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Introduction
Philosopher Bertrand Russell once suggested that astrologers use guesswork to read charts, and psychologists question whether astrology can describe a person’s personality as well as psychological measures. Astrologers and psychologists share similar views in assuming individuals have stable personality characteristics, and they also assume their methodologies  can measure these characteristics. However, Dave Clarke, Toos Gabriels and Joan Barnes argue personality traits used by psychologists are ‘reliable and valid’ whereas, there is little ‘statistical support’ for personality traits being assigned to astrological signs.[footnoteRef:1] This  research project will examine the beliefs and methods used by a  group of astrologers who attend an astrological lecture every month. The aim of this research is to explore who studies astrology, and whether astrologers believe the natal chart can describe personality. It will investigate  methods used by astrologers, on what  they base their interpretations, and whether  astrologers believe they are using guesswork.  In addition the areas of the natal chart astrologers  use to interpret personality, will  be compared with a psychological study by Wyman and Vyse investigating astrology.[footnoteRef:2] The conclusion of the current study is that psychologists and astrologers are interpreting the natal charts in different ways.  Astrologers do believe they can describe personality, and do not believe they rely on guesswork. Moreover, astrologers believe what they do is an art and a skill which requires a comprehensive knowledge of the subject, and continually improves with experience.  If  astrologers are using guesswork, then they don’t know their subject.   [1:  Dave Clarke, Toos Gabriels, and Joan Barnes, ‘Astrological Signs as Determinants of Extroversion and
   Emotionality: An empirical Study’, The Journal of Psychology, 130.2, (1996), 131-139, (p.131-132).]  [2:  Alyssa Jayne Wyman and Stuart Vyse, ‘Science Versus the Stars: A Double-Blind Test of the Validity of the
  Neo Five-Factor Inventory and Computer-Generated Astrological Natal Charts, The Journal of
  General Psychology, 135.3, (2008), (p. 287).
] 


Literature Review
An astrological natal chart is calculated using the time, date, and place of birth. The chart contains the location of the Sun, Moon, and planets in zodiac signs. Astrologers interpret the sign, placement, and the mathematical relationships between the planets, called aspects. Astrologers have used   this methodology to calculate a natal chart, for centuries. Claudius Ptolemy (ca.90 – ca.168) stated astrology can ‘provide prognostication concerning the destiny and disposition of every human being’.[footnoteRef:3] The methods used by astrologers are  routinely questioned, and in 1932 philosopher Bertrand Russell questioned whether astrologers ‘believe themselves in the sciences that they profess’, and   suggested  ‘even if they  are aware that their own performances are largely guesswork and inferences from information obtained otherwise’,  they probably think  other astrologers have moved on from  ‘these inferior methods’.[footnoteRef:4]   In contrast from an astrologer’s point of view, Charles Jayne has stated ‘the interpretation of a natal horoscope is an art that requires considerable skill. To interpret that horoscope as it moves and  unfolds through time calls for even more skill’.[footnoteRef:5] Even though astrologers believe what they do is skilful, astrology is looked on negatively across many academic fields such as astronomy, science, psychology and even economics. Renowned economist, John Kenneth Galbraith once stated  ‘the only function of economic forecasting is to make astrology look respectable’.[footnoteRef:6] [3:  Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, ed. J.M. Ashmand (Mokelumne Hill CA: Health Research, 1969), p. 6.]  [4:  Bertrand Russell, ‘On Astrologers’, Hearst Newspaper, 28 September 1932,
  http://www.personal.kent.edu/~rmuhamma/Philosophy/RBwritings/HearstColumns/onAstrologer.htm,
  [accessed March 10, 2019].  ]  [5:  Charles A. Jayne, ‘Foreword’, in Robert Hand, Planets in Transit: Life Cycles for Living, (Rockport: Para 
    Research Inc., 1981), p. xi.]  [6:  John Kenneth Galbraith, ‘Brainy Quotes’ https://www.brainyquote.com/search_results?q=astrology+john+
   kenneth+galbraith, [accessed  May 1, 2019]. ] 


Who studies astrology?
Researchers have tried to determine the type of person who is attracted to astrology. Sceptic and paranormal investigator James Randi has stated astrology is a pseudo-science, and despite their ‘education and intelligence’ people still believe in astrology.[footnoteRef:7]  Robert  Wuthnow’s research in the San Francisco Bay Area of USA, found  those interested in astrology were socially marginal, and likely to have a grade school education.[footnoteRef:8] However, Shoshanah Feher  found  astrologers at the 1989 United Astrologers’ Congress in New  [7:  James Randi, ‘Why Astrology Is Not Science’, in Universe, Tenth Edition, Roger A. Freedman, Robert
   A. Freedman, Robert M. Geller, William J. Kaufmann III, (New York: W. H. Freeman and Company, 
   2014),  p. 45.]  [8:  Robert Wuthnow, ‘Astrology and Marginality’, Journal of the Scientific Study of Religion, 15.2, (1976)
    157-168, (p. 167). ] 

Orleans, (UAC),  were highly educated, with 93% having some college education, and suggested astrologers of professional status would be less likely to be socially marginalised.[footnoteRef:9] [9:  Shoshanah Feher, ‘Who Looks at the Stars? Astrology  and Its Constituency’, Journal for the Scientific
    Study of Religion, 13.1, (1992), 88-93, (p.89).] 


Research has found women are  more interested in astrology. Martin Bauer and John Durant investigated a number of variables such as education, religion, and social class, and found the  most important variable for belief in astrology was gender. Women were more likely to be believers at 77%, while men were more likely to be sceptics.[footnoteRef:10]    [10:  Martin Bauer and John Durant, ‘Belief in Astrology: a social-psychological analysis’, Culture and Cosmos,
   ………… p. 68.] 


Psychologists and astrologers believe similar things
Wyman and Vyse have suggested astrologers and psychologists  share similar views in that they assume people have stable personality characteristics that ‘ to varying degrees determine their behaviour’; moreover that they also assume the instruments they have developed  ‘can measure these traits’.[footnoteRef:11] Wyman and Vyse argued  psychologists have suggested the source of personality is determined by genetic profile at the time of conception,  whereas astrologers believe personality is determined at the time of birth and relates  to the ‘arrangement of planets’ and  ‘relative locations of various celestial objects’.[footnoteRef:12]   [11:  Wyman and  Vyse, ‘Science Versus the Stars’, p. 287.]  [12:  Wyman and Vyse, ‘Science Versus the Stars’, p. 288.] 


Around the beginning of the twentieth century astrology began to move in a new direction. Deborah  Houlding has argued Alan Leo pushed hard to develop a new vision of astrology after he was fined in 1917 for what the court deemed to be “pretending and professing to tell fortunes”.[footnoteRef:13] Leo encouraged concentration on the inner character of the person rather than the predictive style of  horary astrology, popular with clients who did not know their birth time.[footnoteRef:14] Robert  Hand has stated the view of astrology as a  ‘fortune-telling system’  is now outdated.[footnoteRef:15]  Nicholas Campion has suggested by the 1930s astrology was being merged with depth psychology, influenced by the work of psychologist Carl Jung to create a psychological astrology based on personality. According to  Roy Willis and Patrick Curry,  psychological astrology is now ‘the dominant kind of astrology among contemporary practitioners’.[footnoteRef:16] However, despite the integration of astrology with Jungian and other depth psychologies to fashion a psychologically  based astrology, mainstream psychology still regards astrology as pseudo-science.  [13:  Deborah Houlding, ‘Prediction, Providence and the Power of the ‘Self’ in Horary’, 
    http://www.skyscript.co.uk/horary_prediction.html , [accessed May 1, 2019]. ]  [14:  Nicholas Campion, A History of Western Astrology, Vol II, (London: Bloomsbury Publishing Plc, 
   2013), p. 233; Julia and Derek Parker Parkers’ Astrology, (London: Dorling Kindersley, 2009), p. 166.]  [15:  Robert Hand, Planets in Transit: Life Cycles for Living, (Rockport: Para Research Inc, 1976), p. 3.]  [16:  Nicholas Campion, ‘Prophecy, Cosmology and the New Age Movement. The Extent and Nature of 
    Contemporary Belief in Astrology’, PhD, Bath Spa University College, Bath,  p. 5; Roy Willis and Patrick 
    Curry, Astrology, Science and Culture: Pulling Down the Moon, , (New York: Berg, Oxford International
    Publishers Ltd, 2004), p.73.] 


Psychology is valid, astrology is not
Dave Clarke, Toos Gabriels and Joan Barnes have argued that personality traits measured by psychologists are based on ‘reliable and valid psychological tests’, whereas with astrology ‘no explanation is given for why particular signs are associated with particular descriptions or how the descriptions are derived’; moreover  there is little statistical support to relate personality traits to astrological signs.[footnoteRef:17] However, psychologist Ralph Metzer was of the view  astrological signs, houses and planetary aspects were  better adapted to understanding the differences in human nature than psychological assessments based on ‘traits, motives, needs, factors or scales’.[footnoteRef:18] Astrology had a distinct advantage when analysing personality as it was  ‘free of response bias of any sort’.[footnoteRef:19] [17:  Dave Clarke, Toos Gabriels, and Joan Barnes, ‘Astrological Signs as Determinants of Extroversion and
   Emotionality: An Emperical Study’, The Journal of Psychology, 130.2, (1996), 131-139, (p. 131-132).]  [18:  Ralph Metzner, as cited in Stephen Aroyo,  Astrology, Psychology and the Four Elements: An Energy
    Approach, (Sebastopol, CA: CRCS Publications, 1978), p. 34-35,   
    https://www.scribd.com/doc/129439231/Stephen-Arroyo-Astrology-Psycholog-and-the-Four-Elements,
    [accessed April 29, 2019].  ]  [19:  Ralph Metzner, as cited in Stephen Aroyo, Astrology, Psychology and the Four Elements: An Energy 
    Approach, p. 34-35.] 


Darrelyn Gunzburg investigated how astrologers read charts. She found astrologers prepared a natal chart  based on technique, and explained how astrologers looked for patterns such as 
T-squares, yods, and  planets on angles.[footnoteRef:20] The astrologers explained how patterns would leap out and grab them, or ‘popped out’ from the chart.[footnoteRef:21] Gunzburg described this as a kinaesthetic response to the chart where information was ‘processed using feelings and physical bodily reactions.[footnoteRef:22] Gunzburg suggested reading a chart was similar to the creative process used by an artist and  ‘years of training taught astrologers to think in charts’ just as the artist thinks ‘in portraits’.[footnoteRef:23] [20:  Darrelyn Gunzburg, ‘How Do Astrologers Read Charts?’ in Campion, N. & Greene, L. 
    (eds.)  Astrologies: Plurality and Diversity, University of Wales, Trinity Saint David, Lampeter, UK, 
    Sophia Centre Press, pp. 183-201 (p. 188-194). ]  [21:  Darrelyn Gunzburg, ‘How Do Astrologers Read Charts?’,  p. 188-190.]  [22:  Darrelyn Gunzburg, ‘How do Astrologers Read Charts’,  p.188.]  [23:  Darrelyn Gunzburg, ‘How Do Astrologers Read Charts’, p. 194.] 


Astrology and psychology  have been compared with mixed results.  Wyman and Vyse asked participants to identify their correct personality profile from four options; two bogus profiles, their real psychological profile calculated using a psychological measure, and an astrological profile generated by the astrological computer program Solar Fire.  All planetary aspect descriptions were removed from the astrological profile. This was done to ensure the length of all four profiles were similar. Participants chose the psychological profile as the  best description of their personality.[footnoteRef:24] Wyman and Vyse  concluded astrological personality descriptions  lacked validity, but stated the astrological computer profiles were complex and may have added to their poor results.[footnoteRef:25] [24:  Wyman and Vyse, ‘Science Versus the Stars’, p. 292.]  [25:  Wyman and Vyse, ‘Science Versus the Stars’, p. 299.] 


How Do Astrologers Describe Astrology?
Nicholas Campion investigated whether astrologers today held ‘New Age’ definitions of astrology in comparison to definitions such as religion, science and a means of predicting the future, which he considered to be ‘old age’ descriptions. His research found 66% of his sample at a UK astrology conference described astrology as ‘a path to spiritual growth’, 64.8% stated ‘a psychological tool’ and 57.8% stated ‘a form of counselling’. A similar result was found  at an astrology conference in  USA ,  65.5% stated ‘a form of counselling’, 60.5% chose ‘a psychological tool’ and 57.9% chose ‘a healing art’.  Campion has suggested these descriptions are the legacy of Alan Leo and Dane Rudhyar and their efforts to see astrology viewed in a positive light.[footnoteRef:26] [26:  Nicholas Campion, ‘Prophecy, Cosmology and the New Age Movement’, p. 244.] 


This research project will investigate if astrologers believe they can interpret personality from a natal chart, and  if they consider interpreting a natal chart requires skill. It will also investigate the knowledge level of  astrologers, and compare their interpretation methods to those used by psychologists to investigate astrology. Finally it will investigate if astrologers believe they use guesswork to interpret a chart.

Methodology
The participants in this study were attendees at a monthly meeting of The Astrology Association of  NSW  Inc.,   held on Saturday  13th April,  2019,  in Drummoyne, NSW, Australia. Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey  have stated that the purpose of qualitative research is to ‘understand or explain behaviour and beliefs’, within the ‘context of people’s experiences’.[footnoteRef:27]   To gain this understanding they suggested that only a few participants would be required when working with the tools of in-depth interviews,  as in-depth interviews provided a deep insight into experiences.[footnoteRef:28]  However, Judith Bell has suggested a mixed methods approach of  using questionnaires with interviews. This approach provided  an overview via the questionnaire,  and  in-depth opinions via the interviews.[footnoteRef:29]    Therefore a mixed methods approach was used for this project. [27:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods, (London: Sage Publications
    Ltd., 2015), p. 17.]  [28:  Hennink, Hutter and Bailey, Qualitative Research, p. 17.]  [29:  Judith Bell,  Doing your Research Project: A guide for first-time researchers in education, health
    and social science,  (Maidenhead: McGraw Hill, Open University Press, 2010), p. 212-214, 233.] 


A questionnaire was  constructed consisting of  34 questions to investigate participants’ beliefs on whether an astrological natal chart could indicate personality, and to see if astrologers interpreted the same area of the natal chart to determine personality, as that described in research conducted by  Wyman and Vyse.[footnoteRef:30] The questionnaire also investigated the level of education and astrological training,  and  methods  used by astrologers.  As suggested by Judith Bell and Stephen Waters, the questionnaire began with straightforward easy to complete questions such as age, gender, and then progressed to more specific questions about astrology .[footnoteRef:31]  A 5-point Likert scale was used  ranging from  1 (strongly disagree)  to 5 (strongly agree), to obtain the strength of  agreement relating to 14 statements about astrology and personality; for example: ‘The Sun sign alone determines a person’s personality’. [30:  Wyman and Vyse, ‘Science Versus the Stars’, p. 291.]  [31:  Judith Bell with Stephen Waters, Doing Your Research Project: A Guide For First-Time Researchers, 6th ed, 
  (Maidenhead:  McGraw Hill Education, 2014 [1987]),   p. 136.] 


Reflexivity was considered when collecting the data and during interpretation. I was  mindful that this is not what I believe, but what this group of astrologers believe. I have studied astrology and  reflected on my position as an insider since I attend the meetings regularly. However, I have a degree in psychology, and could also be considered  an insider with an understanding of the strict interpretation of data based on statistics used by psychologists.  

At the March meeting I advised the group  I was conducting a research project, and would distribute questionnaires at the April meeting. I was approached by several astrologers at the meeting stating they would like to participate further in the research project. I chose two astrologers whom  I knew were well qualified, and two other professionals who were also teachers.  I conducted four one-on-one-in-depth-interviews to gain a deeper understanding of their methods. The questionnaire was designed to take approximately 15 minutes to complete.  On the day of the meeting, the questionnaires were placed on all the seats while the committee members set-up the room prior to the meeting.
 

In total 21 questionnaires were returned, however, one participant was removed from the data set as they had not completed all questions related to personality which made it difficult to compare answers between questions.  When quoting percentages, both ‘Agree’ and ‘Strongly Agree’ will be added together and ‘Disagree’ and ‘Strongly Disagree’ will be added together.

Findings/Discussion to Questionnaire
Questions 1 - 9
Of the 20 participants used in the study, 3 were males and 17 females, where females represented 85% of the sample. Although a small group, this result was higher than the 77% recorded by Bauer and Durant, and  as in their study, gender has been  an important variable for interest in astrology.[footnoteRef:32]    [32:  Martin Bauer and John Durant, ‘Belief in Astrology: a social-psychological analysis’, Culture and Cosmos,
   ………… p. 68.] 


Participants were aged  between 38 to 88, with  a mean age of 61.4 years. Their years of  interest in astrology  ranged between 4 to 79 years, with a mean of 36.7 years. Sixteen  had completed 12 years of high school, 2 completed 10 years, and the remaining 2 had professional training. Ten had degrees of which 3 were post graduate degrees. This result echoes the view of Randi that educated people are interested in astrology.[footnoteRef:33] A direct comparison cannot be made with Feher’s research which did not list graduate degrees, only that 93% had some college education.[footnoteRef:34] However, this study does not replicate Wuthnow’s  results as most participants have higher than grade school education.[footnoteRef:35] [33:  James Randhi, ‘Why Astrology is Not Science’, p. 45]  [34:  Shoshanah Feher, ‘Who Looks at the Stars’, p. 89.]  [35:  Robert Wuthnow, ‘Astrology and Marginality’,  p. 167.] 


Questions 7, 15, 16, 17, 20 and 27 investigated if astrologers had sound  astrological knowledge and how much time was spent preparing a chart for a client.
Question 7   asked if the participant had an astrological qualification to ascertain the level of astrological knowledge. Results found 15 (75%) had studied and gained a qualification. Only 6  (30%) stated they were professional astrologers; 5 (25%) part-time and 1  (5%) full-time. Only 1 professional astrologer stated they had no astrological qualification, however, this male had a PhD. The remaining 14 (70%) participants stated they were students or interested in astrology as a hobby. Therefore, I considered participants had a sufficient  understanding of astrology and terminology to understand the questions.

Question 15 revealed 10 (50%) participants spent approximately 2.7 hours preparing a chart. Four (20%) spent 3 days to a week, and 6 stated they did not do readings. In addition, Question 17 revealed 14 (70%) conducted research and 6 (30%) did not.  All 6  professional astrologers stated they did research to further their knowledge.

Question 16 was asked to see if professional astrologers would use a computer generated chart interpretation report for a client. Of the 6 professional astrologers, 5 (83.3%) stated No, and 1 (16.7%) stated Yes.   Of the remaining 14 who stated their interest was as a student or a hobbyist, 10 (71.4%) stated Yes, and 4 (28.6%) stated No.  The use of computer generated reports will be discussed further in the interview section.

Questions 20 and 27
The wording of question 20 was based on a statement by Charles Jayne, that interpreting a natal chart requires considerable skill.[footnoteRef:36] The wording of question 27 was based on the view of Bertrand Russell that astrologers use guesswork.[footnoteRef:37] [36:  Charles A. Jayne, ‘Foreword’, in Robert Hand, Planets in Transit: Life Cycles for Living, p. xi.]  [37:  Bertrand Russell, ‘On Astrologers’, Hearst Newspaper, 28 September 1932.] 
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	Strongly
Disagree

1
	Disagree


2
	Neither
Agree or 
Disagree
3
	Agree


4
	Strongly
Agree

5

	Q20
	The interpretation of a natal
horoscope is an art that requires
considerable skill.
	
Nil
	
Nil
	
Nil
	
5
	
15

	Q27
	Much of what astrologers do 
is guesswork.
	10
	8
	Nil
	1
	1



Table 1.   Results for guesswork and chart interpretation.

Results found 20 (100%) of the astrologers agreed with Jayne interpreting a natal chart is an art that requires skill. This was the only question in the study where all participants were in agreement.  Question 27 found 18 (90%) disagreed with Bertrand Russell that astrologers used guesswork. These two questions gained the strongest responses of all questions using the Likert scale. Both questions did not return a response of Neither Agree/ Neither Disagree. The 6 professional astrologers did not agree that astrologers used guesswork.

The results for questions on guesswork found 75% of the group had studied and gained a qualification in astrology, and they spent a minimum of  2.7 hours preparing a chart. No conclusion can be drawn  as to whether these astrologers use guesswork, however, they all agree it is an art and a skill to interpret a natal chart.


Personality
The questions on personality were based on statements by Wyman and Vyse that astrologers calculated natal charts using date, time and place of birth  to determine personality, and psychologists believe personality is determined by genetic profile at conception.[footnoteRef:38]  [38:  Wyman and Vyse, ‘Science Versus the Stars’, p. 288.] 
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	Q19
	The Sun sign alone determines a person’s personality.
	8
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	Q21
	Planetary aspects are needed
to interpret personality.
	Nil
	1
5%
	4
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	6
30%

	Q22
	An astrological natal chart calculated using date, time and place of birth can be used to determine one’s personality
	Nil
	Nil
	5
25%
	9
45%
	6
30%

	Q24
	Personality is determined by genetic profile which is fixed at the moment of conception.
	2
10%
	6
30%
	8
40%
	2
10%
	2
10%

	Q28
	The view of astrology as a fortune-telling system is an outdated view of astrology.
	3
15%
	1
5%
	1
5%
	6
30%
	9
45%



Table 2.   Results for theories on how  personality is determined.

Question 21 confirmed date, time and place were needed with  15(75%) of the astrologers in agreement.
Question 24 found only 4 (20%)  astrologers were in agreement with genetic profile at conception, 8 (40%) were undecided and 8 (40%) disagreed. 

Astrologers have used date, time and place of birth for centuries to calculate natal charts, being the basis of the practice and used by Ptolemy.[footnoteRef:39] It would be expected astrologers agree date, time and place of birth determine personality rather than time of conception. [39:  Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, p. 6.] 


Question 28  revealed 15 (75%) were in agreement with view of Robert Hand that astrology is no longer regarded as fortune-telling, although 4 (20%) were still in agreement. 

Questions 19 and 21 asked what part of the chart was needed to interpret personality (see  Table 2). Results indicated 17 (85%) considered the Sun sign alone did not determine personality, and 15 (75%) agreed the aspects were needed to determine personality. 

Personality was further investigated in  Question 32 where astrologers were asked to write in their own words what part of the natal chart indicated personality.  Their responses were run through a word cloud  programme and displayed in  Figure 1.[footnoteRef:40] [40:  Word Cloud Technologies Inc, www.wordcloud.com, [accessed April 21, 2019].] 

[image: C:\Users\Camille\Pictures\Word Cloud HPCA7002 best version.png]
Figure 1  The word cloud displays highest frequency of words used  by participants for
                 location of personality in natal chart.

The word cloud revealed the following most frequent usage of words: Chart = 10, 
Sun = 10, Moon = 9, Ascendant = 9, Aspects = 9, ‘Whole’ as in whole chart = 8, and Planets = 7.   In the words of astrologers, personality was more than just the Sun sign, they considered aspects were necessary to interpret the personality. This finding  is confirmation of the results of questions 19 and 21.

Wyman and Vyse used personality profiles generated by Solar Fire, and deleted all the planetary aspect interpretations from the profiles given to participants, resulting in a poor performance by astrological profiles.[footnoteRef:41]  Although the current study is small the results show astrologers take a more comprehensive view of the natal chart, and include planetary aspects in determining personality.[footnoteRef:42] [41:  Wyman and Vyse, ‘Science Versus the Stars’, p. 291.]  [42:  Wyman and Vyse, ‘Science Versus the Stars’, p. 298.] 


Questions 33 asked astrologers how they would describe astrology, for example as ‘a 
 psychological tool’, ‘science’, or ‘religion’. The question was based on Campion’s study and added an additional  option of pseudo-science.[footnoteRef:43] Participants were able to select as many options as they wanted to describe astrology.  Figure 2 shows the responses. [43:  Nicholas ‘Campion, ‘Prophecy, Cosmology and the New Age Movement’, p. 243.] 







Figure 2. Lists the number of times each description was chosen out of 20 participants.

The results of Figure 2 show astrologers chose more frequently ‘a path to spiritual growth’, ‘a form of counselling’, ‘a healing art’,  and ‘a psychological tool’. Not one participant selected ‘religion’. One participant ticked every option, except ‘religion’. These results are similar to Campion’s findings with ‘New Age’ descriptions gaining the highest responses, which Campion states is  the legacy of Alan Leo and Dane Rudhyar . [footnoteRef:44] ‘A psychological tool’ also received a high response, echoing Willis and Curry, that psychological astrology is popular.[footnoteRef:45] [44:  Nicholas Campion, ‘Prophecy, Cosmology and the New Age Movement’,  p. 244.]  [45:  Roy Willis and Patrick Curry, Astrology, Science and Culture, p. 73.] 


A weakness of this current study is it only included one question where astrologers could express how they felt about astrology in words. Question 32 provided valuable information that could not be obtained using the Likert scale, and Yes/No responses.  Furthermore, participants wrote all over the questionnaire when their views were not available as possible responses in the questionnaire.  This indicated they wanted to explain their beliefs.

Interviews
I conducted interviews with four astrologers over two weekends on 6th,  7th  and 20th April.  As suggested by Hennink, Hutter and Bailey to ensure the interviewee could respond freely I asked open-ended questions to avoid yes/no responses.[footnoteRef:46] Three interviews were in cafes and one was in the astrologer’s home.  [46:  Hennink, Hutter and Bailey, Qualitative Researach Methods, p. 147.] 


The  astrologers consulted with clients face-to-face, by telephone and skype. Mary is a writer of articles on astrology and pop culture icons. She has been practicing astrology since 1989.  Bob is an author and broadcaster, and has been practicing astrology since 1991.  I met Betty in 1982 when I began studying astrology.  She is a freelance writer, astrology teacher and consultant.  John is a writer,  teacher of  astrology, and began consulting in 1987.

Early in the interviews the astrologers described how they interpreted a natal chart. Mary stated’ I begin with  the ascendant  and the chart ruler to see how dominant the ruler is; how it is placed and aspects to it  […] I look for patterns’.  Bob said he did not have a set method in reading a chart, and stated ‘something will jump out at me […] particularly if that person has indicated that there is some kind of issue in an area of their life’. 

Betty  said she prepared for the reading depending on what the client had requested, ‘if it is a  reading to understand themselves, I do have a routine, although I am acutely aware of any stand outs’. John said he had a methodical approach where he colour coded  lines he drew between aspects  stating ‘I am acknowledging each aspect, and  when you look at the chart, the configurations just jump off the page, it makes me mindful of the chart’.  The explanations of chart preparation are similar to Gunzburg’s  findings where astrologers prepared a chart  ‘based on technique and pattern seeking’.[footnoteRef:47] The descriptions of elements  ‘jumping out’ echo words of  astrologers quoted by Gunzburg, and she describes this response  as  kinaesthetic, based on ‘feelings and physical bodily reactions’.[footnoteRef:48] [47:  Darrelyn Gunzburg, ‘How Do Astrologers Read Charts?’,  p.188-194.]  [48:  Darrelyn Gunzburg, ‘How Do Astrologers Read Charts?’, p. 188.] 


The astrologers  explained how they interpreted charts.  Mary stated it was a ‘combination of what I have been taught,  reading in textbooks and my own experience of astrology through transits’. Bob stated it was a ‘combination of experience and research, and a bit of intuition thrown in as well’. Betty echoed the thoughts of Bob. John stated ‘what I learned initially and different books that I have read and lectures I have gone to, and listening to the good astrologers’.

When asked if they use guesswork, I was startled by Mary’s answer:
   	No way. You have got to be joking. It is not.  I am sorry, I don’t know how to answer 
    	that question. If somebody is bluffing or making it up, you know […] the patterns
   	are everywhere in the chart’.
Bob’s  answer was short and to the point ‘not a good astrologer, no. Astrologers might, but not good ones’.  John elaborated further:
	‘I can’t say for everybody, it depends on how experienced people are.  I don’t use 
	guesswork’. He said when learning an astrologer might not be confident and ‘may not 
  	have had the experience to see all the possible meanings’. ‘So I would be surprised if 
	some astrologers didn’t use guesswork, cause they just don’t know’ […] people 
	would be guessing if they have not rigorously learned the subject’.

In contrast to many of the lengthy answers, when I asked ‘do you think astrology can describe personality’, the responses were: ‘Yes’, ‘God Yes’, Yes definitely’ and ‘Yeh’.

The astrologers did not use computer generated  interpretation reports.  Bob said ‘I have checked it out a couple of times, but I have found it is so limiting’. John said:
	the artificial intelligence involved to synthesise all the aspects, all the houses, the 
	planets, and the cusps,  would be almost impossible to do […] it  misses the 
	astrologer’s experience of  patterns  and how they have seen them operate’.

These four astrologers said they did not use guesswork when interpreting charts. They based their interpretation on sound astrological knowledge and years of experience. Based on the responses of Bob and John, computer  profiles remove the astrologer’s experience of pattern seeking from the interpretation, and their comments support the view of Jayne that interpreting a natal chart is ‘an art that requires considerable skill’.

Conclusion
This research project examined the beliefs and methods used by a group of astrologers who meet each month to attend a lecture. It  explored who studied astrology; whether astrologers believed they could interpret personality from a natal chart;  the methods used by astrologers;  on what they based their interpretations;  and if they used guesswork. This study found  psychology researchers Wyman and Vyse interpreted the natal chart  less comprehensively than astrologers. They used a computer-generated astrology profile, and did not include aspect descriptions. Astrologers consider aspects and planetary patterns to be an important part of chart delineation which contribute to interpreting personality. The professional astrologers suggested computer profiles were unable to synthesise all parts of the chart. The astrologers  believed what they do is an art and a skill which requires a comprehensive knowledge of the subject, and improves with experience. On astrologers using guesswork, one of the professional astrologers put it succinctly, ‘not the good ones’.
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