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	For completion by the first marker:

Comments:
This is an exceptional dissertation; it reads as a complete piece of academic work, virtually ready for publication. At the outset it seemed possible that your focus on the four titular texts could result in a rather narrow and isolated discussion. The opposite proved to be the case however, and it is greatly to your credit that – starting from these four texts – you have delineated and brought alive the broader milieu to which they belong, especially through your discussion of the meaning of the term ‘psychological’ and its significance in regard to astrology. Your discussion of the texts will also introduce them to Anglophone scholars who lack German, which is a significant contribution to the field.
The quality and coherence of the text shows that you must have worked through the intellectual issues, and your expression thereof, with a thoroughness and tenacity that are quite admirable. In consequence the only issues to mention are very minor. Your statement that a cited passage ‘suggests that von Ungern-Sternberg used patients’ birth charts...’ seems to stretch the implication of the cited passage; more evidence, or the application of a qualifier to your statement, is all that is needed, though. The passage concerning the same individual beginning, ‘The order in which she discussed the signs... suggests that she viewed them as depending on each other’ would also benefit from a little more explication. These are tiny issues though and the bigger picture is that they would not even merit mention here, if you had not submitted such a fine piece of work. 
It is clear that you have worked very hard on this, and your work has certainly paid off in an excellent piece of work. Well done indeed!
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	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:
This is an extraordinary piece of work which represents a real contribution to scholarship, a rare achievement for a MA student.  It is very well written, clearly structured, well introduced, benefits from a very good and coherent use of primary sources to comment on secondary sources, and secondary sources to frame your use of primary sources, and reaches a very fair conclusion based on the evidence you present. Your inclusion of the modern-postmodern dichotomy as a historical framework works well.
You have entered an area which is of crucial significance for insiders/practitioners and academics. The issues you have confronted include those relevant to 

1. for some insiders for whom the boundaries between psychological and other astrology often becomes means of asserting community and asserting authenticity
2. for some academics (especially sociologists) whose comments on astrology are often confused and ignore primary sources
3. for historians whose studies of the history of psychology hinge about its relative antiquity of modernity.

You have also directly questioned some claims and assumptions by the leading historians of modern astrology – including me, Curry and Howe – which shows a mature and confident approach. In particular you have taken Howe’s understanding of the development of psychological astrology on Germany and shown to be wanting.

You also clearly deal with two ambiguities:

1. the dual meaning of the word psychology as relating to (i) soul or psyche and therefore transcendent and separate to brain and (ii) physiology, i.e., the brain (esp. p. 35).
2. psychological astrology as relating to (i) the condition of the soul in the current incarnation and (ii) the  application of psychological types to character as described in the birth chart.

You raise an interesting methodological point on p. 17 where you raise historical texts as potential ‘interviewees’. While I say that you don’t need this, it is a statement that could stand further examination and its inclusion in no way detracts from the text. As it stands you have worked very well as a historian and your attention to the significant consequence of chronology (p. 31).
Your conclusion that (1) psychological astrology is a tautology (p. 47) and (2) a veneer over an older tradition and (3) that there was no psychologisation of astrology in the 20th c is both controversial and based on a very clear presentation of evidence.
Further questions are raised by your text which could stimulate further thought:
1. How were the German astrologers actually working with symbols?

2. Can we go deep into their work to establish how they working with astrology.

3. A further central question has emerged which is based around Jung’s influence; Jung is regarded as a major cultural  
4. Is there a relationship between early 20th c German astrology and Stoicism? (see p. 48).

5. The reference to Goethe on p. 49 could be expanded. Is there a relationship with German Idealism? 

6. Is Freud important (see reference to Libido by Von Ungern-Sternberg, p. 61)?
Your text is very well written and requires very little editing. If it becomes the basis for a publication there are quite a lot of words which are missing for reasons of better explanation (not for grammar). I also note the following minor points for any future editorial purposes.

p. 10. reference to pagan as secular should include Curry on ‘Pagan and Postmodern’

p. 19. An example from Cardano would be useful.

p. 21. ‘as above so below’ – an example from primary sources would be useful.

p. 23, l. 10. Knappich’s view of symbols as having a bio-physical function’ sounds very different to Greene.

pp. 27, 32. Use Nazi rather than NS.

p. 28 l 5. ‘analysis’ rather than ‘summary’.

pp. 27-9. Add name of author and date of publication to book titles in subheadings

p. 30, l 7. ‘immigrants’ – interesting point could be further explained.

p. 30, fn required after ‘psychotechnics’.

p. 30. Delete last sentence beginning‘The present study …’ as you are judging your own work.
p. 47, para 2, l 1. Should ‘characteristics’ be ‘claims’?

p. 54, ‘this was’ should be ‘the study of types was’.
p. 62, not ‘with Jung’s anima’, but ‘the Jungian anima’.
To summarise, then, this is a mature work which has challenged existing scholarship and in so doing made a contribution to scholarship. While its focus is on the history of astrology it could have wider relevance to the history of psychology, esotericism and modernism/postmodernism.
Congratulations.
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