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Th e  Qu e stin g  Sc ie n tis t
P art II: Is  Astro logy  Tru e ?

By J ose Becerra,

S m ile When S piritual Beggars are called
scholars... Illum ination , XII:1

In  the fir st  pa r t  of th is ser ies, the ph ilosophica l
a n d  h is t or ica l ba ckgr ou n d, a s  well a s , t h e
psychologica l mot ives opera t ing in  the pract ice
of "debunking" were presen ted. Skept icism was
a ppr oa ch ed  a s  a n y a t t em pt  t o p r eser ve
equan imity of mind ("a t a raxia") in  the face of
uncer ta in ty. The psychologica l need to debunk
the in t angible was cor r ela t ed with  t he in it ia l
phases (den ia l and anger ) of t he gr ief process
a ccom pa n yin g pa r a digm  sh ift s  in  scien ce.
Ca u sa l in fer en ce, t h e cor n er s t on e of t h e
in t e llect u a l cr u t ch  ca lled  "t h e  s cien t ific
method, was shown to be an  a r t  r a ther  than  a
science, and the Quest  for  Tru th  was proposed
as the ca tegor ica l impera t ive of a ll scien t ist s.

In  r eact ion  t o t he ecclesia st ica l abuses of
the Middle Ages, modern  science has adopted a
posit ivist ic st a n ce a n d r eject s  t h e Qu est  for
Tr u t h  a s  t h e u lt im a t e goa l of scien t ific
endeavor . According to th is modern  distor t ion ,
a  fa ct  becom es a  fa ct  on ly if it  is  fa lsifia ble,
tha t  is, if it  is empir ica lly t est able by anyone.
If a  hypothesis cannot  be reduced to the "on" or
"off" st a tes of a  computer  ch ip, it  is considered
to be beyond the r ea lm of legit ima te scien t ific
e n d e a vor .  F u r t h e r m or e ,  t h e  im p l i ci t
a ssu m pt ion  is  t h a t  if a  h ypot h esis  does n ot
yield  t o t h is  r edu ct ion ism  a ppr oa ch , it  is
ir r elevan t  (tha t  is, it  is not  "rea l"). And if it  is
not  rea l, in  consequence, it  cannot  be t rue.

Moder n  In qu is it or s  for get  t h a t  wh a t  is
empir ica lly t est able is r ela t ive t o t he st a t e of
t echnology and to the st a t e of knowledge a t  a
given  poin t  in  t im e. Th ese  t wo fa ct or s
d e t er m in e  t h e  l im it s  of ou r  m ea n s  of
p e r cep t ion  a n d  ou r  u n d e r s t a n d in g of
appa ren t ly uncor rela t ed "fact s." Despit e these
obviou s lim it a t ion s, a  sm a ll bu t  vocifer ou s

group of scien t ist s have decla r ed a  Holy War
a ga in s t  a n yon e  in fr in gin g u p on  t h e ir
pos it ivis t ic dogm a s . In  a n  ir on ic t wis t  of
even t s , t h is  m oder n  br a n d of Zet et ics  h a s
becom e t h e r ein ca r n a t ion  of t h e spir it  of t h e
In qu is it ion , br in gin g t o a  fu ll cir cle t h e
r ela t ion sh ip bet ween  scien ce a n d r eligion  in
the h istory of humanity.

As t r ology ,  w h ich  p a r a d oxica l ly  i s
con s ider ed  by som e a s  t h e oldes t  of t h e
scien ces, h a s becom e t h e focu s of a  h ea t ed
con t rover sy a s to whether  it  is t ru ly scien t ific
or  n ot . Th e m os t  object ive a n d  ba la n ced
summary to da te of the Skept ic posit ion  on  th is
issue is provided in  the two-pa r t  essay, "Does
Ast rology Need To Be True?" by Geoffrey Dean .
Dea n  con clu des t h a t  a st r ology is  like "gu m ,
s a t is fyin g bu t  u l t im a t e ly wit h ou t  r ea l
su bs t a n ce."  To h is  cr ed it , h owever , h e
a ck n owled ges , "t h is  d oes  n ot  d en y t h e
possibilit y t ha t  some a s-yet -un test ed fea tu res
of char t  in terpreta t ion  may work, or  tha t  some
new and va lid a st rologica l t echn iques may be
discover ed... Wh a t  is  den ied is  t h e essen t ia l
t ru th  of [ser ious ast rology] as practiced  by m ost
astrologers [em ph a s is  m in e]. Th is  ca vea t
r ep r es en t s  a  m a jor  a n d  m os t  welcom e
depa r tu re from the or igina l man ifesto st a t ing
"It  is simply a  mist ake to imagine tha t  forces
exer ted  by sta r s and planet s a t  the moment  of
bir th  can  in  any way shape our  fu tu res . . . Let
us examine th is essay in  more deta il.

Dean  differen t ia t es between  the "popu la r "
a st rology of (fa irground t en t s and newspaper
colu m n s") a n d t h e "ser iou s" a s t r ology ("of
con su lt in g r oom s a n d lea r n ed jou r n a ls"; "t h e
r ea l t h in g"). Ser iou s a st r ology m a y focu s on
eit her  pr edict ion  or  psychologica l counseling.
The la t t er  emphasis, wh ich  Dean  cla ims to be
the pr edominan t  one among a st rologer s, was
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a r t icu la t ed best  by Dane Rudhyar : "I am on ly
in t er est ed in  a st r ology a s  a  m ea n s t o h elp
human  beings to give a  fu ller , r icher  mean ing
t o t h eir  lives  . . . I  see n o va lu e in  t h e
pr edict ion  of exa ct  even t s or  even  of pr ecise
character  ana lysis."

Th is  cla ss ifica t ion  pr ovided by Dea n  is
u sefu l and in  agreemen t  with  t he pr act ice of
esot er ic a st r ology. F or  in st a n ce, in  E sot er ic
Healing (p. 277) it  is sta ted, "Ast rology must  be
lift ed ou t  of t he ha nds of t hose in t er est ed in
predict ion  ast rology and placed in  the hands of
t r a in ed m a t h em a t ica l scien t is t s  a n d in  t h e
hands of those who have given  as much  t ime to
scien t ific t r a in ing a long ast rologica l lines a s is
now given  to t r a in ing a  r epu table physician , a
chemist  or  a  biologist ."

Dean  summar izes the seven  most  popu la r
a rgument s aga inst  a st rology in  genera l. I will
br iefly comment  on  each  of them.

1.   "Ast rologica l signs bea r  no r ela t ion  to
the a st ronomica l constella t ion ." Th is is simply
n ot  t r u e   beca u s e   bot h   s ign s  a n d
con st ella t ion s follow t h e sa m e sequ en ce. Bu t
even  if they did not  follow the same sequence,
t h e poin t  is  ir r eleva n t . Th er e is  n o "dir ect "
r ela t ion  bet ween  en er gy a n d m a t t er  eit h er .
Does the need for  a  t r ansformat ion  funct ion  (E
= mc2) inva lida te the theory of rela t ivity?

 2.  "Ast rology is ea r th-centered, whereas
the sola r  system is sun  cen tered." Ast rology is
most ly geocen t r ic because humanity is most ly
ea r th -cen tered In  the same way tha t  a  t h r ee-
dimensiona l per spect ive does not  inva lida t e a
t wo-dim en sion a l pr oject ion , t h e h eliocen t r ic
per spect ive does  n ot  in va lida t e geocen t r ic
a st r ology bu t  a ct u a lly a dds t o it . Aft er  t h e
heliocen t r ic fact  was est ablished, did seamen
stop using geocen t r ic a st ronomy to gu ide their
sh ips dur ing the n ight?

3. "Ast r ology is  fou n ded in  m a gic a n d
superst it ion ." So why do the ma jor  r eligions of
the wor ld include ast rologica l symbolism? Why
is Good Fr iday st ill observed a fter  the fir st  fu ll
moon  of Spr ing? What  came fir st , t he 12 signs
or  the 12 apost les?

4. "There is no known way it  cou ld work."
Th is  is  a  s t a t em en t  of ign or a n ce a n d t h e

burden  of proof lies on  physica l scien t ist s not
on  ast rologers. The same cou ld have been  sa id
about  radioact ivity and X-rays. Modern  science
has prematurely dismissed the existence of the
ether  in  space due to a  fau lty in terpreta t ion  of
t h e Mich elson -Mor ley exper im en t s. H ow ca n
suba tomic pa r t icles simu lt aneously a ffect  t he
sta te of other  suba tomic par t icles a t  a  distance
(in  viola t ion  of Bell's theorem)?

5. "Wh y t h e m om en t  of bir t h  a n d n ot
con cept ion ?" Beca u se t h e fir s t  in depen den t
brea th  is t he fir st  physica l communion  of t he
in ca r n a t in g sou l wit h  t h e et h er s  of spa ce.
Con cept ion  is  m or e r ela t ed  t o t h e gen et ic
m a keu p (“fr equ en cy r a n ge") ch osen  by t h e
inca rna t ing ego: t he momen t  of bir t h  is more
r ela t ed  t o qu a lit ies  in  t h e expr ess ion  of
con s ciou s n es s  (“fin e  t u n in g").  Do t h e
limita t ions imposed by the fr equency range in
a  radio inva lida te the fine tun ing mechanism?

6. "lf a st rology can  predict  the fu tu re, why
don 't  a s t r ologer s  r u le t h e wor ld?" Beca u se
a st r ology is  n ot  det er m in ist ic; a st r ology ca n
on ly in dica t e poss ibilit ies  m a de a ct u a l by
h u m a n  fr eewill. In  t h is  sen se, a s t r ology is
indeed un-fa lsifiable. Does the presen t  consist
on ly of wha t  is a ctua lly happen ing or  does it
a lso include what  could have happened?

7. "Resea r ch  h a s sh own  t h a t  n ewspa per
h or oscopes  a n d su n  s ign s  don 't  wor k ." So,
n ewspa per  h or oscopes a n d su n  s ign s  don 't
wor k ! Does  t h a t  d ispr ove t h e va lid it y of
ast rology?

Dea n  r eviews s t u dies  t h a t  con sis t en t ly
show tha t  subject s and a st rologer s a re unable
t o blin dly t ell r igh t  fr om  wr on g ch a r t s . In
a d d it ion , Dea n  p r es en t s  h is  own  d a t a .
Disr ega r din g t h e et h ica l st a n da r ds by wh ich
resea rcher s shou ld abide, Dean  descr ibes how
he impersona ted an  ast rologica l counselor  and
a ct u a lly deceived 22 su bject s  t o pr ove h is
poin t . H e s t a t es  "Th e su bject s  wer e led t o
believe t h a t  t h e ch a r t  in t er pr et a t ion s wer e
a u t h en t ic. In  fa ct , on ly h a lf t h e su bject s
r eceived in t erpret a t ions based on  their  actua l
ch a r t s ." Th e  r es u lt s  s h owed  t h a t  t r u e
horoscopes were as likely as fake horoscopes to
be selected by subjects as their  own.
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In  essen ce, Dea n  a t t em pt s  t o pla ce t h e
burden  of proof on  a st rologer s and cha llenges
t h e a s t r ologica l com m u n it y t o p r ove t h e
scien t ific va lidit y of t h eir  cla im s, t o "desist
fr om  m a k in g cla im s a t  va r ia n ce wit h  t h e
k n own  fa ct s ," a n d t o "la bel t h eir  pr odu ct
h on est ly so t h a t  t h e pu blic is  n ot  m isled."
"H on es t  la belin g" m ea n s  for  Dea n  t h a t
a st rologica l advice be presen ted a s poten t ia lly
ben eficia l  a n d  u s efu l  bu t  s cien t ifica lly
unproven .

I  a gr ee t h a t  a st r ologer s sh ou ld h on est ly
label t heir  product . The fact  is t ha t  a st rology,
as pract iced by the average ast rologer , has not
been  scien t ifica lly pr oven . An  in s t a n ce of
"honest  labeling" is presen ted in  the preface of
t h e book  E sot er ic Ast r ology, t elepa t h ica lly
t r a n sm it t ed by t h e Tibet a n  Ma st er  Djwhal
Khu l t o h is amanuensis Alice A. Ba iley. It  is
sta ted, "The books tha t  I have wr it t en  a re sen t
ou t  wit h  n o cla im  for  t h eir  a ccept a n ce. Th ey
may, or  may not , be cor rect , t rue and usefu l. It
is  for  you  t o a scer t a in  t h eir  t r u t h  by r igh t
pract ice and by the exercise of t he in tu it ion ."
Sh ou ld n ot  t h is  be a n  a ccept a ble s t a n da r d
"discla imer" for  a st rologica l advice provided in
selfless service by honest  a st rologer s? By the
sa m e t oken , t h e scien t ific com m u n it y sh ou ld
"desist  from making cla ims a t  va r iance with"
t h e lim it a t ion s  of t h eir  cu r r en t  r esea r ch
methods. It  is dishonest  to consider  the cur ren t
scien t ific method a s the touchstone of r ea lit y.
Dean 's discla imer  is a  good sta r t .

The acceptance tha t  ast rology has not  been
pr oven  t o t h e scien t ific com m u n it y does n ot
r u le ou t  t h e possibilit y t h a t  it  is  a  scien t ific
fact . The science of a st rology may a lr eady be
es t a blish ed  a s  a n  in du bit a ble fa ct  in  t h e
con s ciou s n es s  of s om e  m or e  a d va n ced
in dividu a l or  gr ou p of in dividu a ls. Th is m a y
not  be t he a st rology pract iced by the average
ast rologer , however . It  is impor t an t  t o r ea lize
tha t  ast rology has never  been  rea lly t ested and
m a y n ever  be fu lly t est ed em pir ica lly; on ly
ast rologer s and their  beliefs have been  t est ed
so fa r . An d t h e r esu lt s, we m u st  a gr ee wit h
Dean , a re not  encouraging. But , a re we asking
the r igh t  quest ions to the r igh t  pract it ioner s?

Induct ive in ference will never  answer  th is kind
of qu es t ion , bu t  t h e a n swer  is  cr u cia l t o
eva lua te the research  method it self.

Ast rology IS, in  t he same sense t ha t  Life
I S .  As t r ology is  t h e  a n a t om ica l  a n d
ph ys iologica l con sequ en ce of a  vit a l a n d
wh olis t ic u n iver se. Th e weigh t  of eviden ce
a va ila ble a t  t h is t ime overwhelmingly fa vor s
t h e n ot ion  t h a t  a ll pa r t s of t h e u n iver se a r e
in ter rela ted and tha t  humanity does not  live in
t h e em pt y spa ce cu r r en t ly pos t u la t ed  by
scien ce. Th e bu r den  of p r oof is  n ot  on
a st r ologer s a lon e, a s Dea n  su ggest s , bu t  on
honest  research  scien t ist s who va lue the Quest
for  Tr u t h  a bove a n d beyon d t h eir  lim it ed
per sona l exper ience, wherever  tha t  t ru th  may
lead them.

Th e r igh t  qu est ion  t o a sk  is n ot  wh et h er
ast rology is t rue or  not , bu t  how  does ast rology
wor k . Th e  fa ct  t h a t  a s t r ology r es is t s
standardiza t ion  does not  make it  less scien t ific
t h a n  t h e m oder n  scien ce of fr a ct a ls  a n d
nonlinear  dynamics.

Is Beau ty t rue? Is t he finding of mean ing
in  life a  fa lsifiable even t? Is Rea lity con t ingen t
on  scien t ific st anda rds? On ly a  t rue scien t ist ,
who has explored "the breadth , and length , and
dept h , a n d h eigh t ", ca n  h on est ly a spir e t o
a n swer  t h ese qu es t ion s . On ly t h en  wou ld
scien t ist s be in  posit ion  to approach  "the r ea l
substance."

NOW, IF  YOU ARE ASKED, "DO YOU
R E C O G N I Z E  A S T R O L O G Y ? "
AN S W E R ,   "D O  YO U  D E N Y
ME DICINE ?” IF  YOU ARE  ASKE D,
"DO YOU INSIST UPON THE LIFE OF
TH E  SP IRIT?" ANSWE R, "DO YOU
DE N Y TH E  DE VE LOP ME N T OF
MATTER?" ILLUMIN AT ION  IV:5
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