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	For completion by the first marker: Chris Mitchell
Comments:
This is an excellent dissertation, very well written in a clear style, properly referenced, and with extremely good use made of a range of primary and secondary sources to back up the very through qualitative research that you have undertaken.
You have taken a sweep of history that is both broad and deep, from the Hellenistic period up to the present day, and analysed approaches taken by astrologers across this wide span in great depth.
Your introduction is well laid out, starting off by telling the reader exactly what you are planning to do and putting this in the contemporary context of what astrologers are currently saying, and then going on to define your terminology.
Your literature review was a real tour de force – it makes use of a wide range of primary and secondary sources, and drawing parallels between various philosophical outlooks. You've given a very thorough and yet broad sweep of the literature, looking at mundane astrology through the lens of different authors from Hellenistic astrology right up to the present day, and identified the continuous thread of using outer planet cycles (depending on the context of what outer planet meant at the time).
The methodology section was excellent – you’ve identified your rationale, briefly set your context within the insider/outsider debate, and thoroughly addressed the ethical issues involved. Sometimes qualitative research can be rather open-ended and vague, but not in your case – you’ve really covered all the bases here by describing how you initially conducted extensive internet research from social media and articles to see how the astrology of 2020 was being reported, and then looking at printed secondary sources to formulate your questionnaire. Questionnaires can sometimes be long and rambling things, and you recognised this right from the start, and designed a very elegant questionnaire, which is short enough to engage the respondent, but insightful enough to gather the information you need. You’ve even referenced Bell to justify why you also needed to include some open-ended question, showing that you have really engaged with understanding qualitative research. You’ve then dug much deeper by following this up with properly conducted one-to-one interviews, taking all ethical considerations into account. Using software such as Wordle and Tetra Insights to analyse qualitative data was particularly inspiring and innovative, and your methodology could be extremely useful in general for qualitative research. The final sentence in that section sums up your rigorous approach beautifully: ‘With an awareness of how bias may easily influence a research project, it was important throughout the entire process to find comprehensive sources for the literature review and the inquiry process, and to stay critical of the data along the path.’
Your findings were also very well laid out, bringing out what astrologers are saying today, specifically about cycles, and why this is useful. In addition, you made a good observation of how modern astrologers are still using cycles in a similar manner to medieval astrologers. You draw parallels between medieval concepts of shifting kingdoms and religions, and relate this to the modern-day concepts of lockdowns, financial markets and digitalisation.
Your conclusion brings all the threads together, and relates them to the very personal responses of your interviewees in a very elegant and accessible style. The bibliography is correctly divided into primary and secondary sources, and you have correctly followed the Referencing Guide throughout.
This dissertation was impeccably researched, and the work you have put into it really shows – but on top of that, it was a joy to read!
Points for improvement
Some minor points: Māshā’allāh was a Persian Jewish astrologer, not an Arabic one, although he did of course work in the “Islamicate” world (a term that can be used to cover people of all ethnicities and faiths working in the Islamic milieu). Some of your sources you say were accessed on a tablet – you don’t need to mention this provided the page numbers are correct; in the case of From Masha’allah to Kepler: Theory and Practice in Medieval and Renaissance Astrology, the page numbers for this do differ from the page numbers in the printed source; a good way round this for future academic publications if you don’t have access to the original book is to look on Google Books and search for a phrase on the page you’re quoting – it will usually find it and show you the full printed page with the correct page number. This is, however, a very minor point.
In your findings, some of your graphs are horizontal and some vertical. The information was still there, but it would look neater if they were all the same orientation. For example, Figures 7 and 8 had identical possible responses, but Figure 7 has vertical bars, while Figure 8 has horizontal bars.
On page 54 you make a statement that ‘The Great Chronocrators shifted from an earth cycle which began in 1802 to an air cycle in 2020’. This is correct, but you don’t give a reference to how you derived this 1802 date – a secondary source backing this up, or sentence saying what software you used if you’d determined this yourself – would be useful.
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Comments:

This is in many ways an excellent dissertation. It is very clearly structured and reports on a research project which is of great topical interest and was meticulously conducted.

The introduction set the scene with an initial paragraph which references contemporary media accounts on astrology. This establishes the point that the dissertation is of cultural interest end of contemporary relevance.  A literature review on pages 10 to 16 summarises the history of the use of outer planet cycles to delineate historical crises. Pages 16 to 17 bring this up to date reporting on contemporary work, establishing that these theories are current amongst astrologers.

The methodology section on pages 19 to 20 is similarly clear, identifies the major issues that arise in matters of qualitative research and is clearly referenced.

The section headed Findings on page 23 runs to page 26, documenting further  summaries of contemporary views mainly from the Internet.
The questionnaire results are then written up on pages 26 to 37, followed by summaries of the interviews on pages 37 to 47, and further discussion including questionnaire results up to page 53. Most of the questionnaire responses are predictable and equate to previous studies. This does not make them any the less valuable. The result which stood out for me was on page 35 and indicated that the majority do not think that we are entering a more positive phase of history.

This pessimism could be noted and made more prominent in your conclusion. It is an excellent move, though, to go from this to look at the Gallup Negative Experience Index. This helped contextualise the astrologers’ views and show that they conformed to the general wider pattern.

Your major research question is actually answered on page 53 where are you note that astrology is currently flourishing and therefore, as you say on page 56, that Jim Tester’s view that it died out at the end of the 17th century is disconfirmed. You refer to Karl Popper on page 56, and have substantiated his view that the prediction of the future inspires attempts to change the future.

My caveats concerning  the final dissertation are partly on writing style and partly on the structure. Saying this I am aware that I was your supervisor but ultimately there had to be a limit to the advice I could give and the final dissertation had to be your work.

First, a short paragraph at the beginning setting out your aims would have been helpful, i.e. to investigate astrologers’ responses to the pandemic via searches of current literature on the Internet as well as qualitative research using interviews and questionnaires, locate this the use of astrology to analyse history back to its origins in the Persian period, and question Tester’s and Popper’s theories.

Second, I would have had a single table tabulating the numerical responses to the questionnaires. I would also have retained pi-charts for all results.

Third, the report on your questionnaire results included large sections of literary review and context. I know that I advised you to relate your questionnaire results back to the literature but I think that you have quoted so much that the impact of your own questionnaires is diluted.

Fourth, in your general writing you tend to make sweeping statements. For example on page 7, “this concept of the Great Year may be as primordial is the Big Bang itself“. Do you mean that the concept is primordial, which is what you wrote, or that both the Great Year and the Big Bang  provide origin stories for the universe. On page 9 you wrote “astrology offers a knowledge of timekeeping, something that humans have been fascinated with since time immemorial“. Time immemorial begins rather a long time ago, so it would be better to have written, “the first millennium BC  at least” as later in your refer to the Babylonian astronomical diaries.

However, you and I discussed your issues with writing in our supervisory sessions and, firstly, I can see what a great effort you have made to overcome these issues and, secondly, these issues do not affect the substance of the dissertation, only its presentation.

Well done on an excellent piece of work which, with editing, deserves to be published on account of its topical relevance. It genuinely makes a small but original contribution to her understanding of a facet of modern culture.
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