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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This is an excellent dissertation in many ways. It is clearly written and structured, contains a clear academic rationale, review of the secondary literature and an extensive examination of the primary sources. My comments are relatively short precisely because you have achieved your goal coherently, consistently and always with citation and support from primary or secondary sources.
 Your review of the secondary literature is comprehensive and includes both classic literature from the early phase of the modern history of astrology (Cumont and Bouche Leclerc) through to recent (Curry, Howe, Perkins, Schechner). You identify the main historiographical problems
1. Even though the modern generation of scholars (Curry) is aware that astrology didn’t die, the earlier view, that it did, remains strange.
2. Most histories deal with ‘external’ matters, usually sociological or social-historical.
Your review of the primary sources included most of what one could reasonably consult, both astronomical and astrological: it is extensive and close to comprehensive and you gently tease out the appropriate conclusions. Your suggestion that editorial quirks may be partly responsible for the development of the astrological Uranus (pp. 29, 31) is a plausible one and relates to the dominance use of the Placidus house system amongst British astrologers due to its use in Raphael’s ephemeris. You have framed the whole question in issues of reform (eg. p 54) which is good, but could perhaps be further explained, especially as you discuss the rejection of traditional astrology (p. 55). Your final sentence, that astrology is a system in perpetual development provides a suitable conclusion.

I am left with only minor questions of the kind that any editor would have when faced with an article submitted for publication. For example, 
On p 16 (and see also p. 18) it is not clear whether Harrington himself uses the term ‘natural astrology’.  
You make the distinction between science and the occult in a number of places (pp, 16, 19, for example) but you need to be cler exactly what these mean in early 19th century terms.
I am still not completely clear who first used related Uranus to revolution (see esp pp. 42-3) – have you looked at Sibly’s chart for the USA?
There are previous sources who could be referred to, such as Fludd (p. 30), Plotinus (p.23)
I can see where you placed the section in naming where did (p. 59 on) but on balance I think this needs to be raised in the introduction even if extended here. In relation to which Tarnas’s archetypal perspective needs a Platonic context.

Style points:
There is no need to identify every academic by their nationality unless it is relevant.
Your tense use varies between the past and the historic present. If you edit this them stick to the former.
You tend to use the superfluous words ‘At this point it should be noted’ – there is no need.

In summary, I hope you will consider revising your text for publication.
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Comments:

This is a really ambitious dissertation, because in order to complete it satisfactorily you needed to combine a detailed analysis of historical texts with analysis of the underlying currents and developments represented therein from sociological and philosophical perspectives. You have succeeded to a very high standard on both counts, and the result is an absolutely excellent dissertation which adds to the established understanding of how astrological concepts are established and reformed.  The fact that you have managed to present a balanced and coherent account of the entire complex story within the word-limit merits praise in itself, given the broad scope of your enquiry.

The amount of work you have put into textual research is particularly impressive. Your ability to draw on Spanish and Italian sources is of course an asset, and you refer to a good range of contemporary and near-contemporary secondary material. Most impressive however are the fruits of your research in the British Library with texts such as The Gentleman’s Magazine and The Urania. These have resulted in you breaking new ground in the area – for instance, your discovery of Corfield’s annotations in The Urania is quite a find (p. 39). Although in that particular case, I would have liked you to explain (probably in a footnote) how you know that the handwriting is that of Corfield.

The analysis you apply to the source material is well thought-out and clearly presented. I think here for example of the distinction you draw between ‘internal’ (astrological) and ‘external’ (academic) perspectives (p. 3), and between views of astrology as a ‘closed’ or ‘open’ system (p. 71). It is clear to the reader that you have thought things through for yourself, albeit with due deference and reference to the major commentators in the field such as Campion, Capp and Curry.

In conclusion, this is an exceptional piece of work. It deserves publication in an academic journal and I hope that you will pursue that option.
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