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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This is a very well written and well laid out dissertation, with an excellent writing style. Your introduction lays out definitions of the terms you will be using, with good use of sources to back up the definitions you’re using relating to gender. It also lays out the structure that you will be using later in this dissertation.
Your literary review (in academia we usually call this a “literature review”, incidentally, but I think “literary review” works just as well) is excellent and very comprehensive, covering six different topics and analysing them very well. You’re also highlighting important conclusions from this analysis, such as the idea that that maleness ‘…became descriptive of wholeness, completion and all-mightiness, while female became its incomplete alternative’. The section on Sun as father and Moon as mother draws an excellent conclusion that some astrologers began to see the Sun and Moon as psychological functions rather than physical parents.
Your methodology section is very thorough, covering the very important areas of reflexivity, the impact of your own biases, the choices you make, and defining the methodological approach you will adopt and justifying these with suitable references to books on qualitative research methods. You’ve also very clearly defined your cohort, and avoided falling into the trap of parochialism by including astrologers from various parts of the world, and not relying solely on Anglophone astrologers.
The findings section is also very thorough, with an excellent analysis, covering the Sun=Father, Moon=Mother debate, and giving numerous examples from your interviewees. You have also drawn out a very interesting finding, that ‘…masculinity has been described as a trustable, evident quality and femininity as a dark, elusive one. However, when describing the Sun and the Moon, both luminaries seemed to share characteristics on both sides of the polarity. The Sun could be linked to some hard-to-grasp elusive reality, a spiritual one. And the Moon could be linked to an evident one as it was so often linked to the body.’ You have also ordered the responses in a very coherent manner – rather than just giving disjointed responses to your interviews, you have linked together the excellent point made by one of your interviewees that the Sun is more obvious because it governs retrogradation and the Moon’s cycle, and then contrasting this with the idea that in horary the Moon is more important. You have also linked the responses of your interviewees with the literature that you’d reviewed earlier, such as A8’s description of an historical process resonating with Lerner’s theory that ‘the feminine suffered a historical process in which it was subjected to the masculine.’ The point that A6 made that the Sun is about light, and so not necessarily patriarchal is another important finding, that you’ve linked to other literature about light and dark; after all, the Sun takes away power from planets traditionally seen as masculine, like Jupiter, too.
Your conclusion summarises the findings of your interviewees and you identify different approaches, again linking these to earlier literature, and suggest a way forward for future research.
In addition, your referencing is sound, and you’ve followed the style correctly in most cases, though see point 4 below.
It is hard to find fault with this dissertation – there are just a few minor points to mention, although these do not detract from an excellent dissertation, but are worth considering should you decide to publish this in the future.
Minor points:
1. Your dissertation title relates to the ideas of astrologers, plural, so should say “Astrologers’ Ideas…” not “Astrologer’s Ideas…” – a minor point, but as it’s the title of your dissertation I think it’s worth pointing out! You do correctly use “astrologers’…” in the abstract.
2. When citing Ptolemy’s Tetrabiblos, it’s a good idea to cite not just the page number of the Loeb edition, but the book and chapter too, eg Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos I.6, trans by F. E. Robins (Cambridge, MA and London: Harvard University Press, 1988), p.41.
3. I can see from the Word document that you have major headings such as “Literary review” with subheadings within it such as “Of the two natures in astrology”, “Conceptualizing gender stereotyping” and so on, but in the dissertation itself it’s not obvious that “Literary review” is a major heading rather than a subheading. It would be clearer if the subheadings had a different font or style to the major heading. This does not distract from anything in your dissertation, but may be worth considering when you publish papers in academic journals.
4. Your referencing is generally very good, but there are a couple where you’ve given a number and it’s not obvious that it’s a page number as it’s missing the “p.” – for instance, footnote 6 where you have the following, so not obvious that 81 is the page number:
Avory Faucette, ‘Fucking the Binary for social change: our radically queer agenda’, Counterpoints 437 (2014), 81.
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Comments:


The dissertation aims to explore whether the interpretation of the Sun and Moon in the current practice of astrology expresses socially shared gender biases by investigating the views of 21st century practitioners of astrology. 
The dissertation is well written, easy to read and well structured. It opens with a clear Introduction that states the aims of the essay, defines key concepts and briefly outlines the approach you will take. The background and source of the question is outlined, with comparisons to studies of gender bias in other fields. A gap in the literature concerning gender bias in astrology is identified and this forms the academic rationale.

The Literature Review examines the literature on gender bias and outlines how 21st century astrologers view gender in astrology in relation to the Sun and Moon and how they view the luminaries themselves. Each new section is introduced which makes for easy reading. Throughout the literature review the approach is analytical and logical. A good example of this is where you point out that ‘Most, if not all of the ancient astrological writings were authored by men. The lack of diversity may have the potential to give only a male’s perspective’. This analytical approach which continues throughout, is one of the strongest points in the dissertation. 

A wide range of excellent primary sources – astrological text books - are used in the Literature Review and again in the Findings. You quote a wide range of astrologers from different astrological backgrounds and different periods in history to identify themes in connection with the Sun and Moon in terms of gender that have continued over time.  You also make good use of a range of secondary sources in connection with gender bias and identify certain themes. These themes are correctly revisited in the Findings in connection with the results of the interviews. 

The Methodology section is excellent. The methodology used was semi-structured interviews and this choice is justified with reference to the literature in the Methodology chapter. The participants are outlined without their identity being betrayed and the approach to the interviews clearly described. The interview questions were listed with reference to the literature from the Literature Review. Again, the astrologers were from different parts of the world and different astrological approaches. You discuss your insider status in the research and the potential advantages and disadvantages this might bring. You honestly state your biases and your intention to bracket them, which you do successfully throughout the dissertation. 

The Findings section reviews the interviews, including your insider status. It discusses and analyses the themes that arose with reference to the sources from the Literature Review in a clear and readable way. These are backed up with quotes from the interviewees which support the conclusions and add weight to them. The Conclusions revisit the aims of the dissertation and summarise the main findings and comment on the scale of the study. 

This topic is considered controversial by some people in the world of astrology, as evidenced by the initial responses of some of your participants to your request to interview them and by some of the answers you received to your interview questions. You identify certain contradictions in the texts and in the views of the interviewees. This was potentially a difficult topic for an insider in the world of astrology and it is one that you handled extremely well. You addressed a gap in the academic literature on the study of astrology and have approached it honestly. This was a courageous undertaking and has produced an excellent dissertation that is well worthy of a distinction. 
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