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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This dissertation tackles a topic which is absolutely central to contemporary cultural and epistemological debates on the nature and role of astrology, namely whether astrology contains objective truth which in itself is sufficient for astrological interpretation, or whether there are subjective elements to it which mean that astrology’s technical features constitute only a part of the wider astrological process. As the literature review makes clear, both of these positions are held in respectively by both practitioners of astrology and by external sceptical critics. 

The dissertation is structured in 5 parts: an introduction; a literature review; a methodological section; findings and discussion; and conclusion. There is a bibliography together with appendices for survey questions and interview Structure and questions.

The introduction (Pages 7 to 13) and the literature review (pages 14 -26) are effectively the same section: the introduction is a discussion of concepts of knowledge as applied to astrology with academic sources, and the literature review continues this, as an exploration of concept of knowledge and astrology, supported by academic sources.

The literature review is almost entirely based on secondary, academic, sources, with a couple of primary sources, by Geoffrey Cornelius and Dennis Elwell, that are discussions of astrology by astrologers, rather than instructional texts. This is appropriate as the purpose is to derive concepts to which the research data can then be related. The range of secondary sources covered is extensive and includes some of the key documents of research into contemporary astrology as well as some wider discussion on the nature of knowledge and divination and the western esoteric tradition.

 A number of important concepts are raised such as Hanegraff’s discussion of rejected knowledge, normative concepts, and hidden normatives as well as, Michael Polyani’s concept of ‘tacit knowledge’ as applied to astrology by Stephan Heilan,  and Egil Asprem’s notion that the inflated version of the marginalised knowledge narrative may lead to a sense of empowerment, as applied to astrology by Susannah Crockford. There is also discussion of the purpose of astrology, epitomised by Curry’s assertion that the key question of divination, is “what should I do?“(In contrast to the prevailing question of much western astrology, which is “who am I?”). The discussion moves into the ley epistemological question of whether astrology must consist of objective knowledge or can legitimately include subjective knowledge. The critiques of all these positions are set out very fairly and without adopting a position. The whole discussion is rich, erudite, well-written, clearly structured, reliant on a ride range of material and is effectively and original account of the position to date in that it uses recent sources. At 5900 words, it occupies 40% of the total.

The combined sections on a methodology (663 words) and reflexivity and the insider-outsider perspective (537 words) occupy four pages. The discussion is good but contains almost no reference to the literature either on questionnaire or interviews or the insider-outsider problem with the exception of one quote from Bryman and one from York, and five quotes from Bird’s and Clynes’ discussions of methodology or insider outsider issues. Ideally there should be some discussion of the relative strengths and weaknesses of semi-structured interviews and questionnaires in addition to the one quote from Bryman, along with consideration of the relative strengths or weaknesss of the student’s outsider status (as academic) and insider status (as astrologer).

The findings and discussion (7303 words) are set out from the bottom of page 29 to Page 51 occupying 21 pages (7303 words). It is clear that the research was carried out with integrity, and the results obtained are indicative, useful and point to results which are sometimes apparently inconsistent. The results are gathered under subheadings: Astrology and the objective (p. 32); Astrology and the subjective (p.36); Objective to subjective and back again (p. 37); The sources of astrological knowledge (p. 39); and The astrological dialogue (p. 41); and Articulating the hidden (p. 44). 

Astrology and the objective.
This section points to apparent inconsistency. For example, the overwhelming majority of practitioners agree that astrological interpretation is based on a proven tradition of knowledge, a vital word here being “proven“. However, only a minority agree that “astrology can be tested and give the same result every time” (page 33, figs 2 and 3). there is therefore an apparent paradox in astrologer’s responses: astrology can both be proven and not proven. A minority agree that astrology can be tested and give the same result every time, and that new forms of science may prove astrology.

Astrology and the subjective.
The results are equally interesting. A majority agree that astrology is based on intuitive understanding and only a small minority disagree. The figures for the statement that astrological knowledge is about more than following astrological rules show greater agreement.

Objective to subjective and back again.
This section is short and is not quite clear but there is a suggestion that technical knowledge enables imaginal or intuitive understanding. The subjective/objective relationship is revisited towards the end of the Findings section. 

The sources of astrological knowledge
The findings are interesting, reinforcing the concepts that astrological knowledge both comes from beyond the human and is created by people (figs 9 and 10, p. 39), findings which are themselves potentially inconsistent.

The sections on the astrological dialogue and articulating the hidden reinforce the conclusion that the same of astrologers believe that the technical procedures of astrology account for only a part of the astrological interpretation. The section on articulating the hidden raises the concept of ‘representational knowledge’ provided by the astrological chart leading to ‘transformational knowledge’, a notion applied to astrology by Konrad Klawikowski, drawing on Martin Holbraad. Figs 13 and 14 (p. 47) both raise the notion that astrology produces knowledge which the astrologer and client may have but of which they are unaware, which is related to tacit knowledge.

The conclusion at 586 words is very short. The concept of concatenation is raised right at the end, but could also have featured in the introduction. The conclusion could refer to concepts raised in the introduction and literature review

This is an important piece of research.

There are, though, major areas for potential improvement:
1. The findings section needs to relate more substantially to the concepts raised in the introduction and literature review. There is some reference to the appeal of rejected knowledge and tacit knowledge but there many issues which could be dealt with: does the concept of ‘articulating the hidden’ relate to ‘hidden normatives’?; does Otto’s mysterium tremendum relate to the encounter with the non-human other? This might prompt some revision of the subheadings.
2. The interview and survey data is gathered together but it could have been clearer to present the survey data first and use the interview data to expand on it.
3. The conclusion needs to consider the ways in which the findings can take forward the concepts discussed in the literature review and introduction. 
4. The methodology and reflexivity/insider-outsider sections need a discussion of the relative strengths and weaknesses of different positions. 
5. A further consideration, which is not a central part of this research question, but is raised by the research, is whether the emphasis on knowledge or experience beyond the technical interpretation of the horoscopes, would have been found prior to 1980? Is it a result of the persistent argument since c.1982-1995, promoted by Geoffrey Cornelius, that astrology can be characterised as divination. 

Summary.
The introduction/literature review section is excellent,  and the results reported in the findings section offer an important snapshot of contemporary astrology in the English-speaking world. 

Recommendation.
I recommend that some work be undertaken, as recommended above, to make this important work publishable.
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Comments:

This dissertation presents the views of contemporary astrologers about the epistemological issues facing their craft, based on responses to questionnaires and interviews. In doing so it adds detail, from lived experience, to recent academic sources on the subject by Brockbank, Klawikowski and Phillipson amongst others (all of which are cited and referred to). The dissertation builds on, but also adds significantly to, these studies.

The central issues are set out in a good, clear introduction. The quality of the author’s prose is very good throughout. The structure of the work as a whole would benefit from more attention – in particular the ‘Conclusion’ is very short  - and there are places where a more analytical and critical approach would merit an even higher mark. To illustrate both these latter points: at p.17 the distinction made by Geoffrey Dean et al. between ‘subjective astrology’ and ‘objective astrology’ is made. This dichotomy is clearly incompatible with the evidence that emerges of astrologers’ views of astrology existing somewhere between these extremes – the view of astrology as partly ‘subjective’, partly ‘objective’. It would have been good to dwell on the question of whether the assumptions that many critics apply to astrology actually exclude something essential about it, as far as the experience of practitioners is concerned.

These critical notes should be set against the fact that this is a huge subject that could easily have been discussed at much greater length. It is an achievement to have encapsulated so much within the limit of 15,000 words.

The findings are presented very clearly through many bar-graphs. The work is well-referenced; the only comment here is that more detail is occasionally needed, e.g. when citing Cornelius’s ‘The Moment of Astrology’ it would have been good to specify that the (revised) second edition is being referred to.

Overall though, this is a very good dissertation and clearly is the outcome of a lot of hard work.
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