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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This is an excellent dissertation examining fate management among modern astrologers. You have analysed the argument about fate and free will – a very active topic in contemporary astrological discourse – in great detail, including looking at how practitioners from various schools see this important area.
Your writing style is elegant and accessible, and your citations conform exactly to the Referencing Guide.
Your introduction very clearly lays out the views of ancient astrologers, both Hellenistic and Babylonian, comparing the unchangeable view of fate of many Hellenistic astrologers to the Babylonian suggestion that fate could be negotiable. You clearly set out your own position in your Reflexivity section.
The section on Fate and Astrology in the Hellenistic Era clearly lays out the views of Firmicus Maternus and Ptolemy, and contrasts this with the rather different focus of modern astrologers seeing foreknowledge as empowering one’s future self rather than controlling outcomes, and by using this in your interviews you were able to compare these two approaches.
You cite both Campion and Brady and their view that fate is not necessarily deterministic, but add an important qualifier – is fate the reason that modern astrologers engage with astrology in the first place? This is an excellent question to pose, and analysing interviews, papers, and social media posts over the last 25 years is an excellent approach and a good rationale for your research.
The section on practising astrology in the early 2000s uses research from both Phillipson and Clynes, and references Clynes’ concern that the Internet may make astrology more superficial. You develop this by suggesting that mining social media in the 2020s might suggest where astrology has become more superficial, and that may have shifted a focus away from fate.
While this is a good starting point, it does imply that you believe that the link between astrology and fate has only recently been broken, perhaps due to easy access and social media. However, the link between fate and astrology had already been broken by Dane Rudhyar back in the 1930s, and many psychological astrologers in the 1970s explicitly rejected fate. For example: Dane Rudhyar, The Astrology of Personality (Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1936, 1970), p.391 states ‘A birth-chart is the symbolic microcosmic representation of the potential fullness of the perfected microcosm. It is the "blueprint" of the complete man. It is therefore nothing but a set of potentialities; and it defines by implication everything that could possibly be found in the perfected man. Because it refers only to potentialities, it is entirely abstract. Because it is a representation formed by macrocosmic factors (planets, horizon, etc.), it is purely symbolical. It indicates nothing factual; nothing concrete; nothing precisely "fated."’
Rudhyar’s view is a theme throughout much of contemporary psychological astrology - the revival of traditional astrology did not really happen until the late 20th century, and so most astrologers honing their art prior to the 1980s were brought up with concepts of psychological astrology - so astrologers like Jeffrey Wolf Green and Steven Forrest reject the notion of fate. Even Liz Greene, who is more nuanced on the topic, discusses fate as a projection of the psyche rather than an absolute: Liz Greene, The Astrology of Fate (York Beach, Maine: Weiser, 1984), p.5 cites both Margaret Hone and Jeff Mayo and concludes: ‘These two voices are characteristic of astrology's current reaction to the problem of fate. Either fate is merely a trend, a set of possibilities, rather than something more definite, or it is indeed definite but only applies to the corporeal of 'lower' nature of man and does not contaminate his spirit.’
While Greene does go onto to challenge this view, and accepts fate to a certain extent, her summary of the current (1984) state of play in astrology does suggest that fate was not a part of all astrologers' techniques.
Had your dissertation only examined difference in attitudes between ancient and modern Hellenistic astrologers, the views of modern psychological astrologers would not have been relevant, but since you do explicitly compare various schools of astrology in your later analysis, including those from a psychological perspective, you dissertation would have been even better had you acknowledged these different approaches towards fate in astrology and cited some psychological authors in your literature review.
Your methodology section is very good, covering all the bases with sections on ethics and limitations, and justifying how you selected your respondents.
The Research Findings section summarises your results very well, and you make the important observation that most of your respondents do practise traditional astrology and are not so focused on psychological, but that despite this you found that non-Hellenistic astrologers from Esoteric and Evolutionary schools have similar beliefs to those practising Hellenistic astrology.
Your conclusion is very well written, and ties together your research findings very elegantly, and your Bibliography is perfectly written, breaking your source down into primary, secondary, and social media, and cited correctly and in alphabetical order.
Points for improvement:
This is an excellent dissertation, but a couple of observations:
1. A brief foray into the views of psychological astrologers about fate (such as Rudhyar and Greene) in the literature review would have strengthened it even further.
2. Students are welcome to use UK English or US English in essays and dissertations, but shouldn’t mix the two. In UK English, “practice” is the noun and “practise” is the verb, while in US English the norm is “practice” for both. You use the verb several times, but sometimes spell it “practicing” and sometimes “practising”. This is merely an observation to be aware of for future publications, and does not reduce your mark or detract from this dissertation.
All in all this is an excellent essay, and would be the basis for a good published article.
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	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:

This dissertation explores the uses of astrology as a vehicle of fate reflected in it use as a predictive tool based in the Hellenistic astrology tradition. It explore the practice of astrology in the 2020s as it encounters social media.
The dissertation has a clear introduction where the aim and goals of the research are clearly articulated. You then engage in a discussion on fate in the Hellenistic period and make good use of Ptolemy’s ambiguous approach to fate, as he did not want to dismiss or deny chance. Tyche, the Greek notion of chance, was considered to be able to disturb fate – a point that may have been helpful for you to consider in how people chose to manage fate, then and now. However, you do clarify that your central aim is to see if people today engage with astrology without a central focus on seeking to negotiate with their fate. 
Your method is excellent, and deciding to mine social media widened your pool, so that any filtering via your own website, etc., was eliminated, and thereby providing you with a good cross-section of current astrological use.  The four groups you identified: 1 - Pop astro opportunists, using astrology terms as hooks. 2 – Identity Seekers, generally, in the past, this term would apply to the common group of people who take up astrology in order to learn about themselves. Hence, a better term, you may wish to adopt for this group could be Astro Identities, as you define them as not wishing to learn astrology but only want to use the labels to put themselves into ‘boxes’.  Your other two groups are the traditional ones, i.e. the divided between the astrologers who do and do not engage with predictive astrology.  
Having established these four criteria, however, you only lightly use them in your discussion on your field work and into your conclusion.  It would have been useful to weave them into your different themes, showing how they varied and unpack how they used fate. 
If you are going to expand this work, then it would be useful for you to be aware of earlier attempts at defining groups within astrology.  In the 10th century, Alcabitius defined four groups of astrologers. He labelled them as the ‘complete astrologer’, one who could work directly with the sky and make the tables which the second group, the ‘craft astrologers’, could use. The third group, the ‘blind astrologers’, described uneducated individuals who knew a little but were not capable of working as astrologers. His fourth group were the astronomers. (Charles Burnett, Keiji Yamamoto, and Michio Yano, Al-Qabīsī (Alcabitius): The Introduction to Astrology, vol. 2. (London, Turin: The Warburg Institute, 2004), pp.2-6. While in the late 20th century Patrick Curry divided astrologers of the 17th  century into Lower, Middling and Higher with the Lower group being a blend of your Pop-astrologers and Identity-seeking astrologers. (Patrick Curry, Prophecy and Power:Astrology in Early Modern England (New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1989), p.118.)
 
Use of Classical material
Stoics – you mention Stoic philosophy and beliefs on page 16 and then return to the idea that astrologers adopt a Stoic approach to fate, yet you do not offer any clarity about Stoic beliefs. You needed to introduce the Stoics and their philosophy, or at least their fate-filled cosmology, earlier in your work.  Additionally, you later refer to Cicero’s rejection of the Idle Argument, which is a complex argument with Cicero’s anti-astrologer agenda behind it (not anti-fate). So if you are going to introduce Cicero on fate, you need to give a much deeper discussion – it is important to use great classical arguments with an acknowledgement of their complexity. 
Embedding your work in previous research
Your field work findings are excellent; however, they are weakened by insufficient links back to your literature review material.  For example, on page 33 you state: 
“The findings on Fate-Focused Professionals indicate that these astrologers approach fate management as a co-creative, and to some extent possibly apotropaic, act to reduce negative outcomes seen for themselves or others in the natal chart. Broader themes arising from the research confirm the literature review findings that astrology is used for spiritual engagement, as a tool for personal growth, and/or as therapy or as a coping mechanism, all in service toward mitigating or influencing further future outcomes or finding acceptance if that fails.”
You present it here as new findings, but is it?  What previous work supports these statements? Alternatively, how do your findings differ from previous research? 
While on page 34 you conclude: 
“In the absence of a religious framework for personal spiritual practices, astrology may be providing the foundations for spiritual meaning-making, which in turn supports navigating fate in terms of creating understanding for why events or outcomes occurred as well as pointing to how to confront or co-create fate in the future.”
 Given Campion's PhD in Astrology and Religion, his work needed to be referred to here. 
Your findings about how often people use astrology are good, as it shows that many of your participants make frequent use, almost at a daily level. This would have been interesting to compare with other researchers looking at astrological use in earlier generations. As you say in your conclusion, “Generally speaking, astrological practices have evolved”, but it is difficult for you to make this statement, as without looking at astrological practices from earlier generations, you are unable to tell exactly how astrology has evolved.  Astrology is culturally relative, and I think part of its shift, according to your work, is the emergence of astrology as a ‘hook’ in social media. It would have been useful for you to unpack that further. 
Nevertheless, this is a well-written and well-researched piece of work. Fate and astrology are very large topics with many variations, which can be most difficult to fully express in the limitations of the word count of a dissertation, and given that limitation, you have done well. 
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We both agreed that this was a good essay, well written and worthy of an agreed mark of a distinction, but with some areas that could have been clarified or defined.



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