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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This dissertation has a promising topic but has not reached MA standard. If we look at the history of your submission, you completed part 1 in the year 2011-12 and enrolled on the Dissertation in 2012-13. Given an extension in your period of study granted due to the political situation in Greece, you did not submit a final proposal until August 2015, leaving yourself virtually no time to conduct research or complete the dissertation. Indeed, the first part of the dissertation, the only part which reaches a suitable academic standard, is at 9000 words, substantially the same as the proposal. Following this you completed the remaining 6000 words with (1) a paraphrase, with minimal comment and no real sense of why it was included, of Alice Bailey’s version of the Labours of Hercules and (2) a return to the literature review mainly using just a handful of sources (notably two primary sources - Baigent, Campion and Harvey, and Lion - and a secondary source - Georgatzas). The result is an extended literature review with no research content.
The dissertation begins with a fairly strong proposal: to examine astrology as a dynamic system, drawing on Levi-Strauss and Georgatzas. Although your writing is often very dense and unnecessarily complex, which can obscure your point, it is clear that you are raising important and critical questions about astrological claims and rhetoric. As I understand it, your key arguments are that (1) there are underlying patterns to myth and (2) knowledge of the world can only ever be partial for human beings themselves are subsumed within the world. You discuss the debates concerning the nature of esotericism, drawing for example on Versluis, and I was expecting an examination of astrology as an esoteric system, but you didn’t explore this. Your discussion of esotericism is therefore left hanging, without a reason to include it.
You define your aim on p. 11 as follows: ‘The quest for an astrology as a high-technology dynamic system is examined in close relation with what is called esoteric knowledge and in regard to the profound codes astrological myths enclose’. However, you never actually attempt this examination. Your key primary text is one of my own pieces of writing (the introduction to the 2nd edition of Mundane Astrology, 1992), published thirty-three years ago. I was therefore looking very much to your critique of this work. Another primary source you paraphrase extensively is by the Arcane School initiate, Lion. Yet, there is almost no attempt to analyse this in terms of your academic literature review. Instead the entire final section after the paraphrase of Bailey is a summary of just a few texts with almost no reference back to your literature review. 
In summary the dissertation has an important proposal and opens with a fairly substantial literature review, but there is no systematic examination of the primary sources in astrology and almost no analysis; instead it is mainly review and description. 






	First Marker’s Mark: 35%
Signature:Nick Campion
	Date: 3 November 2015

	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:

This dissertation has two major problems. Firstly, the language in which it is written is very unclear. Although your subject-matter is recondite this does not account for the lack of clear expression.  I repeatedly found that in instances where you summarise the arguments of a particular author, I needed to refer to the original text in order to find out what was being said.

The second and more fundamental problem is structural: your text is almost entirely descriptive. The arguments of a relatively small number of relevant figures are cited, but there is little or no evaluation of their positions. Alice A. Bailey is cited at considerable length, as is Bruce Lyon (n.b. not ‘Lion’ as you spell it throughout) but no analysisensues of this school of thought. This lack of original discussion means that the entire dissertation is basically a precis of your sources. This becomes particularly apparent in the section devoted to Bailey’s account of the twelve labours of Hercules. At around 6,000 words this takes up a substantial part of your dissertation, but it lacks the discussion that might have given it a coherent role in the work as a whole. Such discussion could have proceeded by evaluating your statement at p.28, beginning: ‘Bailey’s work has been greatly influential in the founding or redefining the esoteric aspects of astrology regarding the addressing of the current New Age challenge... (etc.)’.Such statements need to be tested in the light of evidence and properly evaluated rather than simply asserted.

At p.4, in your abstract, you raise the questions: 

‘Do myths, ritual, belief systems and science, have something in their original constitution that evades academic understanding, if not seen as parts of a dynamic system?  What is the purpose this systemic relation survived so much scientific scrutiny in time and  how does it evolve if examined within the astrological chart in particular?’

If you had carried through with these questions – indeed with the whole structure that you set out for the dissertation – it would have been a really interesting piece of work. As it stands however it lacks the analysis promised in the abstract.  It remains almost entirely at a descriptive level, and as such it cannot qualify for a passing mark as an MA dissertation. Which is a great shame, because your subject is potentially fascinating.
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	Comments (for completion by the internal markers which indicate how the agreed internal mark has been arrived at):
The mark disagreed by 1% so rather than give a fraction (34.5%) we rounded up.


	NB.All marks are provisional until confirmed by the final examination board.
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