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A Critical Comparison of Two JSTOR Papers

Word Count: 1586
This essay critically compares and contrasts two JSTOR papers, using the search terms ‘Astrology’ and ‘Culture’. The two papers chosen are T.L. Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation.’ Review of Religious Research, vol. 20, no. 1, 1978, pp. 82–85., and Mark Graubard, “Astrology's Demise and Its Bearing on the Decline and Death of Beliefs.” Osiris, vol. 13, 1958, pp. 210–261. Importantly, each of these paper’s authors cite in their introductions that they personally do not believe that concurrent belief in astrology and another belief system (Catholicism for Brink, and science for Graubard) is possible. However, following different research methodologies, the texts render vastly different conclusions, owing primarily to the different sources they consult to construct their arguments. Over the course of this paper, it may be clear that it is paramount to consult the specific subjects of one’s analysis in order to comment on them fairly, and with validity. 
Papers in Question

Roman Catholic Girls
‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls’ by T.L. Brink is a study on the possibility for concurrent, though contradictory, beliefs in Catholic school students. The study, published in 1978, asks: does belief in Catholicism—or, attendance at a parochial school—, preclude adherence to other beliefs, focusing here on astrology and reincarnation.
 The paper, attempts an answer by surveying 227 girls at a Catholic school in Chicago.
 Suiting it’s framework, the paper notes its hypothesis at the outset. The author claims that he believes a strong statement of belief in one of astrology, reincarnation, or Catholicism would result in disbelief in both of the others.
 Brink’s assumption is based in Catholicism’s  presumption of ‘both the omnipotence of God and the free will of man, which [are] inconsistent with fate being determined by the stars.’
 Notably, Brink’s findings contradict his hypothesis; he explains upon revealing the results of his survey that ‘acceptance of one belief system was no assurance that incompatible beliefs would be rejected.’
 Following the data’s conclusion, Brink contextualizes his work in terms of preexisting studies and theories that account for the unanticipated outcome. Drawing on Wuthnow’s work on Astrology and Marginality, and psychological studies on the nature of belief (offered in this example by Rokeach, Bellah, and Freud), Brink concludes that contradictory beliefs can be concurrently held specifically in the case of Catholic school students.
 He notes that this may be the case owing to the students’ general need to found a stable outlook in the context of what Erik Erickson calls the ‘confusion and uncertainty of the developmental stage’.

Death and Disbelief

‘Astrology's Demise and Its Bearing on the Decline and Death of Beliefs’ by Mark Graubard is a rationale for what the author perceives to be the ‘death of astrology and belief’. The main function of Graubard’s analysis is to illustrate how a belief system might ‘die’ overtime in the face of scientific advancement.
 In the paper, Graubard attempts to bolster his claim by drawing on scientific and notably historic references to astrology.
 In particular, Graubard builds his argument on Edward Sherbourne’s shortened list of ‘the Most Eminent Astronomers’, adapted from Ricciolus’ Almagestum Novus.
 He also makes heavy reference to the collected works of both Galileo, and  Johannes Kepler.
 Graubard begins his study noting the decreasing references made to astrology in 15th and 16th century astronomical texts.
  Noting the decline in astrology’s mention in the studied works, Graubard concludes that astrology, ‘could not receive as much attention as [it] did in the past’ because ‘old issues […] have a way of losing their appeal.’
 He continues to explain that the shifting attitudes of enlightenment astrologers coping with new scientific developments (as heliocentrism and the novel telescope) amounted to the death or dying of astrology as a scientific framework.
 In his final analysis, Graubard uses a metaphor of a germ (science) infecting the body (historical astrology) to highlight the process through which astrology has ‘died’.
 He writes ‘that new germ [...Copernicanism] could not but weaken the faith in astrology to some extent, though at first invisibly and unconsciously.’
 His statement here is, effectively, that as scientific logic proves itself, it replaces precedent beliefs, wiping them out. 

Comparison

Similarities

The two articles examined, though ultimately different in their final analysis, illustrate a few important similarities. First, both Brink and Graubard begin their texts under similar suppositions that belief in astrology might be incompatible with contradictory frameworks of knowledge. Additionally, each of Brink and Graubard attempt to rationalize their statements on astrology from ‘scientific’ perspectives. Namely, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ depends on the formatting of the scientific method (read: ‘survey research’) for documenting its findings.
 ‘Astrology’s Demise’ does not employ the same statistical method. However, the article does assert modern science’s eventual prominence over astrology’s, in what is an objectivist argument based (however shortly) in ‘scientific truths’ and preexisting texts.
 It is also notable that each of the papers seem to rationalize belief in astrology in very similar psychological terms. Following the statistical analysis offered in ‘Inconsistency of Belief’, Frink justifies his findings against the works of psychologists who note the mind’s desire to construct its own belief system for the sake of coping.
 To a different end, Graubard notes that ‘the human mind has an extremely potent inertia and will continue in the faith to which it is attuned and adjusted’ even following the introduction of contradictory (read: scientific) information.
 The psychological basis underlying both of these rationales exposes the attempt on the part of both authors to adhere to a sort of scientific standard. Though different in their specific terms, it is clear that underlying the commentaries presented are similar attempts to adhere to logical frameworks for evaluating astrology.
Critical Differences
Despite the apparently shared fundamental presuppositions undertaken in both of these articles, there are marked differences in their conclusions. Namely, despite sharing a ‘scientific’ foundation for their arguments, Brink and Graubard’s differing methodological frameworks lead their similar assumptions to very different ends. First, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ approaches a solution to its question by conducting a survey.
 Specifically, Brink’s article, despite presenting its own hypothesis, outsources proof for its claim to those whose opinions it hopes to evaluate.
 Following that the survey subjects did not affirm his initial idea, he moves to resolve his findings within preexisting and relevant studies.
 Resultingly, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ is forced by its framework to extend to account for unexpected and contradictory viewpoints and to include them in its final analysis.
 ‘Astrology’s Demise’ however, considers historical trends in a limited sample of scientific literature, and Graubard’s own biases surrounding them in an attempt to explain astrology’s death.
 Implicit in this structure is the fact that Graubard’s conclusion is drawn without oppositional (or even modern) viewpoints considered. His position then, over the course of his text is unchanged, because his process need only consider opinions that serve and affirm his biases. This difference in research methodology then renders a distinction in what each article can claim with validity. Namely, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ sates a point to the main effect of ‘belief in astrology doesn’t always necessitate disbelief in another knowledge system’.
 This is a truth that can be confirmed both by the subjects of the study, and also the practical reality of many modern Christian astrologers.
 ‘Astrology’s Demise’ claim however: that astrology and belief in non-scientific forms will surely die in the face of scientific advancement, does not apply with equal validity. Graubard’s claim that scientific study has led to the ‘death of belief in astrology’ falls deaf on the ears of modern people who stately and intentionally still believe in astrology, despite the scientific advancements cited in Graubard’s work.
 To Graubard’s credit however, his claims might be more universal if they were qualified to suggest that astrology struggled to refashion itself under the pressure of 16th century rationalism. 
 The data he uses certainly points to the truth of astrology’s reordering, which is notably well documented by scientific and astrological minds alike.
 However, he makes no such qualification, using historical and metaphorical examples to prove a modern point: that astrology is dead. It is, unfortunately for Graubard’s thesis, a point that is easily undone following a conversation with a modern astrologer.

Conclusion
In the final analysis, the comparison between T.L. Brink’s ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation.’ and Mark Graubard’s, “Astrology's Demise and Its Bearing on the Decline and Death of Beliefs.” suggests that it is crucial when evaluating astrology and the conditions of its accompanying beliefs, that researchers actually speak to astrologers. Importantly, both articles begin under the assumption that belief in another form of knowledge could negatively impact a person’s ability to believe in astrology. Though, because ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ consults the very people that it seeks to comment on, its author cannot avoid including their contradictory perspectives once presented. Thus Brink’s conclusion suits universal application as it is considerate of his own scientific hypotheses and the reality of its contra points in equal parts. On the other hand, Graubard’s text only consults historical documents and his personal biases to make a statement about a modern phenomenon. Resultingly, his conclusion is out of step and critically unrelated to the reality that he seeks to comment on. Namely, despite Graubard’s claim, astrology is not dead. In conclusion, the difference in validity in this case rests largely in each author’s will to engage with contradictory opinions in order to comment with fairness and accuracy. The simplemindedness of lauding one’s own perspective despite the conditions of reality is here, evident. 
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