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This dissertation explores the astrological discourse of gender and sexuality within the western tradition. 

Introduction 
The dissertation begins with a clear introduction which unpacks the notion that astrologers have historically used astrology to justify conflicting positions.  In considering the nature of astrology the paper also produces a strong argument for astrology as a cultural barometer, shifting in its use and meanings as a culture requires. Astrology, gender and sexuality are all defined and reveal that each are fluid in nature influenced by their cultural sensitivity. In that regard the dissertation posit that astrology can both uphold as well as challenge the dominant positions on gender and sexuality within any particular culture. 

This is a good section, strongly argued and clearly written drawing on a wide range of sources. 

Methodology
The research was conducted using a mixed method approach of both textual research and qualitative research. The methodology is sound as it is supported by using established practices all justified with citations. 

The Thesis Statement section presents a clear aim to the research focusing on the question of astrology supporting or challenging the social norms on gender and sexuality. The only weakness in this section is that you appear to pre-empt the results of your research work by stating that , ‘Ultimately, it is expected that the paper should reveal that astrology’s stance on gender and sexuality as it stands in the Western tradition is highly particular to the locality and social position of the astrologer practicing.’ P.16-17 

It is important not to reduce the importance of your research work by pre-empting your findings, good research must always be open to the unexpected. 
  
Part 1

The section starts with looking at the beginnings of gender in astrology from the Assyrian period. This reveals the fundamental link that astrology has with this gender, with six of the seven planets and luminaries being assigned as masculine reflecting the Assyrian view of the world. Cooley’s statement about a possible logic behind Venus being the only feminine planet, due to its inability to culminate is logical but can be challenged. As you noted Mercury was assigned both genders within the Assyrian corpus, but there is a counter argument to this Assyrian position as within the Egyptian discourse of the New Kingdom Venus is known as the One who Crosses and Mercury is closely linked to Seth, the brother of Horus and a powerful deity in his own right. This is not a criticism of your arguments but just adding this notion into your thinking. 



Your historical overview is well researched and the manner that you move toward the conclusion that it is not astrology that is dictating to culture but instead it is the astrologer’s culture framing their astrological discourse is well argued.  The only lack in this section is any commentary on the shifting gender of the Moon. Given that you argued about the dominancy of masculine planets such a gender shift in the Moon, would have been important. 

A Point on Structure:  As I have already said, your historical review is excellent, but it was unclear as to why you also wrote the Review of the Uphold and the Challenge section. These sections are fundamentally a conclusion to your historical arguments however, apart from summarising your points, you have bought in another level of detail which tends to drift into being repetitious. For example, you return to psychological astrology and quote from Liz Green which seems to repeat a point you had made earlier.  Additionally, in other places you bring in new evidence from other scholars even though you headed these sections ‘review’. If you publish this work revisiting your structure by consolidating some of your arguments would reduce this repetition and be clearer for the reader. 
Additionally at the end of Part 1 you pre-empt your research work by answering your research question – that astrology changes to match the social needs of the astrologer, whether that is a question of gender or in a future date a yet unanswered social issue. Such pre-empting of your conclusion makes your actual field work redundant. 

Part 2 – the qualitative work
You have mixed your questionnaire results with your interviews. This can work but at times you discuss a questionnaire position in such detail that it would be hard to read from a questionnaire. For example, on page 43-44 you are discussing a questionnaire result but then turn to quote an astrologer. Was this quote from your questionnaire of was it from an interview?  What was the structure of your questionnaire – it appears to be largely opened ended questions where people could write their answers. You have your questionnaire in the appendix, but you needed to introduce your questionnaire and discuss your approach to the questions, a combination of multiple choice and open ended text.  You also needed to comment on how much or how little these open-ended questions were used.  Good reporting of your field work depends on clarity on the source of your evidence. 

An example of this lack of clarity is evident when you cite that 23% of your astrologers used gender language in their astrology. You expand on this by stating ‘for most of these astrologers, their decision to use gendered language did not imply that their perspective were adherent to dominant sociocultural perceptions.’ P.44.  This generalising statement may be correct but 23% represents 11 astrologers from your data set, however, you supported your generalised claim by only cite one interview.  Reporting qualitative work is about clarity of your evidence. You can generalise about your evidence in your summary section.  In contrast, your section title Clients, is considerable clearer as you have avoided such generalisations and presented your evidence to support your claims. 

Conclusion
A note on Pronouns – when you write ‘following our investigation’ it reads academically as if there is more then one author to the research project. In qualitative work you can use the first person singular pronouns which are indeed non-gender -  I, me, my .  

It is also important not to present new evidence in your conclusion. The quote from Liz Green is good but needed to be placed in your historical section – your literature review. A conclusion should be a summary of your aim, your methodology, your findings and your conclusions based on that evidence. 


Overall, this is an excellent dissertation on astrology and gender. It is well written and clearly argued however weakened a little by points of structure and how you have approached the writing up of your qualitative work.  You have found, not to your surprise, that astrology is a part of the cultural landscape. You could have, and may want to if you publish this work, take this cultural relativism further.  What you have found is, in fact, continuing support for astrology as a cultural litmus paper. You have clearly shown that the shifts and changes in astrological discourse reveal societies’ struggles.  I hope you take this work further. 
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This is a well written dissertation exploring astrology’s role as either a voice for progressive attitudes towards gender and sexuality, or as a more conservative influence. 

Your introduction gives a good rationale for the research project and presents the argument that astrology can be both progressive and conservative depending upon interpretation.

Your methodology section gives a good justification for the use of both textual and questionnaire based research. This gives your project a distinctive flavour - with historical depth and contemporary relevance (making use of 49 surveys, which is a respectable amount), but you have not explained how you developed your survey and interview questions - have you looked at other work in this general area to formulate your questions? This is not made clear here. You could also include discussion here about why specifically questionnaires are good for investigating attitudes.

In Part 1 you present the historical portion of your dissertation, surveying changing approaches to the gender in astrology from the ancient past to the present day. This is a thorough and detailed section, but as the first marker points out, your have pre-empted your findings by presenting conclusions in your historical literature review that would go well in your concluding section. This is a very strong and very thorough section that traces historical trends and gives a solid backdrop to the later qualitative research, which gives contemporary perspetives.

You begin Part 2 with a paragraph on qualitative research methods, but this would perhaps be better placed in the methodology section, leaving this section for presentation and discussion of findings. It is also not clear here whether and when the data you are presenting is from your survey responses or from interviews. This could be clearly signposted with subheadings for each data set.

Your conclusion gives a good summary of the main points and findings from your paper.

Overall, this is a very good dissertation project, notwithstanding some issues with structure (e.g. pre-empting yourself, clearer use of headings and subheadings - the dissertation is quite difficult to navigate - for instance, it is quite hard to tell what section you are in, numbering sections, e.g. 1.1, 1.2, could help with this), and methodology (e.g. how did you develop your survey and interview questions?). Well done!
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