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Comments:
This is a most interesting dissertation based upon a research project which is original and innovative and explores the philosophical ramifications of astrology. It is very clearly written, very clearly structured, moves through a logical sequence in which your   research question, rationale and process is clearly set out. It contains a literature review which deals clearly with astrology, language, and research methodology. It preceded by way of interviews to establish certain conclusions about astrology. 
Your discussion, from p 52 to 63 is excellent in that you have consistently related your own findings back to the authorities, for example to Boroditsky in language and Rudhyar in astrology. 

It is a very ambitious piece of work and so, having identified undoubted strengths, let me deal with a few questions.
You set yourself several substantial research questions (as summarised on page 63).One is to examine in what senses astrology is a language. The second, as you write, was to explore whether knowledge of the language of astrology correlates to the time conceptualisations of astrologers as represented by your group of interviewees. However, in effect you have added more. As far as language theory is concerned you raise the issues of linguistic determinism and linguistic relativity (Pages 22 to 23). You then go further and look at how time is conceptualised in terms of space (pages 23 to 4). You then look at Hockett’s 13 characteristics of language (pages 30 to 31) trimmed down by Traxler to 6 (page 31 and 37 to 39.). Your problem is then the difficulty of relating such complexity to your interviewees in a dissertation of only 15,000 words. You are therefore reduced to reporting on your interviewees in sections which are as little as half a page. 
For example you have just under a page on spiral time, about a page on time as growth, a page and a quarter on time as spherical, half a page or non-astrological representation, and half a page on curvilinear three-dimensional time. Most problematic you have only half a page on time as kairos. This all adds to 7 pages, but the effect is fragmentary. In addition the reason that having half a page on kairos is problematic is that kairos itself is qualitative time. Therefore it encompasses everything you are talking about. As you write (p.12) Jung’s qualitative time was rooted in the Greek concept of kairos (I would be very sceptical of Jung;’s statement to Barbault (“Qualitative time.  This is a notion I used formerly but I have replaced it with the idea of synchronicity.”) as synchronicity in whatever sense we understand it (as in Hyde’s useful distinctions) is completely concerned with qualitative time – I wonder if something has been lost in translation). Therefore in that your dissertation concerns time, it all concerns kairos. 

The complication so far, then, is that you have tried to tackle two major topics, time and language, and then considered six kinds of time, and time and space. This is simplified into the question (p. 57)   “If I were to ask you to draw your sense of how time passes what would that drawing look like?”  However, you have still taken on a monumental task.
There are two major problematic sections:
1.Your statements on pages 37 to 39 relating Traxler’s six aspects of language to astrology reach to conclusions without any evidence or discussion. There was one reference to an online paper from the Uranian Institute and one to the NCGR curriculum and study guide. The problem here is that this section could’ve been the basis for an MA dissertation is itself. You could have probably left this section out and gone straight to your interviews. However having put it in you needed to properly reference it and provide evidence from the primary and secondary sources in astrology. 

2.Rather than a conclusion you have a summary (pp. 63-8) in which you summarise the material you presented and discussed. Concluding statements are scattered throughout. Your penultimate sentence contains a conclusion (pp. 67-8): that there are good grounds for considering astrology a language. But, given the complexity of the material presented in your literature review, how is it a language? An earlier concluding statement (p. 65) is that astrology ‘would best be categorized as a limited-application, ideographic language’.  But how does it relate to linguistic determinism and linguistic relativity, and Traxler’s six functions? 

Lastly there were two major items of secondary literature, directly relevant to the question, which you didn’t cite:
· Greene, Liz, ‘Signs, Signatures, and Symbols: the Languages of Heaven’, in Campion, Nicholas and Liz Greene (eds.), Astrologies: Plurality and Diversity, Lampeter: Sophia Centre Press, 2011, pp. 17-45.

· Campion, Nicholas, 'Is Astrology a Symbolic Language?’ Campion, Nicholas, and Liz Greene (eds), Sky and Symbol (Lampeter: Sophia Centre Press, 2013), pp. 9-46.

Also, it would have been very helpful to set out clearly the questions you asked your interviewees.

In conclusion this is a very difficult dissertation to mark. It is very ambitious, very scholarly and the literature reviews of both astrology and time theory are excellent, as is your discussion. The absence of referencing in your section on astrology and Draxler’s time functions is a serious error, and yet I am not sure that section is essential. You do not have a single conclusion, which is a serious problem, and yet your discussion is considered, thoughtful, nuanced and related to your literature review. The way in which you tackled your topic is one best suited to a PhD in its complexity and breadth. I do think that in some senses you did not reach the very high bar you set yourself. However, you still deserve a high mark
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