People who refused to take part. This is an important illustration of the research process. On page 43 one respondent describes practice as being practical. This is a simple but telling point which reinforces the move in the study of spirituality and religion from belief to practice

The third chapter then concludes. The whole study is conducted meticulously according to all of the required academic conventions. If my comments above seem overly descriptive it is because there is little or nothing to criticise.

There are areas which I think could have been included and developed more which I suspect were not perhaps for space reasons.

First a page or two introducing Gurdjieff, his life, his major works and publications, and his significance as reported in any available scholarly literature (of which there is not much, as you say).

Second, for the outsider reader, some more exposition of some of the fundamentals of Gurdjieffian practice which are being studied would help. For example on page 12 you write that quiet work is an umbrella term for an exercise in sittings, including the morning preparation. This gives the reader an impression of what happens but, for example what are the inner exercises, and why is the word settings in the plural? 

Is Gurdjieffian cosmology all about being practical (by contrast with Theosophy, say, which has been accused of being completely impractical (as by Rudolf Steiner) Is Gurdjieffian work all about participation in the sense described by Levy Bruhl? 

A clear exposition of Gurdjieff’s cosmology would help although this is contained in the appendices. The key aspects of this material could have been Included within the main text, all the better to have provided a foundation for the following discussion. It would have been helpful to have discussed briefly the way in which the word cosmology is used, especially as the words dominant meaning is as modern scientific cosmology. There are definitions of cosmology on page 14 and then on pages 42, 45, 46, 47 and 50 but these are all indirect. For example on page 42 it is said Gurdjieffian cosmology includes reciprocal maintenance, and exploring different levels of cosmos within oneself. Should the notion of the inner cosmos have been given more importance?

The conclusions could have been more direct. For example on page 52 it is said that there seems to be an evolution in the three insiders scholars’ arguments. However I can’t see that this is demonstrated. The major conclusion, at the bottom of page 53 appears to be that there is a variety of experience which are categorised as Grace. This is reported almost as a minor thought. However it could actually be a very important thought if one is contributes what is discussing the nature of grace has an experience received from above. 
At what point does Grace take on different forms? Does it already have different forms in its origin or do these different forms emerge in the experience of the participants? 

This is a strong piece of scholarship in a field which, as the students note notes, there is a severe lack of scholarly interest. There is undoubtedly publishable material here.

As regards the grade, the clear, meticulous and conscientious conduct of the research project, from its foundations in Gurdjieffian work through to the design and conduct of the research project, is easily worth a distinction. However my earlier comments on features which would have helped the narrative flow and provided foundational material means that my grade is not as high as it might of been.

In summary, this is a strong piece of scholarship in a field in which, as you note there is a severe lack of scholarly interest. With the suggestions I make above. there is undoubtedly publishable material here.

Very well done. 


	First Marker’s Mark: 72%
Signature: Nick Campion
	Date: 16 March 2022

	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:

This is a fine and really original piece of work. 

The source material – the experiences and beliefs of Gurdjieffians – is well-nigh unmanageable and you have done very well to present such a coherent and nuanced account within the available space. 

The questionnaire and interview material you gathered is clearly difficult to obtain. Your insider status was no doubt essential in allowing you to gain access to your participants, and even then some of them had reservations about the whole academic process. It is commendable that you included (particularly at pp. 31-2) some of these reservations, serving as a reminder to the reader that other perspectives exist. Such criticisms as I have can probably be linked to your insiderhood, and an occasional difficulty in stepping outside your perspective and recognising what information an interested outsider would need. For instance when you introduce Gurdjieff (p. 8) it might have been worth telling the reader that he is generally considered a spiritual teacher and philosopher. Also I would have favoured introducing the subject of effort outside of a Gurdjieffian context, rather than discussing it (p. 10 – 11) as a facet of quiet work – a term which is not introduced in its own right until p. 13. You include a good introduction to grace and effort outside the Work later on (pp. 17 – 19) and I feel this would fit more naturally when the terms are first introduced. 

This should not obscure the fact that you have generally done very well to make your complex, fractured, obscure subject-matter accessible to the reader. For instance you strike a good balance in giving brief explanations of Work-specific terms or neologisms (such as ‘hydrogens’) in your text, so that it is comprehensible to an interested outsider, whilst supplying more detailed definitions and references in the appendices. Given Gurdjieff’s deliberate creation of complex and difficult terms, the work involved in making his teachings comprehensible should not be underestimated! Again, the use of an asterisk to identify direct students of Gurdjieff in the text (explained at p. 9) is a fine touch which unobtrusively makes additional information available to the reader.

Whilst the appendices are not taken into account when dissertations are marked, the extent and amount of detail in yours reflect the quantity and quality of effort you devoted to this work, and hint that it could easily have been much longer. To take one example from many, the discussion of reciprocal maintenance at p. 26 could I think have been the basis for a dissertation in itself.

This is a well-structured work, with a good introduction (my quibbles above notwithstanding), discussion and conclusion, and it draws on a very impressive range of sources – both texts and responses from participants. The unruly nature of the material makes the level of organisation all the more impressive. I support the first reviewer’s suggestion that (with some minor work) this is publishable work. I also echo their congratulations on work well done!  
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	Agreed internal mark: 73%

Signature 1st marker: Nick Campion

Signature 2nd marker: Garry Phillipson

	Date 16 March 2022

	Comments (for completion by the internal markers which indicate how the agreed internal mark has been arrived at):

Our marks were close enough to agree that 73% was a suitable agreed mark.


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