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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This dissertation is an investigation into folklore associated with Bronze Age stone circles of Kerry and Cork, Ireland. There is a good clear introduction stating its aim while also introducing the ASC stone circles that are unique for the area. Folklore is discussed, however, the argument that the folklore of the stone circle builders may still reside in the culture three of four thousand years later needed a stronger supporting evidence.   
The primary material used in the project is a blend of interviews and observation combined with historical text. This text is both medieval literature concerning the stone circles and a more contemporary archives of the writings of local school children collected by the Irish government in 1937-39. 
Overall the work struggles between giving a scientific report on the different orientations and compositions of the stone circles being examined and the engagement with the ethnographical material. As a result many excellent findings are merely reported and not allowed to shine in the work. 
For example:
· Your discovery of the link between the number of stones in the circles and the frequency of these same numbers mentioned in the Early-Irish manuscripts. This could well have been your entire dissertation such is the potential of this to be expanded and to become the main pillar of your mythological argument.  
· Your discovery that the folklore about ‘Marvels’ is associated with a particular orientation in these circles. This is a most important finding and warrants a paper in its own right. 
· Your finding that superstition was still strong around these sites. Although this is not surprising it does show the role or place of these sites within their communities. Reporting this more fully would enable other researchers in other countries to see if such superstitions was an Irish expression or something that is more wide spread. I think it is wide spread but it is a question that could be asked. 
· Your finding that 65% of people view the sites as astronomical.  This is a statement about the role of popular science, or archaeoastronomy – it places in the academic  conversation a question around the changing  perception of these sites compared to, say, fifty years ago when this view could have been different. 
· Your finding that the ASC’s circles do not seem to hold memories, while other types of sites do. This is an unexpected finding what could have been considered in far greater detail.  
All of the above points are key findings of your research which would have strengthen your dissertation if you had given them greater space in your work. You could have, for example, not used valuable words reporting the history of Ireland thereby making  space for a consideration of your findings.  
The other issue with the work is that there is a tendency to just list or report literature or field work including ethnographical material. Your final chapters do attempt to group your findings into themes, which is good, but these could have been expanded.  Additionally the dissertation lacks conclusions. That is to say a summing up of each chapter at its end and more importantly a return to the research question in the final chapter with an overall summary of points with and conclusion. 
The work however has engaged in a large amount of material and has potentially revealed many interesting points about the role of these circles in their communities.  
Other comments on particular points. 
On page 18,you write

 ‘The experiences and memories of the follow-up cultures could keep the ASCs alive through rituals, reconstruction, narratives or other ways.’ 

And then give a general reference to Adrian M. Chadwick and Catriona D. Gidson. 
However, this is a key point for your research. You needed to develop this point in your chapter three which is focused on folklore. Your chapter three, however,  does not engage with this discussion, instead it is an impressive list of literature around folklore, vernacular architecture, the notion of monuments as focal points for memories and prose narrative, but without discussion or synthesis bought to help pull this literature together into themes you can apply to your research.   
Chapter four on Methodology discusses a thorough methodology which draws together an impressive collection of primary sources such as popular literature, recorded oral history, archival records all linked with ethnographical work. This breathe of sources is one of the strengths of the dissertation. Additionally your dissertation used a method employed by Tok Thompson to analyses the qualitative data, however, although this is stated in this chapter you do not present a discussion on Thompson method in terms of its strengths and weakness or even suitability for this project.  Adding to this brevity your description is difficult to understand and you seem to rely on sending the reader to your appendix to actually find the details. Recognise that with your method stated but not argued for your project is weakened. 
Chapter five is your reporting of the collected folklore but your approach to this is to begin by reporting a detailed description and orientations of the different ACS stone circles in order to establish the statistical arguments on their orientation. In this discussion, however, you have made little attempt to discuss these monuments as vernacular architecture. The chapter then moves into a brief section devoted to the archive of over a half a million pages for folklore collected from Irish children in the 1930s. This section is barely a paragraph even though the amount of material is substantial. The chapter then continues into the reporting your ethnographical work but here also you struggle to handle the material. For example, the following is your writing up of several people’s conversations with you. 
P31 thinks that people generally wonder about the ASCs, and they don’t have a fixed idea. The ASC builders were aware of the sky, so P4 thinks that the sky and the ASCs are perhaps a form of measuring particular dates for particular celebrations. For P2 it is quite clear that people came to celebrate their local deity at a specific location and that the stone circles were built later. 

Instead of simple stating ‘P31’ or ‘P4’ and so on, you needed to introduce the person by give the person’s age and gender, how many years they have lived in area, what was their connection to the stones? Only then can their opinion be placed into context. Additionally, you needed to give direct quotes from your interviews, to let your interviewees speak for themselves. You have done this is just a few places but not sufficiently.   
Chapter 6 – the Discussion
This chapter relies mainly on material given in the many appendices and presents the barest of summaries or percentages. For example, we are told that magic, as defined apparently by Thompson’s scale, makes up 30% of stories but the vernacular architecture is oriented towards Marvels (with a capital M) but it is unclear what you mean by a Marvel.  This is followed by the statement concerning ‘Remember that a scientific direction is not visible in this analysis as Thompson’s motifs don’t hold such motifs (Appendix Y).’ But without any detailed discussion of Thompson motif in the main text of the dissertation this statement is unclear.  In order to use this model you needed to give clear examples of what constituted a magic motif and how the stories that were mixed, magic and something else, were dealt with. Your graphs and brief comments imply that there are no stories that blur the boundaries, but surely this is not the case. 
Nevertheless,  the main point here is that if you have found that the folklore around the ASC stone circles and stories of ‘Marvels’ had a  tendency to be linked to a particular orientation then this is an important finding in your research. You needed to make this a feature of your work, give examples of particular ASC circles and particular stories. Such work would have made your dissertation an outstanding contribution to the field. Indeed this could be something that you work on later. 
Additionally you report that one of your interviewees talked of not wanting to intrude into the circular space out of respect for whatever the space represented. This would have been a possible important theme that you could have developed and expanded on, however, all you have done is report it. 
The reason these vital and really key findings are apparently overlooked is that you keep drifting into archaeology rather than focusing on what people believe or think. For example you write on page 65
According to P15, some people think that souterrains are near to ASCs, but according to statistical analysis this is not visible (Appendix H). According to Clinton, souterrains look to be built near settlements. So could it be that ASCs were not perceived as settlements by the souterrain builders (750 – 1250 CE). Flanagan proposes to look at a different classification of ASCs.  When using Flanagan’s classification, the eleven-stone to nineteen-stone ASCs are near to souterrains (see Appendix I). 
Here you are judging the ethnographical evidence against archaeological facts. But the issue is that the person who is P15 links these particular stone circles to the underground structures, possibly seeing them as part of the story of the stones. As this dissertation is focused on folklore and beliefs around these stone circles then this link is more important than the archaeological facts. It makes no difference whether the person is incorrect in their beliefs, it is their beliefs that are central to your research.  This using of facts to judge the validity of the interviewee’s belief is a feature of this chapter.    
[bookmark: _GoBack]This dissertation reveals the vitality of these stone circles in Ireland, for it shows that they hold a place in people’s lives. Your hard work has revealed a potential complex relationship between the stone circles and their communities but your struggle with developing any discussion and your difficulties with handling the ethnographical material have weaken the overall impact of your research. Do think about re visiting this work for some future project. 
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	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:

This is a good dissertation that tries to do something new methodologically as well as answer a very interesting question regarding folklore and prehistoric structures in Ireland.

You have a good introduction that clearly introduces your topic, as well as its context. However you should have here mentioned, already in some depth, how your approach also includes studying the megalithic structures themselves, i.e. as a material component of folklore. This idea, though innovative, will be alien to most readers and, unless properly exposed and defended early on, lends to confusion when reading the rest of your dissertation which then looks like an odd mixture of archaeological facts and foklore studies.

The Lit Review starts by locating the region thoughout its prehistoric and historic periods, which then serves to contextualize the ASCs and the studied folklore data. However, your presentation of the theories on folklore and related topics would benefit from a more critical take on the cited and referenced scholars - it is after all a review.

The Methodology chapter is good: you introduce and discuss your sources, as well as the methodologies you chose or devised and employed in their analysis. In particular, the quantitative methodology you devised to analyse your data, categorised into Thomson motifs, is ingenious and should, perhaps, be given prime of place in this chapter and be properly presented with one key example.

The first sections of your discussion chapter is where the dissertation truly shines, however it is not perfect. Your approach to combining all your primary sources is interesting, but you seem to skip over fundamental issues: like what you mean by Marvels. Nevertheless, the results that lead to figure 17 are fascinating and deserving of a much lenghtier discussion, linking back to points raised on the nature of folklore and social memory in the lit review. There are many other fascinating points, all raised by the first marker, that would also have benefitted from a lengthier discussion and inclusion in the conclusion as a series of key discoveries of this work.
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