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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This is an absolutely excellent piece of work. You have covered the subject very clearly, arguing your case throughout in a balanced way with excellent use of reference to primary sources, and also to other commentators, concerning whom you maintain a clearly-articulated critical perspective. Your style is direct and strikes an admirable balance – neither too conversational, nor too formal and stilted. 
In terms of the explication of your material, there is only one issue where I wished for a little more clarity. That is the question of whether Galen actually used either natal or conception charts, particularly in his practice. This issue surfaces at pp. 63 – 66. It may well be that the evidence is ambiguous and it is simply not possible to be sure; that is the impression you give. If so, it would have been good to state this more directly, since it is quite a major issue as regards the extent, and manner, of Galen’s use (or not) of astrology.
The big picture, though, is that this was the only point where I found myself wishing for a little more clarity, and given the scope of your work that counts as quite an achievement. This is a really worthwhile contribution to our knowledge of the field; well done!
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Comments:

Comments:
This is an excellent dissertation. It is well-researched, well-thought out and well-organised. You have taken an under-explored topic, concentrated on one aspect of that topic, and explored it in a thoughtful and scholarly manner. Your sections on definitions and the literature review are well-organised, easy to understand and complete. They provide a first-rate framework for your subsequent research. You also write an excellent, synthetic conclusion.

It would have been good to point out the connections between Hippocrates and Galen at the beginning of your dissertation (in your ‘Note about Sources’, you say one of the reasons for choosing them was the abundance of source material), since later in the dissertation you mention that Galen was a fan of Hippocrates, and you compare their approach. This would have been a good point to make earlier.

In the section on your response to Cooper’s position on Galen’s use of astrology, your argument is nuanced and carefully considers the context in which Galen wrote various treatises; you use the concept ‘absence of evidence is not evidence of absence’ quite effectively. Your analysis of Galen’s approach to astrology is also excellently argued and persuasive.

A couple of small criticisms: Sometimes you cite sources which appear in other’s publications, without saying ‘cited in’: e.g. in reference to the days of the moon, you cite Roscher in notes 154 and 155, as well as Heilen, but it was Heilen who first cited Roscher, and so he should be acknowledged as the source of the citation (even if you later look at and use Roscher yourself). The same applies in your citation of Olympiodorus at n. 228, where you cite Westerink; but I think you got that source from my translation of Olympiodorus’s commentary on Paul’s Introduction, p. vii – where I acknowledge that I found that citation in Barton, Ancient Astrology, p. 81. Also, you call Olympiodorus ‘Olympiodorus of Thebes’ but he is really Olympiodorus the Younger, fl. 6th cent., who wrote the Commentary on Paul.

However, in general this is a commendable piece of work, well-researched and well-argued, using a well-chosen group of primary and secondary sources. I am happy to recommend a distinction for this dissertation.
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