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	For completion by the first marker:
Comments:
This dissertation tackles a fascinating topic: what do researchers into astrology’s claims think? Scientific, usually statistical research into astrology’s claims, dates largely to the 1960s and, as the dissertation makes clear, was initially greeted with enthusiasm as opening a new route to astrology’s societal acceptance via demonstration of its objective truth. The dissertation uses the acronym SRIA for ‘statistical research into astrology’. 
The current research has taken place in a context neither this acceptance nor demonstration has occurred and there are a tiny number of active researchers. The research involved semi-structured interviews with eight researchers and the criteria for selecting them was that their work was published in Correlation, the research journal in astrology.
This research one of the few instances of quantitative researchers being subject to the rigours of qualitative research. The dissertation is very well written, clearly structured comprehensively references, benefitting from extensive use of secondary sources (in this context the secondary sources are actually also the primary sources – the original documents being studied), a clear introduction and a clear conclusion which summarises all the issues raised in the dissertation.
The academic rationale (pp. 1-2) establishes the topic’s relevance in terms of astrology’s general popularity. The background (pp. 1-2) aims (p. 4-5), process (p. 5), scope and significance.
The literature review (pp. 7-21) occupies 4500 words and covers most of the important literature, and perspectives. One absence, though, is any work by Geoffrey Dean, even though he is the most high profile of all ex-astrologer, anti-astrology, researchers. His books (eg Dean, Geoffrey and Arthur Mather, Recent Advances in Natal Astrology: A Critical Review 1900–1976 (Subiaco, Australia: Analogic, 1977) and Dean, Geoffrey, Arthur Mather, David Nias and Rudolf Smit, Tests of Astrology: A critical review of hundreds of studies (Amsterdam: AinO publications, 2016)) are difficult to obtain but you would have found work by him in Correlation. 
The literature review is helpfully divided into two parts.
The first part deals with a number of core topics including the binary distinction between judicial astrology (requiring a judgement by an astrologer) and natural astrology (depending on natural forces), and Geoffrey Cornelius’s promotion of a theory of judicial (not natural) astrology in which, as dependent on the astrologer’s judgment, it should be classified as divination and therefore not amenable to statistical research. (The point which many of Cornelius’ advocates miss is that natural astrology can be amendable to scientific investigation). 
The second part deals with issues which are problematic for SRIA such as the complexity of the birth chart/horoscope, fate and predication, sun-sign astrology, and causality in horary astrology.
You reach the justifiable conclusion, which is not widely known, that the divinatory astrologers and the sceptics agree that astrology is symbolic and subjective, although the former regard it as true and the latter as false.
In terms of the wider literature review, on p. 3, referring to the antiquity of empirical research, the Babylonian astronomical diaries are the key primary source. 
Also, om p.  3 you write  ‘In contrast, qualitative research, including, as Campion has described, “attempts to identify the human experience” has continued to be supported’. Actually, such research largely days back to 2002 when the Sophia Centre started teaching. Its trajectory is entirely different to that of SRIA even though it’s not unconnected. It is also helpful to pay attention to dates
The methodology section (pp. 22-28) documents your research process with full justification from the secondary sources, setting out your questions of which the second set were derived from the literature in the literature review. It might have been helpful here to list the questions and footnote them back to your literature review, although it also works to have them listed in your report on the interviews (but the advice on referring back to the literature review holds). Your section on the insider/outsider debate (p. 27) is well-informed and you have the confidence to challenge Curry’s dictum that it’s necessary to have an experience of astrology working. It was good practice to compensate for your outsider status by attending an astrology conference (see also p. 50 where you refer to your outsider status as a limitation).
Your findings and discussion section begins on p. 28 and occupies 4600 words. I mention this because it could have benefitted from a greater length, although I can see that you have followed the advice to devote around a third of the total word count to your findings, so this is not a criticism. What would have helped though, would have been to allocate numbers to your participants so the reader can see whether there is any relationship between different answers from the same interviewee, and to include more direct quotes rather than paraphrasing. Your concluding comments on p. 41 could be clearer. You write that ‘A new research environment has presented itself which has, as might be expected, moved on, not only from early research methodology, but also attitudes.’. I am not sure whether it is possible to say this because you are comparing different kinds of data – oral testimony now with written testimony from the 1970s-90s. The optimistic quote at the bottom of p. 40 is very much what we might have expected in the 1960s-80s. Nevertheless, you have reported and commented on your interview testimony with a clear structure and a recommended length (and please see my final comments).
The final paragraph of your concluding statement, though, is unclear. You say that he apparent mysteries of astrology are clear to its users, but your interviews are with researchers rather than users.
Your conclusion (pp, 42-50) is clearly structured with subheadings. It would be good to see some clarity as to whether there is an overall and unambiguous conclusion as to whether the researchers support SRIA. When you say SRIA is in its early stages (p. 48), it is actually 60 years since the 1960s and earlier you say it dates to the early 20th century. Your consideration of arguments over lack of mechanism, though, are well taken.
Overall, this is a substantial piece of work. Although I have made many copy-edits, it is very well written and benefits from a strong literature review and qualitative research which is clearly based in the literature review. This is good scholarship. I could wish for some greater clarity in parts, which could be settled by a copy-edit for flow. However, the extent of the literature review, the fact that your research relates directly to it and that your conclusion relates to both makes this is a very sound piece of work deserving of a distinction.

As a final word, if you would like to make this publishable, you could expand your findings section with more direct quotes from your interviews, and a copy edit of your text for flow would help.

Lastly, many congratulations on a successful conclusion to the MA.



	First Marker’s Mark: 72%
Signature: Nick Campion
	Date: 7 November 2024

	For completion by the second marker:

Comments:
This dissertation was titled, ‘The Goal and Scope of Statistical Research into Astrology as seen by Researchers’. This is an exceptional paper which investigates the statistical research into Astrology over the past seventy years. 
The paper starts with a good introduction and provides an excellent justification for the research. There is a clear structure to the paper, and the thesis flows well. The literature review is excellent and thorough, and there is a sound and appropriate methodological approach to a substantial area of work. The research details excellent primary and secondary sources, which are referenced well throughout. There is good critical engagement with both primary and secondary sources, which bridge the methodology and literature review sections very well. Data collection is also very good, with detailed analysis and good examination of the qualitative data collected. The conclusion is strong and connects well with the literature review and methodology section, making this a very interesting and original piece of work. The bibliography is excellent, and the paper is very well written overall. 
This was an exceptional piece of work, and has met the guidelines of what was required for the thesis and the subject matter has been investigated to a very high standard.
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	Agreed internal mark: 77%

Signature 1st marker: Nick Campion

Signature 2nd marker: W L Stacey-Alidina

	Date: 08/11/2024

	Comments (for completion by the internal markers which indicate how the agreed internal mark has been arrived at):

The markers discussed their varying assessments. Both agreed that the dissertation is a distinction and, after discussion, agreed on a mark of 77%



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