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A Critical Comparison of Two JSTOR Papers
Introduction
This essay critically compares and contrasts two JSTOR papers using the search terms ‘Astrology’ and ‘Culture.’ Neither author defines these terms but according to Curry, Astrology is defined as “the set of theories and practices interpreting the positions of the heavenly bodies in terms of human and terrestrial implications.” (p.1)  And, Eagleton defines culture as “both a descriptive and evaluative term, meaning what has actually evolved as well as what ought to.” P.5 The two studies chosen for this paper are Who Looks to the Stars and Astrology and Marginality. This essay will compare and contrast these two papers via the themes of attitudes of the authors toward who is doing astrology, the chosen measures for cultural backgrounds of participants, and how they differ in approach to the issue of marginality amongst those who are interested in astrology. 
Attitude toward Astrology
This theme will contrast the differences in the attitudes of the authors toward astrology. Feher is interested in pursuing a research study in order to see how his current participants fit into the framework of previously published works.  “I took the opportunity to see how well the ideas of the aforementioned scholars fit my sample of astrology adherents.” P. 88 He remains open toward the possibility that both previous works and his newly discovered results have room in the way one thinks about those who have interest in astrology. He remains flexible in his attitude in regards to both his approach and his results. “It is possible that a continuum would best describe astrology and its constituents.” P.92 He also chooses to study a sample of people who are very interested in astrology p.89 as opposed to Wuthnow who chooses a random sample and, expects his participants to have less than serious interest in the subject. “Serious commitment to astrology, as might be expected, is much less prevalent than casual interest.” P.158 He also assumes that those who are interested in astrology are somehow disenfranchised or in a state of stress. “Implicit in our analysis thus far has been the assumption that marginal persons tend to be dissatisfied with their lot and therefore resort to astrology as a means of coping with or escaping their frustrations.” P.162 In summary, while Feher takes a more open approach to the study and results, Wuthnow seems to have a more biased attitude toward the possible explanations of why someone would be interested in astrology. 
Approach to Cultural Background 
This theme will compare and contrast how the two authors approached the issue of the cultural background of their participants. “Culture is said to be one of the two or three most complex words in the English language.” P.1 Eagleton’s paper is titled, “Versions of Culture.” Both these authors treated culture somewhat similarly but also had differences which created their own version of the cultural background of their participants. In addition, they both chose different sample populations, methods, and characteristics of culture in their studies. Wuthnow chose a sample of random participants from San Francisco in 1973. Feher chose a sample of those who attended an astrological conference in 1989. Wuthnow used interviews while Feher used surveys.  While some of the characteristics for cultural background are in both studies, there are a few that that do not overlap. Both authors look at gender, marital status, ethnicity, and education. Only Feher looks at personal income, political views, and religious identification. Only Wuthnow looks at work status and weight. Wuthnow claims an expectation that those with interest in astrology would also have some issues in their weight. While weight is not necessarily indicative of a cultural background, it can point to experiences of deprivation. On the other hand, Feher focuses on internal dispositions such as political views and religiosity. In comparing how both authors treat the subject of culture, it is clear that Feher includes a more detailed picture of his participants with the inclusion of political views, income, and religion while Wuthnow stops his demographic analysis at work status and weight. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Investigation of Marginality  
This theme will compare the way both authors are addressing potential issues of marginality in those interested in astrology. Wuthnow created an index to measure marginality where each respondent was given one point for the characteristics that he believed created a socially marginalized life experience. Wuthnow also explores two possible explanations that have been previously studied in regards to factors affecting interest in astrology. One explanation that has been posited is that young people in search of a mode of thought that is not merely rational or scientific constitute counterculture and turn to astrology to fulfil the need for a thought system that is personally meaningful. (p.157) The other explanation that Wuthnow investigates is whether or not astrology is used as a coping tool for those who are socially marginalized. In addition, he poses the question, “Does astrology function as a surrogate for more conventional forms of religion?” p.157. He both looks at past explanations and asks a new question.
Feher states that his study is exploratory and uses Wuthnows index of marginality on his own data set in order to contrast their results. P.91 He finds vastly different results in comparison to Wuthnow and suggests a continuum of marginality where “The socially marginal are likely to be involved in astrology as a leisure interest, whereas those at the other end of the continuum are actively interested.” Feher has reason to believe, based on his results, that marginality is a continuum while Wuthnow, based on his results, believes issues of marginality and non-conventionality to be the cause of interest in astrology. Feher points out that in a random sample, one might find socially marginalized people interested in astrology as a passive interest but in those who are serious about astrology, one finds active and engaged interest in a population that is socially privileged. P.92
Conclusion
This essay compared and contrasted two papers that each shared the subject matter of ‘Astrology’ and ‘Culture.’ This paper considered these two papers via the themes of attitude toward astrology, approach to cultural background, and investigation of marginality. Investigating the evidence, this essay found that the authors differed in respect to their assumptions about their participants and results, what they found to be worth exploring in terms of cultural background, and how they both explained issues of marginality in their approach and results. 
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